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blic Interest Lawyers Shocked by Supreme Court's Denial of Attorneys' Fees to the Winners of La~suits 
lARREN WEAVER Jr .and~ewer p~omising 1~-: scl:oo i '· T~:-~ajority s~i~-th i s -;ould ~e .1 plai~tiffs were represent~d .by 1

1

1

ho_ur, a relatively ~odest ~ate, / under~yi ng the various types_ of ,,c.ase, Associ ate . J us tice Thur- !about $10-!n ill ion a year to help. 
; 8 : , 0 ·:·nc :.:e ·.· ,. :k Tim •• gr~du a tes_ ~Ill be attracte~<. :n,to : don ~ only when. Congr: ss -~as / Publi c .~dvo~ates, a ~ubh:~ I.n- th1_:; would havej' resulted m a l~wsutts ._ A number . of c~vll good ~arsha l.l asserted that ,sustain public interest law 
~I ! NGTON, J\Tav 17 - A th~s relatively ne~ ~.-'su e - : e?Cpllctly authonzed th~ piac- ltere st ftrm .m. San : :anc l~::.~o . $2 t0,000 fee. /nghts laws and some mvolvmg the maJority, m banning abso- jfirms, but the potential income 

.. - onented pract1ce, which iS al- . t ice. 1 In t he maJonty opm10n, a~SO j- H If f ~h t Id h b /water and air pollution do now '! t 1 th ·. t .. - · , 
~ Court decision bar ri ng ready understaffed . i This rul ing abruptlv el i min - ·1· cia t<> Justice Byron R. White 1 a 0 l a wou ave een ·d f nh d d · u e Y e pn ; a e aLtorney gen- : ;rom attorneys feea in success-

d f · · · · I · - · · , ~ · · ·nayable bv the coalition of pri provi e or s u~.- awar s an 'era! ... ule "takes rm e t 1 f 1 "' b ~al r o attorneys t ees to : The Supreme Court decision at t>d as income for public 1noted ~3 cas~s m the last four I' . - . . . - ~ were thus not affected by the : • •. . • . x reme Yi u cases "' as een essenw to 
groups that win !Flw- :involved a lawsuit brought by ,interest law f irms a number of !years m wh1ch lower. courts .l v~te .Oi l compames bmldmg the Supreme Court's decision. narrow v1ew of the md. ~pen~- keep many of them afloat eco-

;tabl ishing their rights : the Wilderness Society and 1 awards that were being sought i ha~ "erroneously" applied the I p1pelme. . . Opinion ' varies widely as to : ent powe_r of the o~urts m th ts 1 nomically. 
: a shock wave through other environmentalists to :or had been granted m the .j'pnvate attorney general rule · The dec1s10n prompted Sena- jhow resppnsive Congress might ~rea, a view that fhe.s squarei:r, l The NAACP tegal Defense 
ession of public interest block construction of the ~ lower c.ourts. Charles Halperr: .', and wanted attorneys fees to /tor .Jo~n Y_. Tun~ey, Democr;t : be to such legislation. Liberals, , m t~e _face of our pnor c:ases. ; and Ed-ucational Fund is re-

Aiaskan pipeline. They w011 1staff d1r_ect?r of the CounCil ! t~e ~mncr. Stx of the eleven lof Cah,form~ , to renew a._?le~oe 1 more numerous in the House l .JoH~mg Mr. Mars.hall 1n ~e : ported to have obtained about 
; Congress intervenes, !their case in the United Stote., lfor Public mter~,st ~aw h~,re , l circults <;>f The Court of Ap- ,o: 1 9~~ ~o mtroduce legl::.}~tJOn t than in recent years, would mt;n<;mty was Associate Justtce

1
$500,000 of its annual $3-mil

ng handed down this Court of Appeals, although I called the result a dtsa~.~er. "I peals haa ~dopted the rule." le:>tabhshmg the author_llY 'of ! probably fa yo~ such assistance "Y,lham r Bre~n~n Jr. Asso- iliOn litigation budget frc;m1 
rea tens to cut off mil- , Congress later overrode the r:!e- l F?r examp!~, a coal luO!l 01 1 In the p1pelme case, the 1ee . the Fed,eral court~ t~ gra~~ ~ t- 1 to t~e pufhc Interest law pro- ! CI~te Jus.tce~ Wilham 0. Dou?· : awards of attorneys• fees. The 
jol!ars in potent ial sup- , ci~ion by Jegisl~ti.on, and re - envtr?nmentaltsts and l\1exica~- l 'l.'a s to. h~ve been s~t by Fed - 1 ~orneys_ f~esto wmmng pa.rtleS

1

fe sswn, out. some n;embers Ia::. and ~~wi s F. PowelJ.J~~ - di~ j Supreme Court decision ~!I 
nds for lawyers and ,ceived an unspeCified award of ! ;\men~ans .won a freeway ca,:,e leral Distnct Court If the_ Su- !1n p~b!Jc mterest cases. .· iWOU]d certamly question the 1 not _ partic1.p~te ln the de~bion. ; probably. reduce but not elim1.
tat specialize b con- 'attorneys fees that could easily 1m Cahforma and was ~warded l pr~m~ ,court had upheld 1t m j Th is could b~ done by a s:n- ladded expens~ to b.oth g~wern- 1 a~ Is tradJtlOnal, they did not ; nate this income, . becausee, 
nvironmental :md r.ivil have run more than $100,000. more than $200,000, which may pnnc1p1e. Tl;e environmental- !g.le general staLute or by a ::.e- lment and busmess m a time of ;give any reason. jmany of the cases involve civil 
wsu its against govern- 1· Dividing 5 to 2, t he Supreme 1now be eliminate~ . by the :ists' lawye:s spent nearly 4,500 1nes of amendments to _Iaws , eco~omic. rece~sion. . . 1 At pr~sent, Mr. Halper_n s~id,, rights statutes that authoriz~ 
j industry. ,Court rejected t he broad theory iSupreme Court dectswn. The •hours on lhe case; at $60 an that created the legal nghts l Dtssentmg m the p1pehne foundations are contnbutmg1recovery of fees. ' 

interest lawyers are jthat litigants who win publ ic 
1at, as a long-range r~~ !·i nterest cases are act ing as ,..------------·-----------------------------------------------------------------... 
ur; datio,ns that '1ow 1"private attorneys b~neral, " l Kleinsleep's 58th St. Manhattan, Bronx and Norwalk stores are open Sunday, Noon to S P.M. 
:upport the movement jand are thus entitled to have 
Ice their contributions i the losers pay their i:g-91 costs . 

I 
~ 

--------------- I • ~.-.. • .. 


