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Введение

Настоящее учебное пособие предназначено для студентов 4 курса специальностей 021440/050207 «Переводческое дело  (английский язык)» при изучении темы  «Человек и закон (в стране изучаемого языка и РК)», 050207 «Иностранная филология (английский язык)» при изучении темы  «Судебная система» в рамках программы курса изучаемого иностранного языка, что соответствует типовым программам стандарта образования. Данное пособие может также быть полезно студентам юридических специальностей, так как в современных условиях повышения значимости фундаментальных наук в теоретической и профессиональной подготовке специалистов большое значение приобретает практическое овладение иностранным языком.

Данное пособие состоит из двух разделов, каждый из которых включает логически взаимосвязанные и взаимодополняющие части.

Первый раздел содержит лексические и грамматические упражнения, направленные на освоение специальной лексики и терминологии, а также коммуникативные задания, обеспечивающие активную деятельность в области речевой практики.

Второй раздел представлен текстами, которые сопровождаются заданиями и упражнениями, предусматривающими контроль понимания прочитанного и активизацию словаря.

Текст первой части повествует о необходимости существования закона и следования ему.

Вторая часть описывает законодательные системы Великобритании и США.

Правосудию на основе права справедливости или системе законодательных актов, существующей в Великобритании и США наряду с обычными законодательными актами и замещающими их в случае несоответствия друг другу, посвящена следующая, третья часть.

Отдельная четвертая часть рассматривает личность адвоката, характеризует особенности его профессии и образа мышления.

В пятой части наглядно продемонстрирована тесная взаимосвязь права и политики.

В отдельной части представлены тексты детективного жанра, сопровождаемые переводческими комментариями и рядом упражнений, которые делают данный материал удобным для использования на уроках домашнего чтения.

Последняя часть носит развлекательный характер и представляет собой подборку коротких юмористических рассказов по изучаемой теме. Материалы данной главы могут быть проработаны студентами самостоятельно. 

Весь текстовый материал пособия аутентичен, основан на материалах учебников английского языка и других оригинальных источников. При отборе текстов учитывалась их информативность, познавательная ценность и актуальность тематики.

1 “Legal” activities I

1.1 Warming up

1.1.1 Find Russian equivalents to the words and phrases below.

 Suspect, verdict, just, offence, arrest, question, accuse, court, criminal, punishment, victim, interrogate, send to prison, fine, penalty, break the law, organized crime, violent, serious crime.

1.1.2 Fill in the following chart. Make use of the words and phrases from exer​cise 1. You may introduce your own ideas as well.
	                     Jobs
	       Advantages
	        Disadvantages

	Judge
	
	

	Policeman
	
	

	traffic warden
	
	

	member of jury
	
	

	Guard
	
	


1.1.3 What kind of crime do the following criminals commit?

Arsonist, assassin, deserter, embezzler, forger, fraud, hooligan, mugger, pick​pocket, poacher, racketeer, robber, shoplifter, smuggler, terrorist.

1.1.4 Give the name of the defined lawbreaker:

1) steals;
2) gets money by threatening to disclose personal information;
3) seizes airplanes;
4) kills people;
5) steals from houses or offices;
6) steals from banks or trains;
7) takes people hostage for a ransom;
8) steals government secrets;
9) willfully destroys property;
10) marries illegally while being married already.

1.1.5 Put the actions in the correct order. If you commit a crime you may be:
      -  accused;
- arrested;

- convicted;


- interrogated;
           
- paroled;
- sent to prison;
- suspected;

- tried.

1.2 In the courtroom

1.2.1 Below are some extracts from court cases. In all but one of them a silly question is asked. 

A. “And the youngest son, the 20-year-old, how old is he?”

B. “Doctor, before you performed the autopsy, did you check for a pulse?”

“No.”

“Did you check for blood pressure?”

“No.”

“Did you check for breathing?”

“No.”

“So then is it possible that the patient was alive when you began autopsy?”

“No.”

“How can be you so sure, doctor?”

“Because his brain was sitting on my desk in a jar.”

“But could the patient have still been alive, nevertheless?”

“It is possible that he could have been alive and practicing law somewhere.”

C. “Was it you or your younger brother who was killed in the war?”

D. “You say the stairs went down to the basement.”

“Yes.”

“Did they also go up?”
E. “What were you doing at the time of murder?”
“I was watching the football on TV.”

“Were you alone?”
“Yes, I was.”

“Who won the match?”

“Manchester United.”

F. “Now, doctor, isn’t it true that when a person dies in his sleep, he doesn’t know about it until the next morning?”
G. “Were you present when your picture was taken?”

1.2.2 Which extract doesn’t contain a silly question?

1.2.3 Which one did you find the most amusing?

1.2.4 The words and phrases in the box are all connected to the theme of law. Work with a partner and put the words under one of the headings below.

crimes


punishments 

people 

legal processes

Sue; libel; suspended sentence; jury; the  accused; contempt of court;   judge; counsel; arson; award; damages; community service; manslaughter;    weigh up the evidence; fraud; speeding; witness; return a verdict; cross examine; solitary confinement.




1.2.5  Add another word or phrase to each category.



1.2.6 Use words and phrases from 1.2.4 to complete these sentences.


a)
What's the difference between the two? Well, slander is when you say something about someone which isn't true. ____is when you publish it, and that's when people generally take action.
b) If a person is on trial for murder the press can't refer to them as “the murderer». They have to say ______.
c) You're guilty of ____when you didn't kill the victim deliberately.
d) You ____ someone if you want to claim money from them because they have harmed you in some way.
e) The jury has to listen to the case, and then ___.
f) A ____means that you don't actually have to go to prison unless you commit another crime.


g) «_______» is a more formal term for a legal adviser.
     h)  ____ can be anything from teaching kids to play football to cutting the grass. Obviously, it’s not paid.

1.2.7 Choose another three words or phrases from 1 and write three sentences like the ones above. Give them to a partner to complete.


1.2.8 Look at the sentences below. There is always more than one way of saying something. Paraphrase the sentences starting with the words given.

a) The verdict we returned was unanimous - guilty.
b) That's a lesson I won't forget in a hurry.
c) The best person to ask is Fred Maclatyre.
d) It was fascinating, seeing how a court works.
e) It's been almost three weeks since they published the article.
	We ...

	I ...

	Fred Maclatyre ...

	Seeing ...

	They ...




1.2.9 Compare your answers with a partner. Are there any differences between your sentences?

1.2.10 Paraphrase these sentences starting with the words given.
a)
A recent court case was held in Wales.
1 It was ...
2 Wales...
b)
In the witness box stood a Welshman who was accused of shoplifting.
1 A Welshman ...
2 Accused ...
c)
He was defended by a Welsh lawyer.
1 Defending ...
2 The lawyer ...
d)  Towards the end of the trial the lawyer asked the judge if he could speak to the jury in Welsh.
1 May I...
2 The lawyer ...
 e)
The judge agreed because he didn't wish to appear biased towards English.
1 Not wishing ...
2 In order not to ...
f)  The jury returned a verdict of not guilty.
1 A verdict...
2 Not guilty ...
g) The judge was puzzled as the defendant was obviously guilty.
1 What puzzled the judge ...
2 The defendant...
h)   The judge didn't speak Welsh so he hadn't understood what the lawyer had said.
1 Not being able ...
2 As the judge ...
1.2.11 Use the sentences you have written in 10 (p.10) to write an account of the court case for the “News in Brief” section of a newspaper. Make any changes or additions that you think are necessary.



1.3 Crime & Punishment
1.3.1 Put the crimes below in order of seriousness. Decide on the punishment you think a person guilty of each crime should get.

Mugging; swearing in public; kidnapping; drink driving; graffiti creating; releasing computer viruses; trespassing; dropping litter.

1.3.2 Choose the correct answer.

a)
Which of these punishments would a judge probably not give in court?
1 fine    2 suspended sentence  3 solitary confinement     4 imprisonment

b)
Which one of these crimes involves fire?
1 kidnapping    2 swearing in public     3
arson    4 fraud

c)
Which one of these is the least serious crime?
1  fraud     2 manslaughter     3 mugging      4 graffiti
         d)
What is the word used for the outcome of a court case?
1 result    2 decision    3 verdict 4 conclusion
    e)
Which one of these crimes involves driving?
1 speeding    2 fraud    3 libel 4 dropping litter
        f)  Which one of these crimes is not a form of theft?
    1 mugging     2 shop-lifting     3 burglary 4 trespassing


1.3.3  Read the cases below and discuss the questions that follow each one.



Case 1



A driver swerves to avoid a little girl crossing the road. The driver goes off the road and injures a pedestrian.



Case 2



A footballer trips up an opponent deliberately. The opponent breaks a leg and is unable to play football again. He sues the other footballer for a lifetime of lost earnings.



Case 3



Bob adds a double vodka rather than a single to Joe's drink. Joe gets into his car and is stopped by the police on the way home. He's breathalysed, found to be over the legal alcohol limit and banned from driving for six months. Joe sues Bob for the money he has to spend on taxis over the next six  months.

Case l
a) What is the driver guilty of, if anything?
b) Who should pay for the pedestrian's medical expenses?
c) Who should pay for the damage done to the car?
Case 2
Should the footballer pay? Why/Why not?
Case3
Should Bob pay for Joe's taxi expenses? Why/Why not?



1.3.4 Work with a partner and discuss these questions:

a) Have you ever had anything stolen? If you have, what was it? Did you get it back? Were you insured? Was the thief caught?
b) If you haven't, what would cause you the most inconvenience if it was stolen?
1.4 Law

1.4.1 Look at the expressions in the box below. Which means ...

- suspected of having committed a crime?
- she doesn't follow rules?
- we are all equal in the eyes of the law?
- take revenge without using the legal system?
- bossing people about?
- What I say must be respected?
- illegal?
- obeying and respecting the law?
- legally?
 A law unto herself ; laying down the law ; against the law; take the law into my own hands; no-one is above the law ; by law; in trouble with the law; law-abiding; my word is law.
1.4.2 Complete these sentences with the expressions in 1.

a) After years as a _______citizen, John decided to rob a bank and flee the country.
b) Policeman: You were doing 160 kilometres per hour. 
Prince: Yes, but do you know who I am? 

Policeman: Yes, but _____.
c) There was a constable here earlier. I think Mark's
 again!
d) I was tempted to _________and wring his neck.
e) “Do this! Do that! Be back by 10!” My father was always
.
f) You can never tell what Ruth's going to do. She's _________.
g) I'm the boss and ________.
h)   Most Europeans are required 
to carry ID cards.
i)    In some countries it's __________ to chew gum.

1.5 Legal wrangles (discussion club)
1.5.1 Work in small groups and discuss these questions:

a) Why do people take the law into their own hands?
b) Which laws are most often broken in your country?
c) Is the place where you live safe enough to go out at night?

d) What preventive measures can you take if it is not?

e) Do you agree that punishment should fit the crime?

f) What are the most common crimes in your country?

g) Do you think crime has increased in the last years? If you do, what do you are the reasons?

h) What do you think is the best way to fight crime?

1.5.2  Look at the proposals for laws below. Discuss with your group which would affect you personally. Which of these laws would make the world a better place?

a) No-one should work more than a 32-hour week.
b) Shops should all be open 24 hours a day.
c) Cars should be banned from city centres.
d) The dropping of chewing gum should be forbidden.
e)  Mobile phones should not be used in public areas.

1.5.3 Compare the outcome of your discussion with other groups.

1.5.4 Are there any laws in your country that you would like to change or introduce?

1.5.5 You are going along a busy street. A man is hit by a car. He looks badly injured, so the emergency services are called. Five minutes later an ambulance arrives. The man is put on a stretcher and carried into the ambulance. Then he is rushed to the hospital and taken to the casualty department. You are there when the accident happens. Discuss in groups how you can help.

1.5.6 Do you agree that capital punishment is the only way to deter criminals? Share your point of view on the topic.

1.5.7 What do you think about the following statement: crime pays very well.

1.5.8 The success of a lawyer, especially a prosecutor, among other things depends on a skill in making a capital speech, based in some cases on the ability to attack, to force his opinion on the jury. Act as an attorney for the state in an imaginary case and prove at least one piece of evidence against the accused. Exercise your ability to ask the right kinds of questions, to be forceful in proving your point, in attacking the counter arguments.

1.5.9 Make short reports from each of the following headlines from a newspaper:  

100 CDs Stolen from the Mega Store — Who Knows These Two Teenagers

 Plastic Bag Found in Town Square — Five Local Men Arrested
New Evidence in Murder Case. The Witness for the Prosecution Speaks up.

Bad Accident Downtown. 15 People Taken to Hospital.

1.6 “Legal” Reading I

1.6.1 Read an article about crime prevention. Choose the most suitable heading from the list (A-I) for each part (1-8). There is one extra heading you do not need to use.

A. Out walking;
B. The things you own;
C. Stranger at the door;
D. Looking after your home;
E. Bringing crime down;
F. When you are away from home;
G. Kidscape suggests; 

H. At home ;

I. Safety tips for teenagers.

	1
	


What can you do to stop crime? Of course, it is the job of the police to fight crime. But we can all help to bring crime down. Most crime is against prop​erty, not people. And not many crimes are carefully planned. Most crimes are done by young men on the spur of the moment when they see the chance — an unlocked car or a door or window to a house or flat left open. A lot of people make things easy for burglars and car thieves like this. You can help stop a lot of crime by always locking up your car and home. This will also help the police, by giving them more time to fight seri​ous crime. And that's good for you and your family — because it makes your neighborhood a safer place to live in.
	2
	


There are not many violent crimes, and you are not likely to be at​tacked. But a lot of people are afraid that they will be mugged or raped.You can help keep yourself safe by doing the right things at home or out in the street. When you are at home make sure your house or flat is secure; always lock out​side doors, draw your curtains after dark. Don't put your first name in the phone book or by your doorbell. Then a stranger won't know whether a man or a woman lives there.
	3
	


Don't take short-cuts through dark alleys or across waste-ground. Walk facing the traffic so no one can pull up behind you. Don't hitch-hike or take lifts from strangers. If you often walk home in the dark, get a screech alarm from a DIY store and carry it in your hand to scare off an attacker. Carry your bag close to you and if someone grabs it, let it go. If you hang on, you could get hurt. Keep your house keys in your pocket. If you think someone is following you, check by crossing the street to see if he follows. If he does, run to the nearest place with people and call the police.
	4
	


Tell your children they have the right to be safe. No one can take that away. Children must know that their bodies belong to them, especially the private parts covered by their swim costumes. Tell your children it's all right to say no if someone tries to hurt them. A lot of children are told to always do what grown-ups tell them. Bullies pick on younger children. Tell children to give up something a bully wants, like a bike, if they are going to get hurt. Tell them you will not be angry if they come home without it. Tell your children nev​er to talk to strangers. Get them to tell you if a stranger tries to talk to them. Tell your children they can break rules to stay safe. They can run away, scream, lie or kick to get away from danger.
	5
	


       If you are doing a part-time job or go out in the evening this is how to be safe: be sure your parents know where you are. Go out with friends and come back with them. If you go out alone, get a lift or cab there and back. Don't take a lift with someone you have just met. If you are looking for casual jobs, like babysitting, do it through fam​ily or friends. If you answer an advert, go with a parent or friend on the first day. Wherever you are, make sure you know how to make an emergency call and the quickest way out.
	6
	


A lot of burglaries can be prevented. In three burglaries out of 10, the thief does not have to force his way in because a door or window has been left open. Burglars don't like locked windows because someone will hear breaking glass. They don't like security deadlocks on doors because they cannot open them from the inside and they have to get out through a window. Make sure your front door is strong. If it is thin, get another one. If you have a telephone entry sys​tem, don't let strangers in or hold the door open for someone who is arriving as you are leaving.
	7
	


 Most burglaries happen when a house or flat is empty. A time switch will put the lights on and off when you are out. This will make it look as if you are at home. Don't let your TV or video show through a window. Draw the cur​tains if you are going out for the evening. Get a friend or neighbour to look after your home when you are on holiday.
	8
	


Don't make it easy for pickpockets. Carry your wallet in an inside pock​et, not your back pocket. If someone bumps into you in a crowd, see if you still have your wallet or purse. Thieves like to steal cash. Never carry a lot of money. Never let your bag out of your sight. On holiday, take travellers' cheques. If you have a credit card and it is stolen, tell the card company straight​away. Keep their number handy. If you have a cheque book and card, don't keep them together. A thief needs your card to write a cheque.
1.6.2 Match the words with their definitions.
1  property;
2  mug;
3  secure;
4  hitch-hike;
5  scare off;
6  grab;
7  bully;
8  scream;
 9    casual;
10  prevent;
11  pickpocket;
12  bump;
13  cash;
14  straightaway;
15  handy.
A. to stop something from happening or stop someone from doing something;
B. to travel by asking drivers of passing cars for free rides;
C. at once, immediately; 

D. a thing or things that someone owns;

E. employment that a company uses or offers only for a short period of time;
F. someone who uses their strength or power to fright​en or hurt someone who is weaker; 

G. useful and simple to use;
H. someone who steals things from people's pockets, es​pecially in a crowd;
I. to attack someone and rob them in a public place;

J. to take hold of someone or something with a sudden or violent movement;

K. to hit or knock against something; 

L. locked or guarded so that people cannot get in or out, or steal anything;
M. money in the form of coins or notes rather than cheques, credit cards etc;
N. to make a loud high noise with your voice because you are hurt, frightened, excited etc; 

O. to make someone uncertain or worried so that they do not do something they were going to do.

1.6.3 Use the word in brackets at the end of each sentence to form the word that fits in the space in the same sentence.

1) First reports of the air crash tell of more than 100 …….  . (casual)
2) She couldn't
the pressures of her new job. (handy)
3) There has been an increase in
in the park. (mug)
4) Simple
measures will reduce the risk of infection. (prevent)
5) I'm thinking of
round Europe. (hitch-hike)
6) For reasons of
, all luggage must be searched. (secure)
7) The woman lay there
with pain. {scream)

     1.7 “Legal” Reading II
   1.7.1 Look at the headline of the newspaper report about jurors' attitudes to doing jury service. Do you think their attitudes will be generally positive or negative? Read the article and find out.

Jury duty acquitted of first-degree hassle

By THEO EMERY, Associated Press

A Boston newspaper for attorneys surveyed jurors and found that once they were involved in the case they generally enjoyed weighing up the evidence and took the judgement of their peers seriously. More than 80 percent of respondents to the poll, published in Monday's edition of Lawyers Weekly, said the experience was positive, and some said it renewed their faith in the legal system. 

Publisher David L.Yas was surprised by the resultsof the survey, which he said was the first of its kind. «Most people dread jury duty,” Yas said. “What we found is that once people get in there, they're intrigued by the case, energised by jury duty, and overall find jury duty quite positive.” In Massachusetts, it is illegal for attorneys to speak with jurors even after a court case, so the survey was administered by judges. With the permission of State Jury Commissioner Frank Davis and Superior Court Chief Justice Suzanne V. Del Vecchio, 30 judges gave out surveys to jurors in superior court cases. About 130 people responded. All responses were voluntary and anonymous.  The cases ranged from contract disputes to medical malpractice to first degree murder. One involved a lawsuit about a dog biting another dog.
 

The survey asked an array of questions about courtroom   tactics,    the    condition    of   the courthouse, the appearance and demeanour of lawyers   and   court   employees,   the   use   of  witnesses and exhibits, and the jurors' overall impression of the system.


Respondents reported not sleeping at night because of the gravity of the case, feeling proud of being part of the justice system, and finding the whole process to be a learning experience. “Our justice system may not be perfect, but it works and I am proud to have served,” one respondent wrote. Another wrote: “After several cases such as the OJf. Simpson trial, I lost all respect for the system. This case helped restore my respect for the system. There is hope for us.”
  
About 20 percent of the returned surveys were negative. “It was not only a waste of my time, but  the compensation was ridiculous,” one juror wrote. Another complained about having to clean up the jury room and pay for parking and gas and said jurors should be treated with more respect. Yas said he has not been on a real jury, only a jury at a mock trial for middle school students. But even that case, which involved vehicular homicide charges against a woman who ran over a man after a concert, was riveting, he said. “It was tremendous,” he said. “We probably could have gone on for hours.”
BOSTON (August 14, 2000)

 

1.7.2 Are the following statements true or false?

a) A large majority of the people questioned found the experience generally very positive, 
b) Some jurors complained about the behaviour of the lawyers. 


c) More than a quarter of those surveyed responded negatively. 
d) Generally people's attitudes to jury duty change once they've experienced it. 
e) The publisher of the report had himself once been a juror. 
f) One respondent complained that they were not paid well enough. 
g) Some of the jurors found the responsibility quite stressful. 
h) All of the respondents reported feeling proud of their role in the justice system. 



1.7.3 Find words in the article which mean:

a) people who are doing something with you, or who are of a similar age or social status;
b) the survey;
c) not to look forward to doing something;
d) to be given energy and enthusiasm ;
e) lawyers;
f) answered; 
g) behaviour; 
h) seriousness;
i) a simulation of a real situation; 
j) fascinating; 
1.7.4 Complete the following newspaper report with some of your answers from 3.
In a recent (a)_______, office workers were asked to list the things that most annoyed them about their jobs. A majority of the respondents reported (b)_______   going to work on a Monday morning, and more than 50% said that their jobs no longer (c)______them. One of their greatest fears was that of being passed over for promotion in favour of one of their (d)______, whilst the main worry for female employees was the attitude of some of the older male executives to their role in the office. As many as 65% of the women (e)  ________ positively to the question, “Do you feel discriminated against at work?”, although only 1.5% of these women had sought the help of taken their case to court.

1.8 Some facts from the History of Law

1.8.1 Read the text and study the notes below:
Imagine that you could travel through time and visit ancient Babylon in 1500 B.C. or live in the British Isles in 200 A.D.under the rule of the Roman legions. What would your rights be? If your horse was stolen by your Babylonian neighbor, or if you were arrested by a Roman soldier, what could you do? You would probably find that strange and often harsh-seeming laws prevailed. Law has changed through the centuries. How did it begin?
The most primitive societies did not need law. They were controlled by custom. Each member of the tribe knew what he could and could not do, according to custom. Any deviation from the pattern was met by universal tribal hostility, since the customs had developed from the common experience of the group itself through many generations. The prospect of such hostility was usually sufficient to prevent deviations of behavior by individ​ual members.
The need for law came with the institutions of government and private property. The first form of law was personal revenge, by which an injured man or his friends could inflict the same wrong on the man who had injured him. This could have continued ad infinitum, of course, and as a result "blood feuds" between families often developed which lasted many years. The concept of vengeance appears throughout recorded history.
In general, at this time society accepted the rule that "might makes right." In other words, the strongest man — or the one with the most friends and supporters — won. Men fought with each other, as individuals and later as groups, to get what they wanted; and revenge was applied if possible by the parties injured in the conflict.
As society grew larger and more complicated, it became necessary to establish a more formal system of justice. The substitution of damages for revenge was the first great step toward law as we know it today. A man was required to pay a penalty for injuring another man or his property. In the early years penalties were often physical punishments, but later on, this gradually changed to fines in money or property.
Because this substitution of damages for revenge required some way to determine the seriousness of offenses and the fair damages to be paid, society made another advance in law by creating courts to hear the cases presented and to make just decisions concerning payment of damages. In some areas the kings or lesser rulers decided disputes themselves. A Griev​ance Day was sometimes established, when anyone could present the king with a petition or complaint, but this system rarely functioned on a regular basis. Since such "justice" was delivered irregularly, at the king's pleasure, it was not readily available to all. In other areas courts were made up of high religious or secular officials and operated more frequently. If a participant in a dispute remained dissatisfied after the court's decision, he was usually able to appeal to the king as the supreme judge.
Sometimes cases were settled by a public contest, called an ordeal, between the two persons involved. This was not an attempt to determine who was right or wrong; it was an ingenious effort to prevent the development of lengthy blood feuds. Such a contest formally ended the dispute in the eyes of the community, regardless of its outcome.
In some societies it was believed that the god or gods would support the man who was right and help him to win. The ordeal persisted throughout history. During the Middle Ages and especially during the Protestant Reformation in the 16th century, numerous ordeals were recorded, usually as tests for suspected religious heretics. In these cases, the ordeal was not a contest but rather a test of the guilt or innocence of the accused. A person might be subjected to burning, drowning, or poisoning. If he was innocent, he would survive; if guilty, he would not — and so much the better for society! Ordeals appeared again in the United States in the 17th century at the time of the Salem Witch Trials.
One public contest form of the ordeal has lasted into the twentieth century — the duel. At one time historians thought the duel was dead, but recently it has been revived in several countries.
Perhaps the biggest single step in the development of law was the assumption by the ruler of a society that he had an obligation to attempt to prevent wrongs. In this single step, from the settlement of disputes arising from wrongs already committed to an attempt to prevent the occurrence of such wrongs, society leaped from the administration of law to its creation. The ruler became not simply a judge or administrator but a law-giver. And in this step law, as we know it, was created — a list of do's and don'ts and the punishment which would result if a law was disobeyed.
Something else arose from this step. The law that developed from this point forward was handed down by the ruler to those governed. Up until this time, the rules of the society had grown up from customs preserved by the people. And here lies the important difference between law and custom. Custom, as in the tribal society described earlier, develops from the shared experience of the group, taken from centuries of living and learning. Custom changes gradually, to accommodate the people's changes in attitude before they become hostile to it. Law is handed down from above; it is given to or sometimes even forced upon the members of a society by their ruler — whether that is an individual, a group, or an entire government. For this reason, even if the law is for the good of the people, hostility may develop toward it which could never develop against custom. Of course, there is interaction between the two. When laws are first established in a society, they usually resemble traditional customs. Otherwise, the people would refuse to follow them. And through the centuries customs sometimes change slowly as people become more accustomed to law.
Notes:
	Babylon  
	Вавилон

	B.C. (before Christ) 
	до Рождества Христова, до н.э.

	A.D. (Anno Domini) 
	новая эра

	Roman legions  
	римские легионы

	harsh-seeming  
	кажущиеся суровыми

	deviation 
	отклонение, отступление

	hostility  
	враждебность

	revenge  
	месть, мщение

	to inflict  
	причинять, наносить

	ad infinitum  
	до бесконечности (лат.)

	blood feuds  
	кровная вражда

	vengeance  
	месть, возмездие

	damages  
	убытки, потери

	a penalty  
	наказание, взыскание

	a fine 
	штраф

	an offense  
	правонарушение, преступление

	a disputes  
	разногласия, правовой спор

	a Grievance Day  
	День жалоб

	justice 
	законность, правосудие, юстиция

	courts  
	суды

	secular  
	светский, мирской

	a contest  
	спор

	an ordeal 
	суд божий, тяжелое испытание

	ingenious  
	изобретательный, искусный

	the Protestant Reformation  
	протестантская реформация

	heretics  
	еретики

	guilt  
	вина, виновность

	innocence  
	невиновность

	the accused 
	обвиняемый, подсудимый

	duel  
	дуэль, поединок

	to prevent wrongs  
	предотвращать правонарушения

	interaction  воздействие
	взаимодействие


1.8.2 Mark the correct answer:
1) When does the need for law arise in a society?
a. When "blood feuds" begin.
b. When government and private property develop.
c. When hostility develops against custom.
2)  How do customs develop?
a. They are given to the people by their rulers.
b. Through the hostility of the group members towards each other.
c. Through the common experience of the members of the society.
3)  The rule "might makes right" meant____________.
a.  the strongest man won
b. the right man won
c. vengeance could be expected
4)  An ordeal was__________.
a.  a public contest
b. a court
c. a blood feud
5)  What was probably the biggest single advance in the history of legal development?
a. The creation of courts.
b. The decision to attempt to prevent wrongdoing.
c. The attempt to settle disputes arising from wrongdoing.
6)  After this advance the king became a____________.
a. judge
b. a law-giver
c. an administrator
1.8.3 Find the meaning of each underlined word or expression from the context of its sentence. Then mark the correct answer:
1) Any deviation from the pattern was met by universal tribal hostility, since the customs had developed from the common experience of the group itself through many generations.
a. taxes
b. clothes
c. habits
2) The prospect of such hostility was usually sufficient to prevent any deviation by any individual member.
a. departure from normal custom
b. decision made by one person
c. determination
3) Revenge was applied if possible by the parties injured in the conflict.
a. gatherings of people

b.  individuals
c. interests
4) Even if the law was good for the people, hostility could develop toward it which could never develop against custom.
a.  interest
b.  enthusiasm
c.  resentment
5) Personal revenge could continue ad infinitum, and as a result "blood feuds" be​tween families often developed which lasted many years.
a. forever
b.  often
c.  anywhere
6) Numerous ordeals were recorded during the Middle Ages and the Protestant Reformation, usually as tests for suspected religious heretics.
a. fanatics
b.  disbelievers
c. ministers
7) Perhaps the biggest single step in the development of law was the assumption by the ruler of a society that he had an obligation to attempt to prevent wrongs.
a. belief
b.  assurance
c.  resistance
1.8.4 Questions for discussion:
1)  How did law begin?
2)  How were the most primitive societies controlled?
3)  What was usually sufficient to prevent deviations of behavior by individual mem​bers in the tribe?
4)  When did the need for law come in a society?
5)  What is the meaning of the substitution of damages for revenge?
6)  When and why were courts created?
7)  Why was a Grievance Day established?
8)  What was an Ordeal?
9)  Why did the Ordeal persist through history?
         10) When and why did society leap from the administration of law to its creation?
11) Where does the important difference between law and custom lie?

1.9 Breaking law: hijacking

1.9.1 Read the following text and study the notes below:
Hijacking to most people means simply that another plane has been temporarily divert​ed from its course. Today hijackings, or "skyjackings" as they are sometimes called, have become so familiar that few people are alarmed when one occurs. Everyone expects that the passengers and crew will soon be returned, and even the plane is usually recovered. Air piracy, however, means more than this; and unfortunately, the ending is not always so pleasant. An example was the attempted hijacking of five planes from four different coun​tries to the Middle East in September, 1971. Four planes were successfully diverted, one to Beirut and then Cairo, where it was blown up on the runway as soon as everyone had gotten out, and three to a desert airstrip in Jordan. The hijackers wanted to publicize their cause to the world and also to use the passengers and planes as blackmail in demanding the release of political prisoners held in several countries. Through the work of the International Red Cross and the cooperation of many governments, some of the frightened hostages were released a week later in exchange for certain of the prisoners. The rest of the passengers were removed from the planes in the desert and loaded onto waiting buses which drove slowly away. After moving only several hundred yards, however, the buses stopped so that the passengers and crew could watch as the planes were blown up. Some of them were then taken to Amman and released, but others were still held by the hijackers. At this point a civil war broke out in Jordan, and the remaining hostages were finally rescued by the Jordanian Army three weeks after their kidnapping.
As this example demonstrates, an air hijacking can be a terrifying experience for anyone involved. This includes the people on the plane, the airline administrators, and all the friends and families of the passengers, who are waiting anxiously for news. Very few nations have escaped a taste of hijacking. In recent years hijackers have interrupted air service on flights from such diverse places as Bulgaria, the Philippines, Russia, Great Britain, Poland, the Falkland Islands, the United States, and Saudi Arabia — among many others.
Skyjackings were fairly rare until 1968 when thirty successful ones occurred, matching the total of all successful attempts during the previous seventeen years. Since then, they have increased dramatically. Hijack attempts are made for a variety of reasons — to escape political persecution or criminal arrest, to dramatize a cause, to provide political blackmail as in the case above, or to steal a fortune by blackmailing airline authorities with a promise to return the plane and passengers in exchange for a large sum of money.
The hijackers themselves vary greatly in personality. Some are daring adventurers, some nervous amateurs, and some passionate idealists dedicated to a cause. Not surprisingly, a new type has developed along with the growth of air piracy: the professional hijacker who is calm, competent, and well-prepared for his job. The men and women who skyjacked the planes to the Middle East were professionals. Airline pilots who have been through a hijacking say they prefer to deal with professionals rather than amateurs who tend to be very nervous and are likely to panic. The amateur's behavior is unpredictable, and this creates far more danger for the passengers.
In an effort to discourage hijacking, the airlines, airports, and several governments have developed "sky marshal" programs and electronic equipment that can detect weapons. "Sky marshals" are non-uniformed policemen and detectives who board flights like ordinary pas​sengers but who are specially trained to prevent hijackings in the air. After skyjackings became so popular, many airlines began sending at least two sky marshals on every flight. Airports started using electronic devices that can detect metal in a passenger's baggage or on the passenger himself to prevent bombs, guns, or even knives from being carried on board. A number of law enforcement agencies also began to develop "hijacker profiles," reports giving descriptions and information about known hijackers. These are distributed to airlines and airports for their protection.
Despite such attempts to stop them, however, the air piracies continue. One reason is that many air pirates are not arrested when they land, and few of those are brought to trial. Also, some hijackings have been an encouraging example to others. One of these was the successful flight of Rafaela Minichiello from Los Angeles to Italy. After holding him for some time and refusing to send him back to the United States, Italy tried Minichiello. The court sentenced him to several months in jail, but he had already spent a longer period than that in prison waiting for trial. Consequently, he was released immediately to the delight of cheering crowds outside the court to whom he had become a kind of national hero.
To reduce the expense, inconvenience, and — primarily — danger that accompanies hijacking, effective steps must be taken to discourage air piracy. Sky marshals, electronic equipment, and hijacker profiles are not sufficient to halt skyjacking. It would be more effec​tive to establish international procedures for handling hijackers from the moment they land, so that every potential hijacker knows he will be arrested and tried for his crime, regardless of his motive in committing the hijacking. This requires international cooperation, however, and so far the nations have been unable to agree on acceptable procedures. Until such guidelines are established, air piracy will undoubtedly continue.
Notes:
	hijacking 
	угон самолетов

	to be diverted  
	отклонен от курса, уведен

	piracy  
	пиратство

	airstrip  
	летная полоса, посадочная площадка

	blackmail  
	шантаж

	hostages 
	заложники

	diverse 
	различный, несхожий

	persecution  
	преследование

	in exchange for  
	в обмен на


	daring adventurers 
	отчаянные авантюристы

	amateurs 
	любители, непрофессионалы

	passionate  
	страстный

	unpredictable  
	непредсказуемый

	sky marshal 
	(зд.) воздушный полицейский

	law enforcement agencies  
	агентства по наблюдению за исполнением законов

	expense  
	расходы

	in committing  
	совершении


1.9.2 Mark the correct answer
1) How many planes were blown up by the hijackers in September, 1971?
a. One.
b. Five, с Four.
2) Why were these planes hijacked?
a. For publicity and political blackmail.
b.To get ransom money from the airlines

с. Both of the above.
3) When did the number of hijackings begin to increase dramatically?
a.  1968.
b.  1970. с 1951.

4)  How have airports tried to prevent hijackings?
a. By developing sky marshal programs.
b. By installing electronic equipment for metal detection.
c. By doing both a. and b.
5)  Why do hijackings continue despite these precautions?
a.  Lenient treatment of hijackers encourages others.
b.  Few airlines have adopted sky marshal programs.
c. Hijacker profiles have been inaccurate so far.
1.9.3 Find the meaning of each underlined word from the context of its sentence. Then mark the correct answer:
1) Four planes were successfully diverted, one to Beirut and then Cairo, and three to a desert airstrip in Jordan.
a. separated from each other
b.  amused
c.  turned from their flight paths
2) Some of the frightened hostages were released a week later in exchange for certain prisoners.
a. guests
b. prisoners
c. fugitives
3) Hijackers have interrupted air service on flights from such diverse places as Bul​garia, Russia, Poland, and the United States.
a.  different
b.  divided
c.  distant
4) Every potential hijacker should know he will be arrested, regardless of his motive in committing the hijacking.
a. desire
b.  reason
c.  motion
5) Some hijackers attempt to steal a fortune by blackmailing airlines.
a.  taking money illegally
b. sending threatening letters to someone
c.  using threats to obtain money or something else
6) Some hijackers are trying to escape political persecution in their own countries.
a. unfair treatment or even punishment by authorities
b.  police investigation
c. an attempt to frighten someone
1.9.4 Questions for discussion:
1) What does hijacking mean?

2) How many planes were hijacked in 1971 and what was the outcome of this operation?
3) Why can an air hijacking be a terrifying experience for anyone involved?
4) Why has the number of hijack attempts increased dramatically since 1968?
5)  How can hijackers be classified?
6)  What efforts are made to discourage hijacking?
7)  Were only a few air pirates arrested and brought to trial?
8)  What effective steps must be taken to discourage air piracy?

2 “Legal” activities II

2.1 The Need for Law

2.1.1 Read the text.

Mr. Jones, having murdered his wife, was burying her in the garden one night, when his neighbour, hearing the noise, asked him what he was doing.

“Just burying the cat”, said Mr. Jones.

“Funny sort of time to bury a cat”, said the neighbour.

“Funny sort of cat”, said Mr. Jones.

Now it is obvious to everyone that, in a community such as the one in which we live, some kind of law is necessary to try to prevent people like Mr. Jones from killing their wives. When the world was at a very primitive stage, there was no such law, and, if a man chose to kill his wife or if a woman succeeded in killing her husband, that was their own business and no one interfered officially.

But, for a very long time now, members of every community have made laws for themselves in self-protection. Otherwise it would have meant that the stronger men could have joined together and terrorized the whole neighbourhood.

If it were not for the law, you could not go out in broad daylight without the fear of being kidnapped, robbed or murdered. There are far, far more good people in the world than bad, but there are enough of the bad to make law necessary in the interests of everyone. 

There is no difficulty in understanding this but it is just as important to understand that law is not necessary just because there are bad people in the world. If we were all as good as we ought to be, law would still be necessary. If we never told lies, never took anything that didn’t belong to us, never omitted to do anything that we ought not to do, we should still require a set of rules of behaviour, in other words laws, to enable us to live in any kind of satisfactory state.

How is one good man in a motor-car to pass another good man also in a motor-car coming in the opposite direction, unless there is some rule of the road? People sometimes hover in front of one another when they are walking on the pavement before they can pass, and they may even collide. Not much harm is done then, but, if two good men in motor-cars going in opposite directions hover in front of one another, not knowing which side to pass, the result will probably be that there will be two good men less in the world.

So you can see that there must be laws, however good we may be. Unfortunately, however, we are none of us always good and some of us are bad, or at any rate have our bad moments, and so the law has to provide for all kinds of possibilities. Suppose you went to a greengrocer and bought some potatoes and found on your return home that they were mouldy or even that some of them were stones, what could you do if there were no laws on the subject? In the absence of law you could only rely upon the law of the jungle. You could go back to the shop, demand proper potatoes and hit the shopkeeper on the nose if he refused to give them to you. While you were doing this, the shopkeeper might hit you on the back of the neck with a pound weight. Altogether not a very satisfactory morning’s shopping.

Or you might pay your money to go to see a film at a cinema. You might go inside, sit down and wait. When the cinema was full, there might be flashed on the screen: “You’ve had it, Chums”. And that might be the whole of the entertainment. If there were no law, the manager could safely remain on the premises and, as you went out, smile at you and say: “Hope you’ve enjoyed the show, sir”. That is to say, he could do this safely if he were bigger than you or had a well-armed bodyguard.

Every country tries, therefore, to provide laws which will help its people to live safely and as comfortably as possible. This is not at all an easy thing to do, and no country has been successful in producing laws which are entirely satisfactory. But we are far better off with the imperfect laws which we have, than if we had none at all.         

2.1.2 Answer the questions.

Rules, laws, regulations – What is your personal understanding of these words? Is there any difference between them?

2.1.3 Work in groups. Make a list of arguments for and against the following statements.

1) Laws haven’t changed since primeval times.

2) However hard people try, laws are always insufficient.

3) Laws are not for ordinary people, they are for lawyers.

         2.1.4 Continue the list: chum, bloke, pal…

2.2 An Outline of Lawmaking Process in Great Britain and the USA

2.2.1 Read the following texts.

Britain

New legislation in Britain usually starts in the House of Lords. In each house a bill is considered in three stages, called readings. The first reading is purely formal, to introduce the bill. The second reading is usually the occasion for debate. After the second reading the bill is examined in detail by a committee.

The bill is then returned to one of the houses for the report stage, when it can be amended. If passed after its third reading, it goes to the other house. Amendments made to a bill by the House of Lords must be considered by the Commons. If the House of Commons does not agree, the bill is altered and sent back to the Lords. In the event of persistent disagreement between the two houses, Commons prevails.

Finally, the bill goes to the reigning monarch for the royal assent. Nowadays the royal assent is merely a formality. In theory the queen could still refuse her consent, but the last monarch to use this power was Queen Anne, who vetoed the unpopular Scottish Militia Bill in 1707.  

United States

The US Congress, the lawmaking arm of the federal government, consists of two houses: the House of Representatives and the Senate. Any congressman in either house, or the president, may initiate new legislation. 

The proposed legislation, or bill, is first introduced in the House of Representatives, then referred to one of the standing committees, which organizes hearings on it and may approve, amend or shelve the draft. If the committee passes the bill, it is considered by the House of Representatives as a whole. If passed there, it goes to the senate for a similar sequence of committee hearings and general debate.

In cases of disagreement, the House of Representatives and the Senate confer together. Once passed by the senate as a whole, the bill has to be examined by two more standing committees – the Committee on House Administration and the Senate Committee on Rules and Administration – and is then signed by the speaker of the house and by the president of the Senate.

Finally, it must be signed by the president, who has the right to veto it. If the president vetoes a bill, it can still become a law – but only if it is passed by a two-thirds majority in both houses of Congress.

2.2.2 Answer the questions.

   1 In which House does new legislation usually start?

a) in Great Britain

b) in the USA

2 What is a bill? How does a bill become a law?

a) in Great Britain

b) in the USA

3 Who has the right of veto?

a) in great Britain

b) in the USA

2.2.3 Work in groups. Find as many differences (similarities) in the lawmaking in GB and the USA as possible. 

2.3 Equity

 
2.3.1 Before reading the text consult a dictionary to find the meanings of the following words and word combinations.

1) equity;

2) writ;

3) to fit the circumstances to the writ;

4) litigant;

5) remedy;

6) to offer a remedy;

7) to seek redress;

8) to petition;

9) verdict;

10) to deliver a verdict;

11) specific performance;

12) charge;

13) jurisdiction;

14) to restrict jurisdiction;

15) High court;

In ordinary language, equity simply means fairness, but in law it applies to a specific set of legal principles, which add to those provided in the common law. It was originally inspired by ideas of fairness and natural justice, but is now no more than a particular branch of English law. Lawyers often contrast “law” and equity, but it is important to know that when they do this, they are using “Law” to mean common law. Equity and common law may be different, but both are law. Equity is an area of law which can only be understood in the light of its historical development.

The common law was developed after the Norman Conquest through the “itinerant justices” traveling around the country and sorting out disputes. By about the twelfth century, common law courts had developed which applied this common law. Civil actions in these courts had to be started by a writ, which set out the cause of the action or the grounds for the claim made, and there grew up different types of writ. Early on, new writs were created to suit new circumstances, but in the thirteenth century this was stopped. Litigants had to fit their circumstances to one of the available types of writ: if the case did not fall within one of those types, there was no way of bringing the case to the common law court. At the same time, the common law was itself becoming increasingly rigid, and offered only one remedy, damages, which was not always an adequate solution to every problem – if a litigant had been promised the chance to buy a particular piece of land, for example, and the seller then went back on the agreement, damages might not be an adequate remedy since the buyer really wanted the land, and may have made arrangements on the basis that it would be acquired. Consequently, many people were unable to seek redress for wrongs through the common law courts. Many of these dissatisfied parties petitioned the king, who was thought of as the “fountain of justice”. These petitions were commonly passed to the Chancellor, the king’s chief minister, as the king did not want to spend time considering them. The Chancellor was usually a member of the clergy, and was thought of as “keeper of the king’s conscience”. Soon litigants began to petition the chancellor himself, and by 1474, the Chancellor had begun to make decisions on the cases on his own authority, rather than as a substitute for the king. This was the beginning of the court of chancery. Litigants appeared before the chancellor, who would question them, and then deliver a verdict based on his own moral view of the question. The court could insist that relevant documents be disclosed, as well as questioning the parties in person, unlike the common law courts which did not admit oral evidence until the sixteenth century, and had no way of extracting the truth from litigants. Because the Court followed no binding rules, relying entirely on the Chancellor’s view of right and wrong, it could enforce rights not recognized by the common law, which, restricted by precedent, was failing to adapt to new circumstances. The court of Chancery could provide whatever remedy best suited the case – the decree of specific performance, for example, would have meant that the seller of land referred to above could be forced to honour the promise. This type of justice came to be known as equity. 

Not surprisingly, the Court of Chancery became popular, and caused some resentment among common lawyers, who argued that the quality of decisions varied with the length of the Chancellor’s foot – in other words, that it depended on the qualities of the individual Chancellor. Because precedents were not followed and each case was considered purely on its merits, justice could appear arbitrary, and nobody could predict what a decision might be. On the other hand this very flexibility was seen as the great advantage of equity – where any rules are laid down, there will always be situations in which those rules produce injustice. The more general the rule, the more likely this is, yet it is impossible to foresee and lay down all the specific exceptions in which it should not apply. Equity dealt with these situations by applying notions of good sense and fairness, but in doing so laid itself open to the charge that fairness is a subjective quality. The common lawyers particularly resented the way in which equity could be used to restrict their own jurisdiction. Where the common law gave a litigant a right which, in the circumstances, it would be unjust to exercise, the Court of Chancery could issue a common injunction, preventing the exercise of the common law right. An example might be where a litigant had made a mistake in drawing up a document. Under common law the other party could enforce the document anyway, even if they were aware of the mistake but failed to draw attention to it. This was considered inequitable, and a common injunction would prevent the document being enforced. Matters came to a head in 1615 in the Earl of Oxford’s Case, where conflicting judgments of the common law courts and the Court of Chancery were referred to the king for a decision; he advised that where there was conflict, equity should prevail. Had this decision not been made, equity would have been worthless – it could not fulfill its role of filling in the gaps of the common law unless it was dominant. Nevertheless, the rivalry continued for some time, but gradually abated as equity too began to be ruled by precedent and standard principles, a development related to the fact that it was becoming established practice to appoint lawyers rather than clergy to the office of Lord Chancellor. By the nineteenth century, equity had a developed case law and recognizable principles, and was no less rigid than the common law.        

Once equity became of body of law, rather than an arbitrary exercise of conscience, there was no reason why it needed its own courts. Consequently the judicature Acts of 1873-1875, which established the basis of the court structure we have today, provided that equity and common law could both be administered by all courts, and that there would no longer be different procedures for seeking equitable and common law remedies. Although the Court of Chancery remained as a division of the High Court, like all other courts it can now apply both common law and equity. 

2.3.2 Use the above words and word combinations to complete the following sentences.

1) The prisoner refused to recognize the … of the court.

2) They presented the … with a million of signatures to Parliament asking for the law to be repealed.

3) The jury took two hours to reach their … .

4) A plaintiff sometimes asks the court to force the other contractor to carry out the contract. In English law this is called… .

5) The … against him were withdrawn.

6) A plaintiff is seeking … through the courts.

7) The company issued a … prevent the trade union from going on strike.

8) In England and Wales the … is divided into three divisions: the Queen’s Bench Division, the Chancery and the Family Division.

2.3.3 Match the words with their definitions.

	1) equity
	a) person who brings a lawsuit against someone;

	2) writ
	b)way of repairing harm or damage suffered;

	3) litigant
	c) money claimed by a plaintiff from a defendant as compensation for harm done;

	4) remedy
	d) legal document which begins an action in court;

	5) damages
	e) fair system of laws or system of British law which developed in parallel with the common law to make it fairer;

	6) redress
	f) written application to a court;

	7) wrong
	g) decision of a jury or magistrate ;

	8) petition
	h) court order compelling someone to stop doing something;

	9) verdict
	i) remedy, relief;

	10) injunction
	j) an illegal or immoral act;


2.3.4 Put the following events in the right chronological order.

1) The Chancellor begins to make decisions on the basis of his own authority.

2) The king advises where there is conflict between equity and the common law, equity should prevail.

3) Equity becomes no less rigid than the common law.

4) Common law courts are developed.

5) The Judicature Acts establish the court structure Britain has today.

2.3.5  a) Fill in the gaps with the following verbs.

 Granted, administered, held, emerged, observed, dispensed, enforced, refused, decided.

1) Despite its early popularity, equity as … in the Chancery was subject to criticism. Its initial flexibility led to uncertainty in the seventeenth century, and the jurist John Seldon … that “Equity varies with the length of the Chancellor’s foot”.

2) Whatever the demerits of the common law, it was possible to estimate a probable verdict by considering similar cases already and the statutes. Equity, which was … as a matter of conscience, was unpredictable and the relief … by one Chancellor, might be … by his successor.

3) Between flexibility and certainty there is much tension. Flexibility was advantageous because it gave relief from the rigidity of law, but could be disadvantageous if it led to uncertainty and hardship.

4) Eventually equity … from vagueness and conscience and became formalized. Lard Nottingham (Lord Chancellor in 1673-1682) … that equity should be … where possible in accordance with known principles and not by arbitrary discretion. Only where there was no precedent or where there was conflict in the rules or principles should conscience settle the matter.

5) Nottingham’s work was carried on by others, in particular Lord Hardwicke (Lord Chancellor in 1736-1756) who … that a judge exercising equity jurisdiction should follow existing principles. With the adoption of the system of precedent, equity became predictable and intelligible. 

b) Explain why equity was often subject to criticism and what was done to do away with its flaws.

2.3.6 Comment on the statement.

Justice is truth in action (Benjamin Disraeli, 1804-1881).

Topics for an Essay

1) Historical development of Common Law;

2) English law is a judge-made law;

3) Historical justification of Equity Law.

2.4 Lawyers

Seventeen Good Reasons Why You Should Become a Lawyer

(Why not? Everyone else is).

2.4.1

a) Make a list of reasons why people decide becoming lawyers.

b) Exchange your ideas with the partner. Find out which reasons coincide and which ones differ.

c) Read the list below.

1) The money.

2) Your college major was English (History, Political     Science,     Celtic Folklore), which,  along with  a valid  driver's  license, may qualify you to drive a cab.

3) You    think    people who carry briefcases look important.

4) Your Uncle Herb is a lawyer. 

5) You    overslept    on the morning of the business boards.

6) You're brilliant, you know   it,   and   being   a lawyer   is   one   way   to make sure everyone else knows it.

7) You want to reform the world.

8) You   want  to own the world.

9) You're  Jewish   and don't want to be a doctor.

10) You want to be a judge, because at present no one calls you "Your Honor."

11) The money.

12) You  love to wear pin stripes but don't want to join the Mafia.

13) Ever    since    your electric train broke when you     were     in     grad school,   you've   lived to sue the guy who sold it to you and break him financially.

14) You   despise   law years and want to be one so   they   can't jerk  you around.

15) You're     obsessed with the idea of an office and a dictaphone.

16) You     think     you could be a great court room advocate because you were a college debater and   love to hear yourself talk.

17) The money.

2.4.2

a) Out of the listed reasons tick off the ones not mentioned by you.

b) Pick out 3-5 reasons you like and extend the idea of each one. 

2.4.3 Discussion points:

a) Some ideas in the list are repeated. Why?

b) What impression of the position of the lawyer have you got while reading the list?

c) Do you agree with the stereotyped opinion suggested above?

The Law School Admission Test (LSAT)

There is ongoing debate to what the LSAT measures beyond your ability to come up with the $40.00 to register and several No. 2 pencils. Nevertheless, experience shows that two factors may significantly enhance your performance during the hour of truth: (1) familiarity with the style of LSAT questions, and (2) a good supply of anti-diuretics. The latter can be obtained at any drug store. The former can be had from the following sample questions.

Sample LSAT Questions

I Reading Comprehension

Directions:

Read each passage below and answer the questions following each passage by blackening the space beside the answer you believe is most nearly correct.

   1 “It was the best of times, it was the worst of times, it was the age of wisdom, it was the age of foolishness … (read the novel A Tale of Two Cities), attached to your exam booklet) … it is a far, far better rest that I go to than I have ever known”.

Question: In the above story, what time it is?

(a)  The best of times.

(b)  The worst of time.

(c)  The new York Times.

(d)  About 2:00 o’clock.

2 “Know thyself”.

Question: In the above passage, the writer is 

(e) Quoting Plato.

(f) Advocating solipsistic approach to epistemology.

(g) Employing an archaic usage.

(h) Describing your social life.

II Analytical reading

Directions:

In this section you are given a question based on a stated set of conditions. Choose the best answer and mark the corresponding space beside the answer.

1 Einstein’s theory of relativity postulated that there can be no motion at a speed greater than that of light in a vacuum, and time is dependent on the relative motion of an observer measuring the time. If a hydrogen atom electron is accelerated at a rate of light through an inverse hypermagnetic positron field and then bombarded with neutrons in a nuclear pile critical core reaction, what time is it?

(a) The best of times.

(b) The worst of times.

(c) About 2:00 o’clock.

(d) Time to think about business school.

2 For a dinner party, Missy must prepare several different three-bean salads, using chili beans, wax beans, lima beans, kidney beans, and garbanzos. Note that (1) chili beans and lima beans do not taste good together, and (2) lima beans and garbanzos do not look good together.

Missy can prepare how many salads of the following types:

(e) Nine that resemble the bottom of a bird cage.

(f) Four that will have her guests exchanging embarrassed glances within ten minutes.

(g) Two that her pet goat would not eat.

(h) None of the above – if you want to be a bean counter, take CPA exam. 

III Logical Reasoning

Directions:

In this section you are required to evaluate the reasoning of the following passage. Although more than one choice may appear correct, use common sense and reasonableness to select the best answer. Then mark the appropriate space.

1 If Mr. Smith is a member of Club A, and Ms. Johnson is a member of Club B, and Mr. Smith and Ms. Wilson are members of Club C, and no members of Club B who are also members of Club A are women who belong to the same club as men who belong to more than one club, then
(a) Mr. Smith is a lesbian.

(b) Club B must be in California.

(c) Mr. Smith lied to get into Club C.

(d) About 2:00 o’clock..

2 Ramona said, “All dogs bark. This animal does not bark. Therefore this animal is not a dog”.

Which of the following most closely parallels the logic of this statement?


(a) Cats do not bark. Cats climb trees. Trees have bark.

(b) Lawyers overcharge. Taxi meters overcharge. Lawyers are taxi meters.

          (c) George sells cars. Every car sold by George is poorly built. George is a Chrysler dealer.

          (d) Dogs bay at the moon. Your dates bay at the moon. You would be better off getting to know thyself.

IV Evaluation of Facts

Directions:

This section consists of a set of rules followed by a factual situation. You are required to apply the rules to the facts, blackening the space beside the answers that best reflects the apparent meaning of the rules.

Rules.The offence of first degree murder consists of two elements: (1) a deadly act against a victim, and (2) an intent to commit the deadly act.

Factual Situation. Mr. Jones enters Sydney’s Unisex Barbershop in a tough section of New York City. While he is waiting for a haircut, an employee of Sydney’s Unisex Barbershop sees him and, believing him to be someone else, runs a chain saw through the upper half of his head.

Question.On trial for first degree murder, the employee of Sydney’s Unisex Barbershop should be found: 

(a) Clearly guilty of taking too much off the top.

(b) Not guilty because of assumption-of-risk principles respecting unisex barbershops.

(c) Guilty but nevertheless a suitable candidate for mayor of Chicago.

(d)  About 2:00 o’clock.

“Speaking As a Lawyer…”

Lawyers commonly preface their remarks with “Speaking as a lawyer…” Is this a boast? A disclaimer?

Whatever else it is, it’s unnecessary. It’s obvious when someone is “speaking as a lawyer”.

For one thing, lawyers over-enunciate their words, smacking their lips and pronouncing each syllable crisply and distinctly, as if talking to someone for whom English isn’t a native tongue. 

This can be irritating. Sometimes it makes you want to insert their tongues into the office paper shredder.

Lawyers also talk in uncommonly full, formal sentences. They take pains to select just the right words for their fine thoughts, with mid-sentence pauses so long you could squeeze in a reading of War and Peace.

It’s as if they are talking on the record, for posterity. A lot posterity cares.

Principles of Legal Writing

1) Never use one word where ten will do.

2) Never use a small word where a big one will do suffice. 

3) Never use a simple statement where it appears that one of substantially greater complexity will achieve comparable goals.

4) Never use English where Latin, mutatis mutandis, will do.

5) Qualify virtually everything.

6) Do not be embarrassed about repeating yourself. 

7) Worry about the difference between “which” and “that”.

8) In pleadings and briefs, that which is defensible should be stated. That which is indefensible, but which you wish were true, should merely be suggested.

9) Never refer to your opponent’s “arguments”; he only makes “assertions”, and his assertions are always “bald”.

10) If a layman can read a document from beginning to end without falling asleep, it needs work.

People in law cases in Great Britain

A. Types of Legal Professions

Task 1 Read the classification
Solicitors

There are about 50,000 solicitors, a number which is rapidly increasing and they make up by far the largest branch of the legal profession in England and Wales. They are found in every town, where they deal with all the day-in-day work of preparing legal documents for buying and selling houses, making wills, etc. Solicitors also work on court cases for their clients, prepare cases for barristers to present in the higher courts, and may represent their client in a Magistrates’ court.

Barristers

There are about 5,000 barristers who defend or prosecute in the higher courts. Although solicitors and barristers work together on cases, barristers specialize in representing clients in court and the training and career structures for the two types of lawyer are quite separate. In court, barristers wear wigs and gowns in keeping with the extreme formality of the proceedings. The highest level of barristers have the title QC (Queen’s Counsel).

Judges

There are a few hundred judges, trained as barristers, who preside in more serious cases. There is no separate training for judges.

Jury

A jury consists of twelve people (“jurors”), who are ordinary people chosen at random from the Electoral Register (the list of people who can vote in elections). The jury listens to the evidence given in court in certain criminal cases and decides whether the defendant is guilty or innocent. If the person is found guilty, the punishment is passed by the presiding judge. Juries are rarely used in civil cases.

Magistrates

There are about 30,000 magistrates (Justices of the Peace or JPs), who judge cases in the lower courts. They are usually unpaid and have in- formal legal qualifications, but they are respectable people who are given some training.

Coroners

Coroners have medical or legal training (or both), and inquire into violent or unnatural deaths.

Clerks of the court

     
Clerks look after administrative and legal matters in the courtroom.

Task 2 Choose the correct definition for each legal profession mentioned in the text.

(a) an officer acting as a judge in the lower courts;

(b) a public official with authority to hear and decide cases in a law court;

(c) a group of people who swear to give a true decision on issues in a law court;

(d) an official who investigates the cause of any death thought to be violent or unnatural cases;

(e) a lawyer who has the right to speak and argue in higher law courts;

(f) a lawyer who prepares legal documents , advises clients on legal and speaks for them in lower law courts. 

B. Solicitors and Barristers

Task 1 Read the following text.

England is almost unique in having two different kinds of lawyers, with separate jobs in the legal system. The two kinds of lawyers are solicitors and barristers.

If a person has a legal problem, he will go and see a solicitor. Almost every town will have at least one. In fact there are at least 50,000 solicitors in Britain and the number is increasing.

Many problems are dealt with exclusively by a solicitor. For instance, the solicitor deals with petty crimes and some matrimonial matters in magistrates’ Courts, the lowest Courts. He prepares the case and the evidence. He actually speaks in Court for you.

In a civil action he can speak in the County Court, when the case is one of divorce or recovering some debts. In the County Court the solicitor wears a black gown over his ordinary clothes.

A solicitor also deals with matters outside Court. He does the legal work involved in buying a house, for instance. He writes legal letters for you and carries on legal arguments outside Court. If you want to make a will the best man to advise you is a solicitor.

To qualify as a solicitor, a young man or woman joins a solicitor as a “clerk” and works for him whilst studying part time for the “Law Society” exams. Interestingly enough, it is not necessary for you to go to university. When you have passed all the necessary exams, you can “practice”, which means you can start business on your own.

Barristers are different from solicitors. Barristers are experts in the interpretation of the Law. They are called in to advise on really difficult points. The barrister is also an expert on advocacy (the art of presenting cases in Court). Indeed, if you desire representation in any Court except the Magistrates’ Court, you must have a barrister, with one or two exceptions.

Barristers are rather remote figures. If you need one, for instance, you never see him without your solicitor being with him. Barristers do not have public officers in any street. They work in what are known as chambers, often in London. They all belong to institutions called Inns of Court, which are ancient organizations rather like exclusive clubs. In any ways the remoteness they have and the job they do are medieval in conception.

To qualify as a barrister you have to take the examinations of the Bar Council. These are different from solicitors’ examinations. There are over 5,000 barristers in England. A good one can earn 30,000 pounds a year. Only barristers can become judges in an English Court above a Magistrates’ Court.

Task 2 Answer the questions.

1)What is almost unique about the English legal system?

2) What kind of problems does a solicitor deal with?

3) How do you qualify as a solicitor?

4)What are barristers experts in?

5) When must you have a barrister?

6) What reasons are there for saying a barrister is rather remote?

7) How do you qualify as a barrister?

Attorneys in the USA

Task 1 Read the following text.

Growth of the profession

Today, the number of lawyers in the United States exceeds 675, 000. This translates to one lawyer for every 700 people. The rate at which the legal profession is growing will probably continue to outpace of population growth through the end of the century. 

Why is a career in law so popular? Market forces account for some of the allure. We know that in 1984 the average salary of experienced lawyers was 48,000 dollars. If we could include in this average the salaries of all lawyers, whatever their experience, the figure would probably be much lower, certainly will below the 108, 000 dollars average salary of physicians. But lawyers’ salaries are still substantially greater than those of many other professionals. Salaries for newly minted lawyers heading for elite New York law firms exceeded 71, 000 dollars in 1987; some firms offered additional bonuses for clerkship experience in the federal courts and state supreme courts. The glamour of legal practice strengthens the attraction of its financial rewards.

There are other reasons for the popularity of the legal profession and the unquenchable demand for legal services. Materialism and individualism in American culture encourage dispute. Federalism gives separate legal systems for each state plus the national government. Advertising can now create demand for legal services, too. Finally, the principles of separation of powers and of checks and balances make governing difficult and sometimes impossible. When political institutions act, they often are forced to compromise, deferring critical issues to the courts. Pluralist democracy operates when groups are able to press their interests on, and even challenge, the government. The expression of group demands in a culture that encourages lawsuits thrusts on the courts all manner of disputes and interests. Is it any wonder that America needs all the lawyers it can train?

Task 2 Find in the text the English equivalents for the words below:

- превышать;

- премия;

- адвокатская практика;

- уровень роста населения;

- средняя заработная плата;

- опытные юристы;

- система сдержек и противовесов;

- оставить спорные вопросы на рассмотрение суда;

- создать спрос на что-либо.

Task 3 Answer the questions.

1 Why is the number of lawyers in the US increasing?

2 What factors create demand for legal services?

     
Task 4 Read the text.

US Attorneys

The Justice Department is responsible for faithful execution of the laws under the president’s authority. The main administrators of federal law enforcement are the ninety-four US attorneys, appointed by the president with the advice and consent of the Senate. Unlike federal judges, these appointees serve at the pleasure of the president and are expected to relinguish their positions when the reins of government change hands.

There is a US attorney in each federal judicial district. Their staffs of assistant attorneys vary in size with the amount of litigation in the district. US attorneys have considerable discretion, which makes them powerful political figures in any community. Their decision to prosecute or not affects the wealth freedom, rights, and reputation of individuals and organizations in the district. 

US attorneys are political appointees who often harbour political ambitions. Their position commands media attention and can serve political goals. In 1983 President Reagan appointed Rudolph Giuliani as US attorney for the Southern District of New York (covering a large portion of the New York metropolitan area). Over the next five years, Giuliani notched his briefcase with dozens of successful prosecutions of elected officials, judges, organized crime figures, and Wall Street inside traders. Giuliani’s activities generated reels and reams of favourable press coverage, he even appeared on a Newsweek cover. This kind of public exposure can help a US attorney launch a successful career in elected office. As a powerful prosecutor or potential opponent, Giuliani’s name must make some political shudder. 

Task 5 Paraphrase the following expressions.

a) faithful execution of laws;

b) under somebody’s authority;

c) consent;

d) appointee;

e) to relinguish;

f) amount of litigation;

g) to prosecute;

h) lelected office;

i) inside traders;

j) press coverage;

k) to harbour political ambitions;

l) to launch a career.

Task 6 Answer the questions.

1 What is an attorney in the US? How is he appointed?

2 When does an attorney resign?

3 What does the number of assistant attorneys in federal judicial districts depend on?

4 What makes attorneys so important in American communities?

5 How do attorneys in the US realize their political ambitions?

6 What example in the text proves that US attorneys harbour political ambitions?

Language Activities

Task 1 Have you ever had any legal problems? Such as

· your neighbours’ bathroom leaked into your ceiling, and they do not want to pay damages;

· you were delayed by a metro accident and missed an important business appointment;

· a couple you know intends to divorce but they cannot decide who their favourite pressure cooker should belong to;

· you rent an appointment and pay for 3 months in advance. At the end of the second month your landlady demands extra fee…

What are the ways to solve these problems?

  
Task 2 Read the letters below from a weekly magazine. Choose the right decision to each problem.

A. Annoyed

The other weekend I bought a jacket for my son in sale. When I got home he said it was too small and refused to wear it. So I went back the next day and asked them to exchange it for a larger size. Unfortunately they didn’t have a larger size and when I asked for my money back they refused, saying that no refunds were given on sales goods. Are they within their rights to do this?

B. Worried

Myself and two friends have been renting a house near the college we go for the last two years. The landlord has now decided he wants us to leave and has more or less said that we have to be out within the next two weeks. We have nowhere else to go and with exams coming up shortly we would rather stay where we are. Friends of ours are saying he can’t get us out unless we have signed a contract agreeing to go. Is this right?

C. Exhausted

I have been living in what used to be a very quiet area for about a year now but in the last few months it has changed completely – if I had known this would happen I would never have bought my house. Opposite me there is now a fish and chip shop which fries day and night except for Sunday – the smell is disgusting and so are all the empty paper bags all over the street. It doesn’t close until after midnight so every night there are people shouting, radios blaring, car doors slamming – I never seem to get a night’s sleep these days and it’s beginning to affect my work. Is there anything I can do about it?

A:
1) They must give you your money back, or a credit note.

   
2) They are not obliged to do anything.

B: 1) He can get you out if he needs the house back for his family.


  2) Your friends are right.

C:
1) There is nothing you can do except move.


2) If the disturbance happens regularly you can ask a solicitor to them.

Discuss your answers in groups.

Scanninig Practice

Task 1 Read the questions. Be sure you’ve got them in mind.

1) What is barrister according to Mr. Straughton?

2) What does the phrase “With respect” really mean?

3) What does the judge want?

4) What does the judge say about some words?

Task 2. Start scanning the text. Don’t fail to note your time.

Judge’ respectful plea for plainer English

A barrister is a man born with a silver spoon in his mouth in place of tongue. Or so it would appear to Mr. Justice Straughton, a judge in the Commercial Court.

The learned judge has become irritated at the linguistic duplicity of counsel, and the way in which they use archaic words to camouflage what is at bottom, an insult.

Writing in the current edition of the quarterly legal journal “Counsel”, a learned magazine read by upper echelons of the legal profession, the judge tells about barristers who preface a statement to him with the phrase “With respect”. What that really means, says the judge, is “you are wrong”.

A statement prefaced with the words “With great respect” means “you are utterly wrong”. And if a barrister produces the ultimate weapon of “With utmost respect” he is really saying to the court, “Send for the men in white coats”.

The judge wants more plain English used in courts, and less of their legal language of the obscure past, some of which he says has been “obsolete” in ordinary speech almost since the Bible.

Words like “humbly” and “respectfully” are not only unnecessary in written legal documents, they are generally untruthful in oral argument, says the judge with utmost respect.

Judges themselves are, of course, not entirely free of guilt in the matter of exchanges which are not very understandable.

As the courtroom clock moves toward 1 p.m., counsel might say: “It might be of value to your Lordship if I were to inform you at this juncture that I have several more questions to ask of to this witness which would take some little while”. The judge will reply: “This seems a useful time to adjourn”. What they really mean is lunch.

Task 3 Answer the questions given in Task 1.

2.5 Politics & law
New Education Law in the State of Vermont, USA

2.5.1 Pre-reading questions:

1) How many states make the USA?

2) What is the state of Vermont famous for?

3) What other states of this country do you know?

It is a placid state usually, but these days Vermont is riven with cries of class warfare. The reason is Act 60, a law which transforms education finance by taking from rich towns and giving to poor ones.

Until this academic year, each town in Vermont (like many towns in other states) paid for its own public schools with local property taxes, determined by resident tax assessors. The state contributed a portion of its own tax revenue – 30%, one of the lowest figures in the country.

“Gold” towns such as Stowe, with popular ski resorts, or Manchester, with dozens of designer discount stores and three ski mountains, easily topped up the meager state contribution to pay for extra-splendid schools. Poor towns (“receiving” towns in the jargon of Act 60) were obliged to rely on higher property-tax rates; even then, since there was not much property to tax, their budgets were slim.

The figures tell the tale. Manchester spent $5,844 per pupil in 1998, little Whiting in central Vermont spent about $2,300. But Whiting had to tax its property-owners 35% more heavily than town with plenty of rich properties. The case of one Whiting pupil, Amanda Brigham, was eventually brought before the state Supreme Court by the American Civil Liberties Union as an example of unfairness in spending on schools. And on February 5th last year the court found the system unconstitutional. It ordered the legislature to act quickly to implement the law. And, as the first sign of that, management of school spending was taken out of local control and transferred to the state.

In June the legislature passed a sweeping reform bill that sought to correct the inequities by pinpointing certain towns as richer than others, and adjusting the property tax accordingly. In the richer towns, where property taxes had been relatively low in the past, those taxes have now risen sharply; in poorer towns they have fallen.

The reform has hit some people, as well as some towns, harder than others. Many farmers, living near the richer towns, with many acres of land but low incomes, or people living in the richer towns who do not even have children, and others are up in arms.

The law has already been larded with more than 70 pages of “technical corrections”. It is so complicated that even legislators have trouble understanding or explaining it. Vermonters remain almost evenly divided in their support or rejection of the law.

Vocabulary notes

	1 placid
	Спокойный, мирный, безмятежный; 

	2 to rive (rived, riven)
	Раскалывать, расщипывать, разрывать (ся);

	3 warfare
	1) война, приемы ведения войны;

2) столкновение, борьба;

	4 assessor
	1)эксперт-консультант суда;

2) налоговый чиновник;

3) заседатель, асcессор;

	5 to top up
	Доливать, досыпать (доверху)

	6 meager
	1) скудный, недостаточный, небольшой;

2) худой, тощий;

	7 slim
	1) слабый, скудный, незначительный;

2) тонкий, стройный; 3) хитрый;

	8 sweeping
	1) широкий, с большим охватом;

2) стремительный, быстрый; 3) огульный;

	9 sweeping changes
	Радикальные перемены;

	10 sweeping statements
	Огульные утверждения;

	11 inequity
	Несправедливость;

	12 to pinpoint
	1) засекать цель;

2) указать точно, заострить внимание;

	13 sharp
	Крутой, резкий, острый;

	14 to hit (hit, hit)
	Ударять, задевать, наносить удар;

	15 acre
	Акр (=0,4га);

	16 Acres
	Земли, владения;

	17 to be up in arms
	1) готовый к борьбе, сопротивлению;

2) охваченный восстанием;

	18 to lard
	1) шпиговать, начинять; 2) пересыпать;

	19 to have trouble (in) doing smth.
	С трудом делать что-либо;

	20 to reject
	1) отказывать, отвергать; 2) отбрасывать.


2.5.2 Words and Grammar

A Write out the English equivalents from the text:

1) местный поимущественный налог;

2) налог с резидентов (данного района/города поселения и т.д.);

3) более высокие ставки налога;

4) налоговый инспектор;

5) выделять определенную часть из своих поступлений от налогов;

6)увеличить налогообложение владельцев собственности на 35% по сравнению с;

7) передать дело на рассмотрение Верховного суда штата;

8) признать такой порядок противоречащим Конституции.

B Translate the following phrases into English and make short sentences with them:

1) to implement the law;

2) to adjust the law;

3) to have trouble (in) understanding smth.;

4) to transform education finance;

5) to determine local property taxes;

6) to rely on higher rates.

C Underline the –ing forms, write down what parts of sentences they are, translate the sentences into Russian and write down a few similar sentences of your own:

1)This law transforms education finance by taking from rich towns and giving to poor ones.

2) It is an example of unfairness in spending on schools.

3) Management of school spending was taken out of local control.

4) Many farmers, living near the richer towns, are up in arms too.

D Form nouns with negative meaning using various prefixes and make a few short sentences with those nouns:

un-

unfairness, …

in-

inequity, …

mis-

mismanagement, …

non-

non-transfer, …

E Explain the meaning of the following words and word combination in English:

    - public school;

    - tax revenue of the state;

    - class warfare;

- academic year;

- “gold” towns;

-“receiving” towns.

         Translating and Speaking

F Translate the following sentences into Russian:

1) Act 60 is a law which transforms education finance by taking from rich towns and giving to poor ones.

2) There was not much property to tax.

3) The figures tell the tale.

4) The reform has hit some people harder than others.

5) The law has already been larded with more than 70 pages of amendments.

G Sum up what learned from the text about:

Rich and poor towns of Vermont;

Vermont education finance system in the recent past;

The new education law;

The reaction of the residents of Vermont.

Britain’s Referendum Campaign over the Euro


Task 1 Pre-reading questions:

1 Do you remember when the Euro was introduced?

2 Is it used only for clearing purposes?

3 Do any European countries use it in cash transactions now?

4 Has the UK joined this system by now?

5 Was the European Union created on the basis of the European Community?

6 When was the Community set up and when did the UK join the Community?

7 Is the UK a member of the European Union?

Task 2 Skim and scan:

Read the text quickly and say when approximately this article could be written.

This week the European Movement, Britain’s oldest and most important pro-European lobby group, published a glossy document laying out a strategy for a referendum on British membership of the single European currency. The government merely says that it is willing to sign Britain up for the Euro when it becomes convinced that such a move would be in Britain’s economic benefit.

But unofficially the pro-Europeans in the government are working to a much more definite timetable. They are assuming that a referendum will be called soon after a second election victory for Labour – an event already penciled in for 2001. At that point the full weight of government will be behind the Yes campaign.

The European Movement has already set up a steering group to coordinate the referendum campaign, with good connections to 10 Downing Street. Representatives of the London office of the European Commission which provides a bit of money for the European Movement have been spotted at the planning sessions.

The movement’s planning document says that the yes campaign now needs to establish before the next general election ‘a majority of the public who favour British participation’. That’s a tall order, since currently a large majority is opposed.

Next month, the treasury gets in on an act by launching an advertising campaign designed to tell Britons about the launch of the single European currency in 1999. Officially this is simply a ‘familiarisation’ exercise. But people involved with the campaign acknowledge that it contains an element of ‘political education’. Others might call it propaganda.

The Noes campaign has also begun to get serious. There is no shortage of anti-European groups – 29 at the last count. Since the beginning of the year, a series of six lunches in the Attlee room of the House of Lords has gathered together all the principal “antis” from across the political spectrum to thrash out a plan of action. Out of this has grown support for business for sterling (BFS), which was officially launched on June 11th, 1998.

The aim of BFS is to attract serious money from businessmen and companies. BFS will put only the economic arguments against the single currency, and ignore politics. BFS already has the financial backing of several big businessmen such as Sir Stanley Kalms, the Chairman of Dixons. The new director of communications at BFS is from that electronic retailer, and they have already had 200 pledges of support.

Vocabulary Notes

	1 glossy
	блестящий, глянцевитый, лоснящийся

	2 to sign up for smth.
	1) наниматься на работу, подписать контракт на выполнение какой-либо работы; 

2) зарегистрироваться для получения пособия по безработице;

	3 to steer 
	1) управлять, направлять, руководить; 

2) следовать, идти (по определенному курсу);

	4 to spot
	увидеть, узнать, опознать, определять;

	5 a tall order
	невероятный/чрезмерный заказ;

	6 a tall story
	Небылица;

	7 to launch
	начинать, пускать в ход, вести;

	8 to launch a campaign
	начинать кампанию;

	9 to familiarize
	знакомить, ознакомлять;

	10 to familiarize oneself with smth.
	освоиться, ознакомиться с чем-либо;

	11 shortage
	нехватка, недостаток, дефицит;

	12 to thrash out/over smth.
	тщательно обсуждать, выяснять, прорабатывать;

	13 retailer
	розничный торговец, лавочник, фирма, занимающаяся розничной торговлей;

	14 pledge
	(публичное) обещание.


Task 3 Suggested activities

A Explain the meaning of the following in English:

- a lobby group

- a steering group

- pro-European

- the Yes campaign

- the Noes campaign

- BFS

B Summarise the different viewpoints on Britain’s membership in the Euro (your anwers to the following questions will help you):

- The European Movement

1) Is it a British group?

2) Does it support or oppose Britain’s membership in the Euro?

3) Why do you think the author called the Movement’s strategic document “glossy”?

4) What referendum did it propose?

5) For what purpose did it set up a steering group?

6) Where does their money come from, judging by the article?

7) Is it heading the Yes campaign? 

- The citizens of the UK

Do most people of the UK support or oppose the British membership in the Euro, according to the article?

- The British Government

1) Does the Government comprise the House of Commons, the Cabinet of ministers and the Prime Minister?

2) What signin-up did the government declare?

3) For what time are the pro-European in the Government planning to hold the referendum?

4) Are they optimistic, judging by the author’s appraisal?

5) When did the Treasury plan to join the single European currency?

6) Who called their advertising campaign “a familiarization exercise”, “political education”, “propaganda”?

- The House of Lords

1) Is it a part of the British Government?

2) Is there any hint in the article about the attitude of the House of lords to the British membership in the Euro?

3) Do the 29 groups mentioned in the article support the yes or Noes campaign?

4)What is the BFS campaign? When did it start?

5) Does Big business support it?

C Draw a table showing who supported the Yes campaign and the Noes campaign at the time the article was published. The table may look like this:

	Supporters of the



	Yes campaign:


	Noes campaign:


         D Agree or disagree:

1) A special bill is to be passed by Parliament to let the UK join the Euro.

2) Many things have changed in the UK since the article was issued.

Scanning practice

Read the questions. Be sure you’ve got them well in mind.

1) Whom did the police arrest in connection with the killing?

2) Why did the police free him three months later?

3) What does the test involve?

4) What does the DNA form?

5) How much free time and money does test take?

Start scanning the text. Don’t fall to note your time/

DNA prints

(a foolproof crime test)

Dawn Ashworth, 15, left a friend’s house last July to walk to her home in Enderby, a village in England’s East Midlands. She never made it. Two days later her body was found, she had been raped and strangled. Soon after, police arrested a 17-year-old youth in connection with that killing and an earlier, similar murder.

But three months later, convinced that the suspect was innocent of both crimes, the police freed him. How could they be so sure? By using the new technique of DNA fingerprinting they had proved that man was innocent. This month the police began using the test on blood from 2,000 Midlands men, hoping that if one of them is guilty, his DNA print will give him away.

The test involves comparing the DNA of blood or hair roots found at the scene with the DNA of a suspect. What makes it foolproof is that no two people (other than identical twins) have the same genetic characteristics. While considering this fact in 1983, Alec Jeffrets, a geneticist at the University of Leicester in England, realized it might be the basis for an important new tool in criminal investigations. The DNA from each individual, he found, formed a unique pattern – in effect a DNA fingerprint.

In the Midlands case, Jeffreys established that the DNA pattern of the 17-year-old suspect did not match those obtained during the murder investigations. The patterns of each of the 2,000 Midlands men will undergo similar scrutiny. But that make take a while. Each test involves a complicated series of steps over a period of 2 ½ weeks. Still, Jeffreys believes, with further refinements, and despite $ 300 price tag, the test will more than pay for itself in criminal investigations.  

(“Moscow News” from “Times”)

Note: DNA – deoxyribonucleic acid – ДНК – дезоксирибонуклеиновая кислота, (носитель генетической информации)

2.6 “Legal” Home-Reading

2.6.1 Read the text below:

Not. Tonight. Danger

After Brett Halliday

The telephone in Michael Shayne's Miami apartment began ringing shortly after eleven o'clock.
A man's voice answered Shayne. It sounded agitated.
- Is that Michael Shayne, the detective? Thank heavens I've reached you. This is Mr. Schoolman speaking. Harold Schoolman.
Shayne said,
-    I don't know you, do I?
- No. I'm staying at the Splendide Hotel on Miami Beach.  Something terrible has happened, Mr. Shayne. I must consult you.

Shayne glanced at his watch.
-    Can't it wait until morning?
- It definitely cannot. You see I... I hardly know how to say this. I... I've done a horrible thing. I'm... a thief.

- Wait! Splendide Hotel? Are you telling me you stole the Duchess Montalba's diamond this afternoon?
- Good heavens, no! I wasn't even present at the concert when it happened, though my wife was. This is another matter. I'm not far from your place at the moment. If I could come up and explain...?
-    Come along, said Shayne.

Harold Schoolman arrived a short time later. He was a slight, middle-aged man with a bulging forehead and rimless glasses. He gave Shayne a limp hand.
- This is the most upsetting experience of my life. I find myself a criminal, Mr. Shayne. I want you to find the owner of the stolen property and return it without publicity.

-    Sit down and tell me about it.

Schoolman sat on the edge of a chair, reached in a side pocket and brought into view a small, beautiful evening bag with gold clasp and a thin gold chain.
- I bought this for my present wife last Chritsmas. It cost three hundred dollars, and you see there's a chain to go over the wrist for safety while it is being carried.

Shayne nodded.
- But my wife is very careless. She refused to use the chain,  though I often warned her how easily a thief might snatch it from under her arm. So I decided to teach her a lesson. We were leaving the hotel at nine o'clock for a party here in Miami. It was raining hard and there was a crowd under the marquee waiting for taxis.
I left Alice to give the doorman a dollar bill, and when I pushed back to her I saw the bag just begging to be stolen. So I took it. She had tucked the bag in the crook of her white fur sleeve, and she was not even aware it had been taken. At that moment some men shouldered their way between us and I lost sight of Al​ice. Then the doorman waved that he had a taxi and we both pushed forward through the crowd and drove away with the bag in my pocket.
Then I put my plan into effect. I said, 'I have nothing smaller than a ten for the driver. Do you have a dollar bill in your bag, my dear?' Mr. Shayne, you will never guess what happened.
Shayne grinned at him.
- Your wife took a bill from her bag. You put your hand into your pocket and realized you had become a thief. In the crowd you mistook another woman for your wife, one wearing a similar white fur coat and with a similar evening bag. So you snatched the wrong one. Is there some identification inside?

-    There was nothing inside the bag..

- Nothing? Shayne took the bag in his hands. It was empty except for a small torn piece of paper, with a margin on the right and printed lines on the left.

- Only that, said Schoolman. A piece torn from a galley proof,  with proofreader's corrections on the margin.
-     Galley proof? How do you know?
- I'm a publisher in Boston, you see, Schoolman explained.  He pointed to the pencilled marks.
- Quotation marks, you see. The next is the symbol for more space. Then a single quote and a dollar sign that have evidently been omitted.

Shayne nodded.
- Three of the printed words are underlined. Not. Tonight.  And danger. Looks like a message.

-    A message? But what can it mean?

- That's what we'll have to find out. I'd like to talk to your wife, said Shayne.
- Yes. Of course. Schoolman looked at his watch. I must be getting back to the hotel. I expect a long distance call at twelve fifteen from my daughter in Boston - from my first marriage. I left Alice at the party while I came here, and she promised to return to the hotel at twelve thirty. Would you like to see her?

- Very much. Shayne replaced the scrap of paper in the bag and rose. I'll drive you to the hotel, he said.
It was a little after midnight when they reached the Splendide Hotel. As they entered the lobby, Shayne said.
- Suppose you go up to wait for your call. I'll nose downstairs a while and join you in half an hour.

-    Very well. Our room is 610.

Shayne crossed the lobby to a nail-studded leather door. He knocked and entered.
A pudgy man, seated at a desk, looked up at him with a smile.
-    Hi, Mike. What brings you here?

-    Hello, Branson. Had any robberies lately?

- Do you mean that crazy Spanish Duchess and her quarter million-dollar diamond? asked the security officer.

-    Yes. How did it happen?

- It was a benefit concert in the main ballroom. A hundred or more guests were present. It happened at the punch bowl. A dame stumbled into the Duchess just as she was drinking a cup of punch.  It spilled on her and there was a lot of confusion. A minute later she screamed that her medallion was missing. There were four persons close enough to steal it. A Mrs. Davis from Atlanta, who stumbled into her... insisted that she was pushed. A Myrtle Hodson, unemployed secretary. Lucille Lassale, the movie actress, and... John Tarleton, who registered here yesterday.

- Gentleman John? Good Lord, Branson!

- Gentleman John Tarleton. With a record of arrests in every major world capital for suspested jewel thefts. Sure he got it. Right under my nose. I recognized him at once and grabbed him. We also grabbed the three women and they agreed to be searched, after we explained that John is suspected of always working with a woman confederate to whom he passes the loot. But it had no result.
- So he passed the diamond to some other woman before you got him?

- Yes. To any one of two or three dozen. He had sixty seconds. That's all Tarleton needs.
- Arrest him?

- How the devil could we? We had to let him go with an apology. All we can do is tail him and wait for him to contact his confederate. Monitor his telephone line.

-  Any idea how many of your guests wear white fur coats?

- There were three at the concert. The Duchess, Miss Lassale and a woman from Boston. Mrs. Schoolman.

Shayne drew the evening bag from his pocket.
- I hoped that this bag had been reported stolen this evening.  About nine o'clock.
-  Sorry. Branson looked bewildered.

«Nothing like that was reported stolen. - Shayne said,
-  See what you make of the paper inside.

- Three words underlined. Could be some sort of message. A warning?
- Could be, agreed Shayne. You say you've got men on Tarleton. What were his movements this evening?

Branson picked up one of the papers and read: «Stayed in his room until eight. Down to lobby at eight twelve. Bought newspaper and cigar. Sat alone in chair and read until nine six. Spoke to no one. Went out at nine six where there was a crowd waiting for taxis. Stayed there, closely observed, for ten minutes. Returned to room».
Suddenly the telephone began ringing. Branson listened a moment while his pudgy face went white.
- I'll be up at once. Stay right there.

He put down the phone and told Shayne:
- Harold Schoolman has just been murdered upstairs.
The woman who confronted them in Room 610 was obviously fighting hard to hold back tears. She stepped aside to show them the body of her husband lying on the floor beside a small table where a portable typewriter stood. Schoolman's head was crushed, and the blood still flowed from the wound onto the carpet. A heavy, blood​stained whiskey decanter lay beside the body. From his position, it appeared that Schoolman had been seated in a chair before the typewriter, with his back to the door, when the fatal blow was struck. A single sheet of paper was in the typewriter with the fig​ures 2 and 3 typed on it.
Schoolman had died instantly, and not more than ten minutes the detectives arrived. Mrs. Schoolman's white fur coat lay on the floor, with a pair of white gloves and an evening bag beside it.
- I returned from a party just a few minutes ago, she explained. I expected Harold to be in because he was expecting a telephone call. 1 rang the bell but he didn't answer. I thought he was on the phone, and used my key. He was... like that. She covered her face with both hands.
Shayne said:
- Branson, check Tarleton's room. Is it on this floor?
- One above. Branson turned to the phone. Shayne looked down at the dead man and the typewriter.

- Did you or your husband use this machine, Mrs Schoolman?
- I... mostly.
- What do the figures two and three mean to you?

- I don't know, she said.
Branson came from the phone. — Gentleman John has been on the phone in his room chatting with a friend in New York for the past twenty minutes.
Shayne nodded. He took out the evening bag that Schoolman had given to him and asked Alice Schoolman.
- Have you ever seen this before? She looked at it with surprise.
- It's like mine on the floor. Isn't it the one Harold grabbed by mistake? Didn't he explain that to you?

- He told me. Shayne opened the bag and withdrew the scrap of paper. He also showed you this. Do you agree that these are proofreader's marks in the margin?
- I suppose so. He said they were. He was a publisher, you know.
Shayne told Branson:
- Ask the Duchess and Miss Lassalle to come here at once and bring their evening bags with them.
In a few minutes Branson turned from the phone.
- Miss Lassalle is out. Her maid insists that she has only jewelled evening bags. The Duchess refuses to come and denies owning such a bag like these.
Shayne was looking down at the scrap of paper and the two dig​its on the sheet in the typewriter.
- I think I know why Schoolman typed those two figures.  Where is the private safe in this room?
Alice Schoolman pointed to a silver dial in the wall above the divan. Shayne went to it, asking her,
-   What is the combination?

-   I don't... know. Harold set it this morning and didn't tell me.
-   Can you get the combination? he asked Branson.

- Not a chance. Each guest sets his own. It's a simple one. Just two figures on the dial. You make two full turns to the right and stop. Then back to the second figure you've chosen.
Shayne turned the dial two full circles to the right, stopped on two and started to turn back to three.
- Not that way, said Branson. The first digit has to be larger.  You can't turn back past zero.
Shayne made two more full turns, stopped at three. He turned back to two. Nothing happened. He glanced at Alice Schoolman. She was pale and frightened.
Shayne went to the typewriter and studied the scrap of paper again. Then he pressed one of the keys of the typewriter. An eight appeared next to the two and three already on the sheet. He pressed another key and had four figures in a row: two, three, eight, four.

He told Branson:
- That's the real message that was hidden in the bag. Not the three underlined words. They were camouflage to draw at​tention away from the four pencilled symbols in the margin.  Quotation marks, a space symbol, single quote, a dollar sign...
He pointed to the symbols on the top row of the top line of keys.
- A beautifully simple code. The same key that has quotes is also the figure two. The space symbol is a three. A single quote and a dollar sign - eight and four.

-  So what? asked Branson.

- Try eight and four on the wall safe, said Shayne. When it opens, reach inside and take out the diamond medallion that Gentleman John snatched this afternoon and passed on to his confederate for safe keeping while he was being searched.

Branson was on his way to the safe when Alice Schoolman rushed to him like a fury, crying hysterically.
- She had to kill her husband, Shayne told Branson later.  As soon as she entered the room and saw the sheet of paper in the typewriter with the two and the three typed on it. He'd evi​dently remembered the proof marks and just noticed the position of those symbols and numbers on the top row of keys. Twenty-three and the combination to the safe.

-      What was the twenty-three for? asked Branson.

- Twenty-three hours. Eleven o'clock. Those were the two items of information she had to pass on to Tarleton after bringing the diamond up and putting it in her own safe this afternoon.  The two things they couldn't set beforehand when they planned all this in Boston where Tarleton picked her as his confederate. They couldn't afford to see each other or speak together in the hotel, yet Tarleton had to know when the room would be vacant and the safe combination.

Tarleton knew he'd be watched every moment after the robbery, and bought her another evening bag as a means of passing the information. She had them both with her when she went down tonight.

Imagine how Tarleton must have felt when he followed her from the lobby to pick up the information... and had to stand help​lessly by while her husband snatched the bag from her in front of his eyes. To teach his wife a lesson on the perils of carelessness, Shayne ended sardonically.

Note:

	1 upsetting experience
	Досадный случай;

	2 I saw the bag just begging to be stolen
	Я увидел, что сумочка просто напрашивается на то, чтобы ее украли.

	3 She had tucked the bag in the crook of her white fur sleeve
	Она сунула сумочку за отворот своего белого мехового манто.

	4 to mistake smb. for smb. Different
	Принимать кого-либо за другого

	5 Is there some identification inside?
	Есть ли что-нибудь внутри, что подсказало бы, чья она?

	6 margin
	Поля;

	7 galley proof
	Гранка;

	8 proofreader’s corrections
	Корректорская правка;

	9 quotation mark
	Кавычки;

	10 the symbol for more space
	Знак, означающий пробел;

	11 single quote
	Одинарная кавычка;

	12 lobby
	Вестибюль;

	13 nail-studded leather door
	Обитая кожей дверь;

	14 punch bowl
	Чаша с пуншем;

	15 to stumble into smb.
	Случайно толкнуть кого-либо;

	16 with a record of arrests in every major world capital for suspected jewel thefts
	С целым списком арестов во всех крупных столицах мира по подозрению в краже драгоценностей;

	17 to grab
	Задержать;

	18 woman confederate
	Сообщница;

	19 this bag had been reported stolen
	Поступило заявление о краже этой сумочки;

	20 bewildered
	Озадаченный, сбитый с толку;

	21 See what you make of the paper inside
	Посмотрим, что ты скажешь о клочке бумаги, которая лежала внутри;

	22 was obviously fighting hard to hold to back tears
	Очевидно, изо всех сил пыталась сдержать слезы;

	23 bloodstained
	Окровавленный;

	24 decanter
	Графин;

	25 when the fatal blow was struck
	Когда был нанесен роковой удар;

	26 denies owning such a bag like this
	Отрицает, что у нее есть сумочка, похожая на эти;

	27 They were camouflage to draw attention away from the four penciled symbols in the margin
	Это была просто уловка, чтобы отвлечь внимание от сделанных карандашом четырех значков на полях;

	28 top row
	Верхний регистр (на пишущей машинке);

	29 fury
	Фурия;

	30 picked as his confederate
	Выбрал ее себе в сообщницы

	31 peril
	Опасность.


2.6.2 Suggested activities

A Say if you agree or disagree and support your point of view:

1) Mr. Schoolman said that he had snatched his wife’s evening bag because he was a cleptomaniac.

2) Alice Schoolman was very careful and she always used the chain not to lose her bag.

3) There were four persons close to the Duchess to steal the medallion.

4) Tarleton was known of always working alone.

5) When Schoolman and his wife were waiting for a taxi Tarleton was speaking on the phone in his room.

6) Tarleton and Alice Schoolman planned the robbery after they met each other at the hotel.

7) Alice Schoolman killed her husband because he had learned what the symbols in the margin meant.

8) The underlined words were camouflage to draw attention away from the four symbols in the margin.

B Paraphrase the following sentences in English:

1) This is the most upsetting experience in my life.

2) I want you to return the bag without publicity.

3) I’ll nose downstairs.

4) A dame stumbled into the Duchess.

5) He got it right under my nose.

6) See what you make of the paper inside.

7) You’ve got men on Tarleton.

C Translate the following sentences using these verbs: 

to teach, to beg, to shoulder, to mistake, to hold back, to mean, to own.

1) Я решил преподать ей урок.

2) Я увидел, что сумочка просто напрашивается на то, чтобы ее украли.

3) В этот момент какие-то люди протиснулись между нами.

4) Вы приняли другую женщину за вашу жену.

5) Она пыталась сдержать слезы.

6) О чем говорят вам эти цифры?

7 Герцогиня отрицает, что у нее есть подобная сумочка.

D Translate the following sentences using these nouns and adjectives:

Experience, sight, effect, wrong, mark, confusion, eyes.

1) Это был самый досадный случай в моей жизни.

2) Я потерял ее из виду.

3) Я осуществил свой план.

4) Вы схватили не ту сумочку.

5) Он указал на пометки карандашом.

6) Произошел большой переполох.

E Think and answer:

1) Why did Tarleton get the nickname Gentleman John?

2) Do you think it was necessary for Alice Schoolman to kill her husband?

3) Why didn’t she get rid of the sheet of paper in the typewriter?

4) Suppose Harold Schoolman had opened the safe just before his wife returned. What would be the end of the story then?

5) Do you think that the way Tarleton used to get the information is very complicated? If so, why did he choose it?

F Write down all the facts related to the crime in chronological order.

Work in pairs.

Imagine one of you is a lawyer and the other is Tarleton. Act out their talk after Tarleton has been arrested.

2.6.3 Read the following text:

The Impossible “Impossible” Crime

after Edward D. Hoch

I'm no detective. But when you are living all alone with one other man, 200 miles from the nearest settlement, and one day that only other man is murdered — well, that's enough to make a de​tective out of anybody.
His name was Charles Fuller, and my name is Henry Bowfort. Charlie was a full professor at Boston University when I met him, teaching an advanced course in geology while he worked on a volume concerning the effects of permafrost on mineral deposits. I was an assistant in his department, and we became friends at once. Perhaps our friendship was helped along by the fact that I was newly married to a very beautiful blonde named Grace who caught his eye from the very beginning.
Charlie's own wife divorced him some ten years earlier, and he was at the stage of his life when any sort of charming feminine companionship aroused his basic maleness.
Fuller was at his early forties at the time, a good ten years older than Grace and me, and he often talked about the project closest to his heart.
— Before I'm too old for it, he said, I want to spend a year above the permafrost line.
And one day he announced that he would be spending his sabbatical at a research post in northern Canada, near the western shore of Hudson Bay.
· I've been given a grant for eight months' study, he said.  It's a great opportunity. I'll never have another like it.
· You're going up there alone? Grace asked.
— Actually, I expect your husband to accompany me.  I must have looked a bit startled.
— Eight months in the wilds of nowhere with nothing but snow?
And Charlie Fuller smiled.
·  Nothing but snow. How about it, Grace? Could you give him up for eight months?

— If he wants to go, she answered loyally. She had never tried to stand in the way of anything I'd wanted to do.
We talked about it for a long time that night, but I already knew I was hooked. I was on my way to northern Canada with Charlie Fuller.
The cabin — when we reached it by plane and boat and snowmobile — was a surprisingly comfortable place, well stocked with enough provisions for a year's stay. We had two-way radio contact with the outside world, plus necessary medical supplies and a bookcase full of reading material, all provided by the foun​dation that was financing the permafrost study.
The cabin consisted of three large rooms — a laboratory for our study, a combination living-room-and-kitchen, and a bedroom with a bath in one corner. We'd brought our own clothes, and Fuller had brought a rifle, too, to discourage animals.
The daily routine with Charlie Fuller was great fun at first. He was surely a dedicated man, and one of the most intelligent I'd ever known. We rose early in the morning, had breakfast together and then went off in search of ore samples. And the best of all in those early days, there was the constant radio communication with Grace. Her almost nightly messages brought a touch of Boston to the Northwest Territory.
But after a time Grace's messages thinned to one or two a week, and finally to one every other week. Fuller and I began to get on each other's nerves, and often in the mornings I was awak​ened by the sound of rifle fire as he stood outside the cabin door taking random shots at the occasional owl or ground squirrel that wandered near. We still had the snowmobile, but it was 200 miles to the nearest settlement at Caribou, making a trip into town out of the question.
Once, during the evening meal, Fuller said,
·  Bet, you miss her, don't you. Hank?
·  Grace? Sure I miss her. It's been a long time.

·  Think she's sitting home nights waiting for us — for you?  I put down my fork.
·  What's that supposed to mean, Charlie?

— Nothing — nothing at all.
But the rest of the evening passed under a cloud. By this time we had been up there nearly five months, and it was just too long.
It was fantastic, it was unreasonable, but there began to develop between us a sort of rivalry for my wife. An unspoken ri​valry, to be sure, a rivalry for a woman nearly 2,000 miles away — but still a rivalry.
·  What do you think she's doing now. Hank? or
·  I wish Grace were here tonight. Warm the place up a bit.  Right. Hank?
Finally one evening in January, when a heavy snow had made us stay in the cabin for two long days and nights, the rivalry came to a head. Charlie Fuller was seated at the wooden table we used for meals and paperwork, and I was in my usual chair facing one of the windows.
·  We're losing a lot of heat out of this place, I said. Look at those icicles.
·  I'll go out later and knock them down, he said.
I could tell he was in a bad mood and suspected he'd been drinking from our supply of Scotch.
·  We might make the best of each other, I said. We're stuck here for another few months together.
·  Worried, Hank? Anxious to be back in bed with Grace?
·  Let's cut out the cracks about Grace, huh? I'm getting sick of it, Charlie.
·  And I'm sick of you, sick of this place!
·  Then let's go back.
·  In this storm?

·  We've got the snowmobile.
·  No. This is one project I can’t walk out on.
·  Why not? Is it worth this torture day after day?
·  You don't understand. I didn't start out life being a geolo​gist. My field was biology, and I had great plans for being a research scientist at some major pharmaceutical house. They pay very well, you know.
·  What happened?
· The damnedest thing, Hank. I couldn't work with animals. I couldn't experiment on them, kill them. I don't think I could ever kill a living thing.
·  What about the animals and birds you shoot at?
·  That's just the point, Hank. I never hit them! I try to, but I purposely miss! That's why I went into geology. That was the only field in which I wouldn't make a fool of myself.
·  You couldn't make a fool of yourself, Charlie. Even if we went back today, the university would still welcome you. You'd still have your professorship.
·  I've got to succeed at something, Hank. Don't you understand? It's too late for another failure — too late in life to start over again!
He didn't mention Grace the rest of that day, but I had the sensation that he hadn't just been talking about his work. His first marriage had been a failure, too. Was he trying to tell me he had to succeed with Grace?
I slept poorly that night, first because Charlie had decided to walk around the cabin at midnight knocking icicles from the roof, and then because the wind had changed direction and howled in the chimney. I got up once after Charlie was in bed, to look outside, but the windows were frosted over by the wind-driven snow, and I could see nothing.
Toward morning I drifted into an uneasy sleep, broken now and then by the bird sounds which told me that the storm had ended. I heard Charlie preparing breakfast, though I paid little attention, trying to get a bit more sleep.
Then, sometime later, I sprang awake, knowing I had heard it. A shot! Could Charlie be outside again, firing at the animals? I waited for some other sound, but nothing reached my ears ex​cept the perking of the coffee pot on the gas stove. Finally I got out of bed and went into the other room.
Charlie Fuller was seated in my chair at the table, staring at the wall. A tiny stream of blood was running down his forehead and into one eye. He was dead.
It took me some moments to comprehend the fact of his death, and even after I had located the bullet wound just above his hairline, I still could not accept the reality of it. My first thought had been suicide, but then I saw this was impossible. The bullet had obviously killed him instantly, and there was no gun any​where in sight — in fact. Fuller's rifle was missing from its usual place in the corner near the door.
But if not suicide, what?
There was no other explanation. Somehow he had killed him​self. I switched on the radio and sent a message to the effect, tell​ing them I'd bring in the body by snowmobile as soon as I could.
Then, as I was starting to pack my things, I remembered the coffee. Do men about to commit suicide start making breakfast? Do they put a pot of coffee on the stove?
And then I had to face it. Charlie Fuller had not killed him​self. It seemed impossible — but there it was. I sat down opposite the body, then got up to cover it with a blanket, and then sat down again.
What were all the possibilities? Suicide, accident, murder — as simple as that. Not suicide. Not accident. He certainly hadn't been cleaning his gun at the time.
That left only one possibility.
Murder.
I walked over and crouched behind his chair, trying to see what he must have been seeing in that final moment.
And then I saw it. Directly opposite, in the center of a frosted window, there was a tiny hole. I hadn't noticed it before — the frost had effectively camouflaged the hole. A few cracks ran from it, but the snow had somehow kept the window from shattering completely.
The bullet had come from outside — the mystery was solved!
But as soon as I put on my coat and went outdoors, I realized that a greater mystery had taken its place. Though the drifting snow we had left a narrow walkway under the roof of the cabin, drifts higher than my head surrouned us on all sides. No one could have approached the cabin through that snow without leaving a visible trail.
I made my way to the window and saw the butt of Fuller's rifle protruding from the snow. 1 pulled it out and stared at it, wondering what it could tell me. It had been recently fired, it was the murder weapon, but there was nothing more it could say.
I took it back into the cabin and sat down. Just the two of us, no one else, and somebody had murdered Charlie Fuller.
As the day passed into noon, I knew I would have to be moving soon. But could I go back under the circumstances? Charlie Fuller was dead, and I had to discover how it had hap​pened.
Pacing the cabin, I knew that the answer must lurk here somewhere, within the walls of our temporary home. I went back in my mind over our conversations about Grace. He had loved her, he had wanted her — of that much I was certain. Could he have committed suicide in such a manner that I would be accused of his murder?
No. There were two things against that theory — it wouldn't get him Grace, and it wouldn't get me convicted of the crime. Because even now I could change the scene any way I wanted, invent any story I liked. The police would never even make the trip to the cabin to check my story. I had already called it sui​cide in my radio report, but I could change it to accident. And there was no one to call it murder.
No one but myself.
I went outside again and started sifting through the snow where I'd found the rifle. But there was nothing — a few bits of icicle, but nothing more. Here and there Fuller's footprints re​mained undrifted, from his icicle-breaking expedition, but I could identify no other prints. If someone had stood at that win​dow to kill Charlie Fuller
But no one could have! The snow and crystallized frost had made the window completely opaque. Even if an invisible mur​derer had dropped from the sky. and somehow got Charlie's rifle out of the cabin, he could not have fired at Charlie through that window because he could not have seen him through it!
So I went back inside to the rifle, emptied it, and tried the trig​ger. It had been adjusted to a hair trigger — the slightest pressure of my finger was enough to click the hammer on the empty cham​ber.
Suddenly I felt that I almost had an answer. I stood staring at the blanket-covered figure in the chair, then went outside and looked through the bullet hole at it again. Lined up perfectly, even through an opaque window.
And then I knew who had murdered Charlie Fuller.
I was staring at his body in the chair, but it was my chair! Twenty minutes later, and I would have been sitting in that very chair, eating breakfast. Charlie would have called me when the coffee was ready, and I would have come out to sit in that chair, as I did every morning.
And Charlie Fuller would have killed me.
It took me five minutes of sorting through the bits of icicle in the snow under the window to find the one that was something more. It was ice, but ice encased in a tiny heat-sealed plastic pouch. We used pouches of all sizes in the lab for the rock speci​mens we collected. This one had served a different purpose.
Charlie had driven one of the icicles into the snow and bal​anced the rifle on top of it — probably freezing it to the icicle with a few drops of water. Then he had wiped away a tiny speck of frost on the window to line the gun barrel with the chair in which I would be sitting. He'd fixed the rifle with a hair trigger, and then jammed the tiny plastic pouch of water between the front of the trigger and the guard.
When the water in the pouch froze, the ice expanded against the trigger, and the rifle fired through the window at the chair. The recoil had thrown the rifle free of its icicle support, and the frozen pouch of water had dropped into the snow like a simple piece of ice.
And what had gone wrong? Charlie Fuller must have timed the freezing of the water filled pouch, but he probably hadn't timed it in subzero cold with a wind blowing. The water had simply frozen sooner than he'd planned — while he was sitting in my chair for a moment, adjusting it to the precise position facing the window.
But why had he gone to all that trouble to kill me, when we were alone? I thought about that all the way back to Caribou in the snowmobile. He'd probably feared that it would be like the animals he'd told me about, that at the final moment he wouldn't have been able to squeeze the trigger. Perhaps in the night he'd even stood over my bed with his rifle, unable to go through with it. This way had made it impersonal, like a lab experiment to be set up and ob​served.
So Charlie Fuller had murdered himself. But for the authorities, and for Grace, I decided to stick to the suicide story. I didn't think they'd bother too much about things like the absence of powder burns. Under the circumstances, they were stuck with my story, and I wanted to keep it simple. As I said in the beginning, I'm no de​tective.

Notes:

	1 permafrost
	Вечная мерзлота;

	2 mineral deposit
	Месторождение минералов;

	3 to catch smb’s eye
	Привлечь чье-либо внимание;

	4 He was at the stage of his life when any sort of charming feminine companionship aroused his basic maleness
	Он находился на том этапе своей жизни, когда общество любой очаровательной женщины пробуждало его мужские инстинкты.

	5 sabbatical
	Годичный отпуск (для научной работы);

	6 ore sample
	Образец руды;

	7 to get on each other’s nerves
	Действовать друг другу на нервы;

	8 to come to a hed
	Достигнуть критической точки;

	9 icicle
	Сосулька;

	10 we might make the best of each other
	Давай-ка потерпим друг друга.

	11 Let’s cut out the cracks about Grace
	Давай прекратим этот треп насчет Грейс.

	12 chimney
	Дымовая труба;

	13 perking
	Шум (издаваемый водой при прохождении через фильтр кофейника);

	14 It had been adjusted to a hair trigger
	Он был отрегулирован таким образом, что требовал лишь легкого нажатия.

	15 hammer
	Ударник (затвора);

	16 chamber
	Патронник;

	17 heat-sealed
	Теплонепроницаемый;

	18 pouch
	Мешочек;

	19 speck
	Пятнышко;

	20 barrel
	Ствол, дуло;

	21 to jam
	Зажимать;

	22 guard
	Предохранитель;

	23 recoil
	Отдача;

	24 to stick to smth.
	Придерживаться чего-либо;

	25 powder
	Порох.


2.6.4 Suggested activities:

A Say if you agree or disagree and support your viewpoint:

1) Grace caught Fuller’s eye from the very beginning.

2) Fuller’s dream was to spend a year above the permafrost line.

3) Fuller and Bowfort began to get on each other’s nerves from the very beginning of their stay at the research post.

4) Bowfort suggested that they should go back, but Fuller refused to do so.

5) Fuller sometimes shot at animals, and he often hit them.

6) One day Bowfort found Fuller dead in the laboratory.

7) There was a lot of snow around the cabin, and nobody could approach it without leaving a visible trail.

8) Though Bowfort was his rival, Fuller had no intention to kill him.

9) The pouch filled with ice was the last clue to reveal the “impossible” crime.

10) Fuller’s death was an accident.

B Paraphrase the following sentences in English:

1) We began to get on each other’s nerves.

2) Let’s cut out the cracks about grace.

3) We might make the best of each other.

4) This is one project I can’t walk out on.

5) That’s just the point.

6) I sent a message to the effect.

C Translate the sentences using these verbs: 

To catch, to stock, to thin, to face, to miss.

1) Грейс привлекла его внимание с самого начала.

2) В хижине имелся запас продовольствия на год.

3) Послания от Грейс сократились до одного-двух в неделю.

4) Я сидел на своем обычном месте лицом к окну.

5) Ружья на его обычном месте не было.

D Translate the sentences using these nouns and adjectives:

Early, question, head, failure, uneasy.

1) Фуллеру в то время было сорок с небольшим.

2) О поездке в город не могло быть и речи.

3) Соперничество достигло критической точки.

4) Его женитьба была неудачной.

5) Я погрузился в беспокойный сон.

 
E Translate the sentences into Russian paying attention to the verb to make:

1) That’s enough to make a detective out of anybody.

2) It was 200 miles to the nearest settlement, making a trip into town out of the question.

3) We might make the best of each other.

4) That was the only field in which I wouldn’t make a fool of myself.

5) Do men about to commit suicide start making breakfast?

6) I made my way to the window.

7) The police would never make the trip to the cabin to check my story.

8) The frost had made the window completely opaque.

F Write out all the words related to guns and rifles from the text. Compare your list with those of your group-mates.

G Think and answer:

1) Do you feel sympathy for Charlie Fuller? Why?

2) Why didn’t Bowfort tell the truth about Fuller’s death in his radio report?

3) Suppose that Fuller kills Bowfort. What would the end of the story be then?

4) Imagine that you are Fuller. Would you decide to kill your rival?

5) Have you ever happened to solve any mystery? What was it?

H Write a report Henry Bowfort might have written for the police.

I Work in pairs:

Act out the talk Henry might have had with the law authorities.

2.7 Time for Fun

2.7.1 Read the jokes:

On Juvenile Delinquency

Having looked through an article on juvenile de​linquency a 60-year old man remarked: "When I was a kid there was no such thing as juvenile delinquency. We were all hardened criminals."

Advice to a Young Lawyer

The following advice was given by an old North Carolina lawyer to a young one.

The old lawyer said, "If the evidence is against you, talk about the law. If the law is against you, talk about the evidence."

The young lawyer asked, "But what do you do when both the law and the evidence are against you?"

"In that case," replied the old lawyer, "give somebody hell. That'll distract the judge and the jury from the weakness of your case."

                                              ***

The FBI wanted a fugitive very badly on charges of murder, rape, arson, and a few other minor technicalities". They collected six old pictures of him, and rushed them to police all over the country. Shortly thereafter, a small-town constable wired: "Hereby acknowledge receipt of pictures of the six birds you're looking for. Happy to say we've got five of them already rounded up and are hot on the trail of the sixth."

***

A deputy sheriff was sent to take an inventory of the property in a house. When he did not return for three hours, the sheriff went after him, and found him asleep on a lounge in the living room of the house. He had made a brave effort with his inventory, however: he had written down, "Living room. 1 table. 1 sideboard. 1 full bottle of whiskey." Then the "full" had been crossed out, and "half full" substituted. Then this was overlined and "empty" put in its place. At the bottom of the page, in wobbly writing, was written: "1 revolving carpet."

***

The lane was dark and deserted, and the unit chaplain was suddenly accosted by two men, the bigger of whom said politely:

"Excuse me, sir, — I wonder if you could oblige me with the loan of a penny?"

"I think so," replied the chaplain. "But may I ask for what purpose you require it?"

"Oh, certainly, sir," the other replied. "My pal and I wish to toss the coin to decide our little argument as to which of us shall have your watch, and which your wallet!"

***

Moving along a dimly lighted street, a man was suddenly approached by a stranger who had slipped from the shadows nearby.

"Please, sir," asked the stranger, "would you be so kind as to help a poor unfortunate fellow who is hungry and out of work? All I have in the world is this gun."

***

The neighborhood butcher burst into the lawyer's office and demanded of the man behind the desk:

"If a dog steals a piece of meat from my shop, is the owner liable for the theft?"

"Of course he is," replied the lawyer.

"That's what I wanted to know," exploded the butcher. "Your dog just took a dollar steak."

"I'm sorry," was the calm response. "Now if you'll just give me another dollar it will cover the fee for my advice."

***

In a court one witness tended to preface his replies with rather lengthy explanations.

"I want yes or no," thundered the prosecutor. "There is no need for you to argue the point!"

"But there are some questions which cannot be answered by yes or no," mildly responded the witness.

"There are not!" unwisely snapped the lawyer.

"Oh," said the witness, "answer this then. Are you still practicing your old art of picking pockets?"

***

The prosecuting attorney's voice reached fever pitch as he cross-examined the young male defendant:

"You mean to sit there and tell this jury that you had completely assembled equipment that is still on your premises, and were not engaged in the illegal production of alcoholic spirits?"

"That's the truth," answered the defendant. "I acquired it as a conversation piece, just like any other antique."

"You'll have to do better than that," sneered the prosecutor. "As far as this court is concerned, the very possession of such equipment is proof of your guilt."

"In that case, you'd better charge me with rape, too."

"Are you confessing to the crime of rape, young man?" interrupted the judge.

"No, your Honor," answered the defendant, "but I sure as hell have all the necessary means."

***

"Have you anything to say for yourself before I pass sentence?" the judge frowned at the pickpocket. "Just what good have you ever done for mankind?"

"Well, Your Honour," ventured the prisoner, "I've kept four or five detectives working regularly and I've helped several reporters, prison guards, and you keep their jobs."

***

Down near the Texas-Arkansas boundary line, a man charged with stealing an automobile and killing a man during a hold up, was captured and brought before the justice of the peace.

"We got two kinds of law in this court, mister, — Texas law and Arkansas law. Which do you have?"

The prisoner took counsel with himself. "I'll take Arkansas law."

"Then," said the justice, "I discharge you for stealing the auto and order you put to death for killing the man."

"Just a minute, Judge," protested the prisoner. "A while ago I was too hasty. If you don't mind, I'd like to switch to Texas law."

"It's your constitutional right," said the justice. "So under the Texas law I discharge you for killing the man, but order you put to death for stealing the auto."

2.7.2 In each joke there are some underlined words and word-collocations. Tell which of them are related to the theme of law.Supply them with adequate Russian equivalents.

2.7.3 Which of the jokes do you like best? Why?

2.7.4 Which of them could take place in reality?
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