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I Read the text and do the exercise given below it

Legal vs. Moral

By Jack Dunphy

Sinning and grinning in Bill Clinton’s America.
Mr. Dunphy* is an officer of the Los Angeles Police Department
This may come as a shock to you, gentle readers, but there was a time early in my police career when I considered going to law school. As much as I relished the thrills afforded by fighting crime and villainy on the streets, it was the combat that took place in the courthouse that fascinated me. Making the arrest is but half the battle, indeed the easier half. The true reward comes from shepherding a case through the minefield of the legal system, ultimately persuading twelve jurors (often thick-headed ones) that the man now meekly seated before them cradling a Bible deserves to be convicted and sent away. Many have been the shiny-suit defense attorney who sought to make a monkey out of Officer Dunphy on the witness stand, only to find his client bundled off to the jug and himself standing — or stooping — among the lower primates. 
But better judgment prevailed, for when I further investigated the legal profession I came to a disturbing conclusion. Though my friends in the trade have for the most part avoided this dark fate, something terrible very often happens to people who attend law school: They turn into lawyers. Law students are taught to subordinate morality to legality, to believe that any and all conduct is permissible and even defensible if no statute has been enacted against it. Only those students whose moral compasses remain fully magnetized and properly oriented emerge from the process unchanged. Hence we endure one disturbing aspect of the Condit circus, which has now predictably evolved from tragedy to comedy and finally to farce. On the various cable channels there is no shortage of men and women with degrees from prestigious law schools and years of practice behind them who, for the mere compensation of appearing on television, will say with a perfectly straight face that Gary Condit has done nothing wrong — and should not even be criticized — because we have no proof he has broken any laws. This is Bill Clinton's America, where the only sin is judgementalism.

As loathsome as I may find the typical lawyer, I am nonetheless a fervent supporter of the American legal system, including one's right to the presumption of innocence before the law. But this presumption-of-innocence business has come to be misunderstood over the years, hasn't it? The presumption of innocence constrains the government from taking punitive action against a citizen until he has been afforded due process and the case against him has been proven beyond a reasonable doubt. While I might find a certain level of satisfaction in plucking a few troublemakers off the streets and casting them into the tower, I understand that other police officers might not act as judiciously as I would in employing such tactics. I therefore accept the constitutional restraints placed upon me.

Although my authority as a police officer remains checked by these restraints, my sense of morality is not. O. J. Simpson was acquitted by a jury of his peers (recall the above remark about thick-headed jurors), so I as a police officer must treat him as I would any other citizen. But, unlike those jurors, I have not surrendered my common sense. I remain free to draw reasonable inferences from the evidence presented against Mr. Simpson, even if the jury irrationally failed to do so. If while off duty I encounter him on the street, I am perfectly entitled to flip him the old bird and voice my opinion that he is a murdering so-and-so. And I eagerly await the opportunity to do just that.

And so it is with Mr. Condit. Granted, we have yet to learn of any direct links between the congressman and Chandra Levy's disappearance, and all day, every day we are serenaded by the Condit chorus: "There's no proof . . . He's not a suspect . . ." and on and on and on. But none of this prevents me from reaching my own conclusion about his behavior, even as most of his fellow legislators try to pretend none of this has occurred. Mr. Condit's every action since the investigation began seemed designed not to assist the police in locating Chandra, or even to salvage whatever scant traces of honor that might remain in him, but rather to keep his congressional hide out of the cooler. I don't know what it all means, exactly, but it means something. And it isn't good.

There was a time in America when Mr. Condit might have been brought down to the police station, where he would have been ushered into a small room for a long talk with a big cop. At the conclusion of this conversation the police would very likely have had a better idea of his involvement in Chandra's disappearance. Or, at the very least, the congressman would be far less prone to maintaining that sickening grin of his. Alas, such methods, though effective, were found lacking in constitutional authority. Mr. Condit thus remains free to flit about and grin like a madman for the cameras.

We may never learn what became of Chandra Levy, but this much is clear: Gary Condit is a bum. He may not belong in jail, but neither does he belong in Congress.

Are these sentences true or false?

1. The author thinks that jurors are always extremely wise persons.
2. The author wanted to study law.

3. The author thinks that O.J. Simpson is guilty although the jury acquitted him.

4. The good thing about Law students is that they always complete their studies unchanged. 

5. Presumption of innocence before the law is not a good concept according to the author. 
6. The author thinks that law school is damaging because law students are taught to subordinate legality to morality.
7. The author admires lawyers.

8. Police methods used in America in the past gave better results than the current ones.   
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II Grammar- Rewrite these sentences by using one of the adverbs to replace the underlined parts. Make other necessary changes.
	allegedly

belatedly
	deservedly

repeatedly
	reputedly

undoubtedly
	unexpectedly

wholeheartedly




1. I am sure that Bill did not kill that man. 
2. Some of her relatives heard only much later that she had left them some money in her will.

3. Over and over again she tried to explain to them what happened.
4. Ana explained that her opinion was that it was right that Roger was punished for what he did.

5. In the end Barbara gave complete support to all the things that John said.
1. ________________________________________________________________________________

2. ________________________________________________________________________________

3. ________________________________________________________________________________

4. ________________________________________________________________________________

5. ________________________________________________________________________________
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III Fill in the gaps with the appropriate words from the list. You will not use all the words.
	sentence
criminal

jury
barristers
	settled

law
provide

applied
	parties
evidence
appeal

judge



The Crown Court judiciary: 
The trial is presided over by a ____________ whose functions are to ensure the fair conduct of the _________________ and also to give rulings on points of ____________. The judges also determine the ________________ if the defendant is found guilty. At the end of the presentation of _________________, the judge "directs" the jury as to the law to be ___________________. This can involve quite complex instructions as to the law on a given subject. Usually, judges will also summarize and analyze the facts for the ______________ - but should not pass comment on them, save where directed to do so by law. An important example of the latter is that judges may now make adverse comments if a suspect fails to give evidence in court about a defense being relied upon. The judges are almost all former ____________. 
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IV Match the terms from column A with their meaning or definition in column B.
	
	a) ‘apprenticeship’ served by trainee barrister

	1. barrister
2. misconduct

3. recorders
4. petty crime
	b) member of court personnel who shows people in and out of  

    courtroom and keeps things running smoothly
c) this is where students argue hypothetical cases 

d) a request by the loosing party in a case to have a higher court

	5. usher
6. pupilage
	    review the application of law
e) specialist in law who plead cases in superior courts and in most

	7. appeal
8. moot court
	     trials in criminal cases of indictment.
f) unlawful or improper behaviour, violation of one’s duty
g) part-time barristers from private practice who hear cases in court. 
h) a crime that is not very serious 


1. ______ 2. ______ 3.______ 4. ______ 5. ______ 6. ______ 7. ______ 8. ______  
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 V Correct the mistakes in the following sentences 

1. I will see my lawyer at 10 o’clock tomorrow.

_____________________________________________________________
2. We will not have peace until his killer escapes justice.

____________________________________________________________
3. He gave false statement while under oath, and because of that he was accused of precedent.

_____________________________________________________________
4. The law that the parliament has just adopted seems to be  disconsistent with the Constitution.

_____________________________________________________________
5. The owner of a foreign company asked me to form a partnerity with him!

_____________________________________________________________
6. English court system consists of lower and inferior courts.

_____________________________________________________________
7. Court of Appellate has a task to review cases from lower courts.

_____________________________________________________________
8. I’ll come to see you short after I finish with my work.  

_____________________________________________________________
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VI Translate the following sentences from English 
1. In civil actions, the injured person must file an action in order to initiate proceedings.

__________________________________________________________________________
2. If the offender is found guilty, than he or she must pay damages.

__________________________________________________________________________
3. In Alaska, the Supreme Court and the Court of Appeals are appellate courts, while the superior and district courts are trial courts.
___________________________________________________________________________
4. The judiciary are the most important in running the court system.

___________________________________________________________________________
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VII Translate the following sentences into English 
1. Formalni dokument koji sadrži navode o počinjenom krivičnom djelu i odgovarajuće dokaze naziva se optužnica. 
__________________________________________________________________________
2. Sudija Vrhovnog suda može se opozvati samo u izuzetnim okolnostima i uz zahtjev oba doma Parlamenta. 
__________________________________________________________________________
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