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pparently President * Gedrge W

Bush is now so unpopular that somie

lawyers believe the mere mention of

his name in front of a jury could :@ the scales
against them.
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rating of an >Bnnnm: :
president.in a genera-
tion,” u:a,nrmﬂ. 62 pei-
cent of Americans
believe "that Bush’s
handling of the war'in.
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“: . Pratter . found Emﬁ Em Emmmmmm on
Lischner’s sign and Bush’s identity, as well
’ .as the circumstances surrounding hi§ visit —
including the war, in HE@ and Bush’s bid for
re-election —ate “relevant to the annnd:_:m.
* tion. of probable nm.cmo arid to'the adequacy of
Upper Darby’s training and policies.”
All relevant evidence is-“generally admis-
- sible,” Pratter said, and “the. president’s amn.
tity and Dr. Lischner’s opposition to the war
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“Because the requirements- of the. ordi-
nance, clearly:"'go.to. the heart of business
management.and usurp the role of manage-
ment,” wehold that the trial court did not err

their employment.”

Leavitt disagreed with the union’s argu-
ment that the section limits the authority to
only include the regulation of taxes.

department was on vacation and unable to
iread the opinion. He said he argued with the
union’s attorney, Michael -J. Healey of
Healey & Hornack in Pittsburgh.
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Instant Case Service at 800-
order or for information. Some
available until I p.m.) »
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However, Drexelbrook Associates instruct-
ed the Upper Darby Police Department that
neither protesting nor the displaying of signs
would be permitted on its property.

Lischner, then 78 years old, was one of the
50 members of the public gathered along the
driveway and had placed a torso-sized sign
on the front of his chest with a message that
stated: “Withdraw our troops from Iraq. Give
the $87 billion to the Iraqi governing council
and U.N. for immediate relief and repair of
the destruction we caused.”

The suit alleges that Kehrle told Lischner
that no signs or demonstrators were permit-
ted, and that he would have to leave the

premises if he did not remove the sign. When

-Lischner repeatedly refused to remove the

sign or leave, Kehrle arrested him on charges
of defiant trespass.

Lischner was later found not guilty of dis-
orderly conduct — the crime with which he
was eventually charged — and filed a civil
rights suit alleging that the arrest was without
probable cause.

In a previous ruling, Pratter refused to dis-
miss the suit, finding that the conditions
imposed by Drexelbrook were illegal and
that a jury must decide “whether Upper
Darby had a policy, practice or custom of
enforcing the landowner’s unlawful condi-
tion.”

Also to be decided by the jury, Pratter
said, is “whether Upper Darby failed to
adequately train its police officers and
such failure to train caused Dr. Lischner’s

constitutional injury.”

Now Pratter has ruled that, at trial, Bush’s
identity has legal significance because it
bears directly on the legality of Upper
Darby’s policies.

“The facts that the political om:&amﬁ was
not only a candidate for arguably the most
important office in our government, but also
the current president participating in a cam-
paign for re-election, were important to the
court’s determination that the condition
imposed by Drexelbrook was illegal and,
thus, relevant to the uno_umEm cause mmﬁn:.E-
nation.”

The text of Lischner’s sign is also legally"

significant, Pratter found; because “the fact
that Dr. Lischner’s sign was not blatantly
offensive or disrespectful, and certainly not
aimed at inciting violence or some other

physical disruption, is relevant to whether

Raising the Bar

continned from 3

firms that did not immediately join the cam-
paign, Dilworth Paxson ultimately did, but

the latter two did not.

None of those three firms are currently on
the campaign’s 2007 list.

In early July last year, Feldman said he
was pleased to see that three top midsized
defense firms — Margolis Edelstein, Naulty
Scaricamazza & McDevitt and Marshall
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probable cause existed.”

As a result, Pratter rejected U
argument that the “probativ
Bush’s identity and the text
sign is outweighed by the dany
prejudice.”

“There is no requirement |
made up of the blandest theor
arguments available,” Pratter w

“By the same token,” Pratte
are not stages set for sensation:
court intends to guard agail
cnno:“::m a platform for n:cro
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Dennehey Warner Coleman & Goggin —
had decided to sign on.
Of those three, only Naulty Scaricamazza
is not listed as recommitting to the initiative.
Last year, Wilson Elser Moskowitz
Edelman & Dicker — one of whose local
partners, Kathleen Wilkinson, was co-chair

of the 2006 campaign — did r
the campaign.

This year, Blank Rome, hom
chair Palmer, is not listed as he
to the initiative. The firm was
year’s campaign.

— Asher




