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searcn warranl. [t was during this
zpsode that Fuhrman discoversd the
aow-famous dloody stove. :
ut 15 Phitip H. Corboy aotes in

the Chicago Tribune (Oct. 10, 1993),
nad o culed foc the defense, the Dig-
sied Jud cortupt Fuhrmag aevér would
save bycome the 5T SYAr WALRESS.

(ndeed. writes Marthew Cooper i
The Vew Repubiic (Oct. 23, 1993), "the
higgest reforms ought 10 be aimed at the
oolice, not juries. That Mark Fuhrman
“houid have been badished from the
Los Aageids Poiice Dppariment is. by
now, 1 cliche, what's 1g8s remarked upon
s chat cogue COPS segm 10 nave insinu-
ated themselves intg too many Ameri-
can police forces.” |

‘nd as Randail/Kennedy points out
in Caiifornia Lawyer (Nov. 1994): " To
more credibly cordema defense attoc-
neys who opportupistcally olay ‘the race
card’ on behalf of black clients, we must

prevent law enforgsment authocities
irom depriving jayone of =qual protec-
tion under the faw.”

Kennedy, 4 professor at Harvard
Law School. chndemas as “dangero us”
and “prevaleat” the conduct of black-
dominated jyries who refuse o princi-
ole 1 send tgllow AfTicoor Americans to

jail. This prfc:iceA-u@Lﬁ)ug:i base
their decisipas oa varad thég than
the evidenks aad insteuctio the
judge—is known as “jury aullifigaedn.”
But, 15 Kgapedy observes. “+{t 5 crucial
to recogmize that at ieast part of the
impulse behind jury aullification stems
from legitimate rrievances.”

And aot all experts believe that jury
autlifigation is inhereatly bad. While
concegding that the practics is \Qt'ten
3.bus¢’1. Jeffrey Abramson—3a profkssor
of pglitics at Brandeis Uaiversity and
quthpe Of We, the Jury (BasicBooks.
1994)—points out that it is nonetheldss
4 “time-honored way of permitting
jurfes to leaven the law with leaiency. .
Pytting pressure om jurors o convicd,
against their conscience wouid seem O
zgreu.len the integrity of law far more
seriously.”

Abramson. woiting in the Report
from the {nstitute for Philosophy & Pub-
lic Policy iSummer/Fall 1994), coa-
siudes: “The distrust of jury aullifica-
rion is 2 succinet expressioa af the col-
tapsed faith in the virtue of jurors. . - .
One is lett to wonder whether the rejec-
ton of jury aullification is not & rgjec-
tioa of the iden-of the jury altogether.”

—Miles Harvey
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THE BLIND GIRL AS HEROIC WAIF: AUOR

hanks 10 audio description aad

closed-caprioning, piind aad deal
moviegoers 10w are able to “see” and
shear” films. After a long struggle, peo-
ple using wheeichairs are findiag it 2as-
ier ro get iato movie thearers. But once
they'te at the movies. people with dis-
zbilicies rarely se® true-to-life images of
themselves. :

Of course. Hollywood 0as presenl-
ed unrealistic images of disapled people
since its movie moguls tiest set up shop.
Viactin E. Norden, suchof of The Cin-
ema of Isolation: A HistorY of Physicad
Disability in the ¥ovies (Rutgers Uni-
varsily Pressi writes that “the movie
indusiry has pcrpctuaied ... stereo-
types . . . 30 Jurabie 1nd pervasive that
they have become mainstream society’s
perception of disabled people.” De-
meaning, Palronizing stereotypes have
marched across the silver sereen [of
decades, from that swest innocent Tiny
Timin A Chrisimas Carol 1o Quasimo-
do. the villaincous sunchback in The
Hunerback of Notre Dame, 10 (e embit-
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In portraying

isabled people,

ollywood hasn't
got a clue

oo
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£Y HEPBURN [N WALT UNTTL DARK {1967},

rered blind veteran in Scent of « Woman
{1992) and the idiot savaac ia Rain Wan
(1988). Disabled peopie arent cheering
as this parade of superberoes, venoImous
villains. and helpless vicums 0SS bw.

San Francisco State Uauversity his-
rory professer Paul Longmore says,
“These stereocypes present chsabted peo-
ple as tragmc. pathetic NUres: Sucn (Hms
45 Whose Life Is (¢ Anyway? in which
4 man who has become quadriplegic
begs 1o be atlowed to ull hmseil) leave
the audience thinking iUs petier o b€
dead than disabled.” Sut Jisabled peo-
ple today don't see themseives 45 Syt
bols of 2vil. inspirational supernecoss. ot
holy innocenis {like rhat wise ool For-
cest Gump). Though tae diseuse-ot-the-
week tlick sull moves audiences (O 1235,
most disabled tiimgaers 00 fonger view
their lives as 2 rwo-nankie movie

{a the recent movie Liviay 1 Obliv-
ion, 4 comedy about tne making of &
small-budget peturs, 4 dwart aamed
Vir. Tite complains 200ut a5 70ie 10
dream scene. He feels that es 2nly beea
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