You’ve seen him on television,
now see him at work

Miller appeared to do his version of
an athlete’s warm-up — first pacing
the aisle, intently eyeing his notes;
then, when he was scated, pressing his
fingers to his temple, eyes closed as if
in deep meditation,

The panel, Judges Larry Klein,
Mark Polen and visiting jurist Wil-
ham .. Owen Jr., doubtless had read

the briefs. One for appellant Baker
carried Miller’s name, though not as
author — that was Kenneth W. Lip-
man of Boca Raton’s Siegel and Lip-
man — and managed to cite “*Federal
Practice and Procedure,”” the law
school bible Miller co-authored.

On his fect Miller was prepared,
precise and almost as commanding as

Arthur R. Miller,
Harvard luminary,
goes to court for
longtime friend.
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he is giving a lecture or moderating a
televised panel discussion. At every
opportunity, he repeated like a man-
tra his argument that his client Baker
didn't have “*his day in court.””

Panel members listened respect-
fully, even addressing Miller as “*pro-
fessor.”” (Mot that any of the judges
had had him as a teacher. Klein and
Owen are University of Florida law
grads, and Polen got his 1.ID. from
the University of Miami.)

But respect went only so far. To-
ward the end of Miller's 18 minutes,
Klein showed a touch of exasperation
with the professor’s assertion that the
reason Baker hadn't made his argu-
ment in the Alabama courts was, ‘it
wasn’'t plausible’ to do so.

“Professor Miller <your client is a
lawyer,” Klein said. **What pre=
cluded him from making an argu-
ment, that you say ‘wasn’t plausi-
ble?* **

“The lack of plausibility." came
the reply. Miller zoomed ahead, as-
suring the panel that Baker hadn’t
flubbed any opportunities. If he had,
he’d be subject to this rule: *“The law
doesn't reward sleeping dogs."™

Klein mumbled something in re-
sponse, two words of which were
barely audible. If Miller heard them,
he might want to-warn his client not
to count too heavily on Klein's vote.
They were, “drowsy dogs.™ [ ]

— Noreen Marcus



