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F R O M  D E A N  L E H M A N  

My theme for this year has been the 
quality of optimism. In two previous 
messages, I suggested that there is a 
sensible form of optimism, significantly 
different from the blather spouted by 
Voltaire's fictional Dr. Pangloss. And I 
suggested that the best lawyers often 
exemplify this moderated quality: they are 
pra,matic activists, inspired by a belief in 
their own efficacy 

A decade ago, University of Michi,gan 

Optimistic people were less prone to 
learned helplessness than pessimists. The 
authors found a significant difference 
between the two groups in the scopc of the 
learned helplessness effect. Pessimists tend 
to generalize their experience of 
helplessness from one kind of task to 
another kind. Optimists, in contrast, tend 
to restrict the helplessness lesson to 
domains that are closely similar to the 
domain of initial fnlstrqt' lon. 

I recently witnessed the real-world 
benefits of such an approach. Dunng 
January and February, the lxvsuit ovcr our 
admissions policy went to trial, and I had 
the opportunity to work closely with a 
team of estraordinarily talented lawyers. 
Over the course of an exhausting month, I 
was frequently inspired by their unflacqing 
resilience. They built an impressive factual 
record in support of our position, and I am 
convinced that Dart of whv thcv were so 

psychology chri;topher peterson 
and his collaborator Lisa Bossio surveyed 
the extensive literature concerning the 
relationship between optimism and 
physical health. Their book, Health and 
Optimisnl (Basic Books 199 l), offers 
insights that can help us to explore this 
terrain with greater specificity. 

Peterson and Bossio define optimism in 
cognitive, rather than emotional, terms. 
Their definition entails a set of beliefs 
about the real world, beliefs that lead 
people to approach the world actively, 
gathering information they can use to solve 
problems. The authors measure subjects' 
optimism according to how they esplain 
the causes of misfortunes they experience. 
Optimists are those who attribute bad 
events to causes that are estelnal to 
themselves, unstable (i.e., ephemeral), and 
specific to the particular event. 

Peterson and Bossio describe many 
interesting studies that link optimistic 
thinking with such different health 
attributes as reduced incidence of the flu 
and prolonged sunjval after breast cancer. 
And they offer thoughtful suggestions 
about how such a relationship might 
be explained. 

I suspect, however, that latvyers would 
be most interested in their discussion of 
the relationship between optimism and 
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effective was that they shared a group ethic 
of optimism. 

Whenever a setback occurred (for 
example, when the judge denied a 
motion), the most senior lawyers set the 
tone. They did not take the setback as 
indicative of any stable or general cause 
(such as a general predisposition by the 
judge against our case). They saw it as a 
momentary hindrance that said nothing 
about what would happen nest. 

Over the course of the trial, the junior 
lawyers came to emulate their more 
esperienced colleagues. None of them were 
Pollyannas; they did not believe that things 
would work out for the best, regardless of 
what they did. But they believed that what 
they did could make a difference. They 
were motivated to work heroically to 
ensure that they put on the best case 
possible. And we, their clients at the Law 
School, were the ultimate beneficiaries of 
both their abilities and their attitudes. 

It is reasonable to ask whether a law 
school can help nurture that quality in its 
students. I suspect that we can. Not by 
preaching, and perhaps not by the Socratic 
method. But perhaps we can model for our 
students an optimistic approach to our 
environment. We could consciously look 
for realistic evidence that the causes of 
misfortune are external, unstable, and 

problem solving. The authors first discuss specific, and resist the impulse to see them 
the experimental analysis of "learned I suggested that the best lawyers often as internal, stable, and general. We might 
helplessness." Dogs and people were exemplify this moderated quality: thereby help them to develop reflexes that 
subjected to unpleasant occurrences over they are p r a ~ a t i c  activists, inspired will help them to be healthier and more 
which they had no control (electric shocks by a belief in their own efficacy. successful attorneys. 
for the dogs, problems that can't be solved 
for the people). Those experiences made 
I 

them less elfective than their counterparts 
when they later confronted other situations 
in which they had greater control. 
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% f i f a w  Chi$ Justice W i h m  Rehnquist 
er in Ditkerson v. U.S., the U.S. :;&= decision upholding the famous 

ym&qg ta subpects, "has become embedded in 
buthe police practice to the point where the 
vamh&a have become part of our national 
culture." , 
Th wamrySs - which require intemgators 

to tell the person they have in custody that he 
can krnain silent, have an attorney, or stop 
responding to questions any time - are a 
constitutional protection that Congress cannot 
wemle, wrote Rehnquist, a onetime critic of 
Mirun&. They are not mere "prophylactic" 
&guards, the Chief Justice said. 

Wrote American Lawyer Media's Tony Mauro of 
the decision - "It was a historic moment: The 
1966 M m d a  decision, written by Chief Justice 
Earl Warren, is the totem of -the Warren Courtb 
liberal jurisprudence - a body of law Rehquist 
has done battle with his entire judicial career." - 

As- always, however, questions arose like 
echoes as time passed. And m y  of those 
questkms were addressed at the Law School last . 
fall as scholars from arodnd the. country gathered 
for the symposium "~iranda;&~r Dickerson: The 
Future of Confession Law" 

Unbowed, M$r& critic Paul G. Cassell of the 
University of Utah Law School repeated his 

and endangers society Miran& is a "si@cant 
impediment to police effoas" to solve and 
prosecute crimes, said &sell, who argued the 
Dickerson mse before the Supreme Court last 
spring. The law ehforcement profession has 
reported 'directly and unequivody" that 
Miranda damages its ability to enforce the law, 
he argued. . 

Equally unbo;wed, Miranda defender Yale 
Ka-, Clarence Danow Distinguished 
Univemity Professor of Law at the h w  School, 
repeated his charges that police intemgators 
sometimes exceed reawnable limits and that a 
rule like Miranda is needed to hold the b e .  

To the surprise of many however, Cassell and 
Kamisar found common ground in suggesting 
that interrogations be videotaped for the 
protection of suspect and interrogator alike. 
"I'm wdltng to put videmping on the table," 

cassell said early in the conference. "Are you 
d i n g  to give me something in return? 

Yes, responded Kaanisar. A videotaping or 
audiotaping of the entire proceedings (how the 
warnings were given, how the suspect 
responded, and what happened thereafter) would 
jusufy a shortening of the Miranda warnings. 
Such a system would provide a suspect with 
more protection than he receives under the 
current Miranda regime. Karnisar expressed 

5 Law School admissions 
lawsuit update 

6 The Americans with 
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Continucd jrom page 3 

by the Supreme Court. of lawlessness" among the police. Responding Dnvid A. St~.auss, o f t  he Universitv of Chicago 

Their eschange occurred during to the comments of Rosenbaum and other Law School, and Althil Reed Amar; o j  yule Law 

discussion of "Alternatives to the Miranda panelists, the officers said they abide by School. continuc their discussion after serving as 
panelists lo oaluatc "The Suprme  Court? Power Warnings," one of six panel discussions at Miranda and do not deceive suspects into 
to Issue Prophvlactic Rules." 

the conference. Other panels discussed the confessing. The majority of confessions are 
Supreme Court's power to issue prophy- obtained without deception and use - - -  
lac& rules, ~iranda's relevance or 
irrelevance, pre-Dicherson exceptions to 
Mir-anda, deterring police from deliberately 
violating Miranda, and limits to deceptive 
interrogation practices. 

Throughout the discussions, participants 
praised Kamisar's often-passionate role in 
the continued attention to Miranda and 
other constitutional issues. As Dean Jeffrey 
S. Lehman, '81, said in his welcome to 
participants, throughout his career Kamisar 
has been a superb example of "professor, 
scholar, advocate, and lawyer." Los Angeles- 
based ACLU General Counsel Mark 
Rosenbaum, who frequently teaches at the 
Law School, called Kamisar "the exemplar 
of the professor, lawyer, and citizen." 

Kamisar joined the Law School faculty ir 
1965, the year before the Warren Court 
handed down the Miranda decision. The 
proposed warning that came out of the 
Mimnda case 35 years ago was the result of 
many years of judicial wrestling with the 
interlocked issues of interrogation, 
confession, and evidence, Kamisar said. 
"Mirandn was based on the idea that case- 
by-case determination is severely testing the 
judiciary," he said. 

But today there is widespread disregard 
for this safeguard, argued Rosenbaum. 
Last year, for example, at least one law 
enforcement leader openly advocated 
circumvention of Miranda, he said. "How is 
it that 34 years after the Miranda decision 
that the California Trainer of the Year says 
officers can ignore Miranda and go outside 
Miranda?" Rosenbaum asked. 

"What do we make of this? One, left to 
their own devices, police will do what they 
choose to do and they will do it with 
impunity Two, they know they can do this 
free from sanction. No one has ever heard 
of an officer being disciplined for ignoring 
Miranda. The genius of police going outside 
Miranda is that they use Mivnnda as a 
rubber hose." 

Officers of the Michigan State Police 
who were in the audience criticized 
Rosenbaum's charge that there is "a culture 

"sti-aightfonuard, straight up evidence 
against the defendant," one officer said. 

For the future, conference participants 
agreed, little will change with Miranda. 
Diclzerson has made congressional alteration 
of the warnings unlikely, although not 
impossible. Some day, however, although 
that day may not be in the near future, all 
50 states will require that interrogations be 
audio- or videotaped. 

The lineup of symposium presenters 
read like a W1o3 Who of experts in the field. 
In addition to Cassell, Kamisar, and 
Rosenbaum, presenters included: 

Akhil Reed Amar, Southmayd 
Professor of Law, Yale Law School; 
II Evan Caminker, Professor of Law, 

University of Michigan Law School; 
Susan R. Klein, Baker & Botts 

Professor of Law, University of Texas 
at Austin; 

Richard Leo, Assistant Professor of 
Criminology, Law and Society, and Assistant 
Professor of Psychology and Social Behavior, 
University of California-Irvine; 
II Laurie Magid, Special Assistant 

District Attorney for Delaware County, 
Pennsylvania, and Lecturer at Villanova Law 
School; 

III Stephen Schulhofer, Julius Kreeger 
Professor of Law and Criminology and 
Director of the Center for Studies in 
Criminal Justice, University of Chicago Law 
School; 

b David A. Strauss, Hany N. Wyatt 
Professor of Law, University of Chicago Law 
School; 
II William J. Stuntz, Professor of Law, 

Harvard University; 
M George C. Thomas 111, Professor of 

Law, Rutgers School of Law; 
III Charles D. Weisselberg, Professor of 

Law and Director of the Center for Clinical 
Education, Boalt Hall School of Law, 
University of Califarnia-Berkeley; and 
I Welsh White, Professor of Law, 

Pittsburgh School of Law. 

Miranda opponent Paltl G. Cmsell, of the Lmi~~ersitv 
of Utah, center; shares a light n1omc71t with Miranda 
slippolfcr \'ale Ramisal; the Law Scl~oolS Clarence 
Darrow Dis~in~pished Lhtiwrsit? Professor of Law: 
duling the svmposiun~ 'Wiranda after Dickerson: 
Thc F u m e  of Col?fcssion Law! " held at the Law 
School in No~~onhcl:  At Icft is Eve Bmsiltc. 
svmposittm coordinatorJor The Michigan Law 
Renew and thc Criminal Law Society, which co- 
sponsored the confcrcncc. 

Panelists S t ~ h c u  Schulhofer of the Uni~lersit?~ qf 
Chicago Lnlv School, and Paltl G. Cmsell, of tltc 
Universit?! o f  LJtah, listen to an altdicncc rnen~bcrk 
qllcstio~t after thcir discussion of "Altemati\~es to the 
Miranda \Vamings. " Other panels addressed "The 
Sup-one Court? Power to Issuc Pri~phylactic Rules," 
"Mirandak (Ir)Relmance, " "The Fate qf the 
Pre-Dickerson E~cqlt ions to Miranda, " "Dctening 
PoliccJf-om Dclibcratcl?~ Violating Miranda. " and 
"Dccoptive Police Inten-ogation Pmctices:  hot^ Far 
Is Too Far'" 

Law School admissions 
lawsuit update 

The trial of the lawsuit challengng Law 
School admission policies began in Detroit in 
mid-January and concluded in Februan! 
Judge Bernard Friedman of the U.S. District 
Court issucd his decision in March finding 
that the educational benefits of diversity rvere 
not a compelling interest and that the specifics 
of the Law School's policy were not "narrowly 
tailored" to that interest. He also found that 
the intervenors' defense was essentially based 
on remedying societal discrimination; which is 
impermissible. He issued an order that the 
Law School cease considering race in its 
admissions process. On April 5 ,  the Court of 
Appeals issued a stay of the District Court 
order while the appeal proceeds. 

"We are delighted that the Sixth Circuit has 
acted promptly to ensure that our admissions 
process may continue without disruption," 
Dean Jeffrey S. Lehman, '81, said when he tvas 
informed about the stay "Our admissions 
policy was carefully crafted to comply with 
the Supreme Court's requirements as set forth 
in the Balzhe case. As the Sixth Circuit noted, 
Judge Friedman's opinion diverged from other 
recent interpretations of Bakl:e. We are 
confident that future decisions nil1 continue 
to reaffirm our right to use that policy to 
enroll an outstanding, diverse student body at 
the University of Michigan Law School. " 

It is important to note that last December 
Judge Patrick Duggan, also of the District 
Court, granted summary judLgment in the 
University's favor in a similar lawsuit against 
the University of Michigan undergraduate 
program. In that ruling, Judge Dugan found 
that the pursuit of the educational benefits of 
diversity is a compelling governmental 
interest, and that the University's current 
admissions policy is fully constitutional. That 
case has been appealed to the Sixth Circuit 
Court of Appeals. 

Both the Law School case and the 
undergraduate case are being reviewed on an 
espedited basis in the Slxth Circuit. Oral 
argument will be held in the October 2001 
term of the court (October 22 - November 2). 





The Americans with 1 -- C -. - - - <-- 

- a- A a --  goes r_,--,-- the lnicr 
bupporters of the A~lcricans with 

Disabilities Act (ADA) give it a mixed 
report card for its first 10 years. But they 
are reluctant to try to amend the federal 
law because they fear that amendments I 
fashioned in todav's ~olitical and iudicial 1 
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climate would weaken rather than 1 
strengthen it. 

Their assessment: ADA has brought 
people with disabilities into the national 
civil rights spotlight, helped to level the 
playing field for disabled people, and 
served as a model for similar efforts 
worldwide, efforts that sometimes have 
exceeded accomplishments in the United 
States. ADA also- faces stiffening opposition 
from a U.S. Supreme Court that ABOVE: "We am on the cusp of an exciting new civil rights movement - the disability movement," Paul 

Mills  of the E@ Employment Opportunity Commission, tells a Law School audience in September Miller 
spoke at the Michigan Union. 

increasingly emphasizes states' prerogauves, 
insufficie6t funding for enforcement,and 
docket-choking litigation to determine wno 

LEFT: Thmghout the confmce, proceedings were made available to hearing-impaired participants via 
monitors like these in t-hefo~egruwd This panel's topic was =How Should We Define Disability for Purposes 
of the ADA?" From left am: RobinJones, director of the Great Lakes Disability and Business Technical 
Assistance Center at the University of Illinois-Chicago; Peter Blanck, professor of law at the University of 
lowa College of Law; Martin Pernick, associate directorfor history and medicine of the Program in Society 
and Medicine, and professor of history at the University of Michigan; and Richard Scotch, associate professor 
of sociology and political science af the University of T i - D a l l a s .  Assistant Dean David Baum, '89, 

has the "substantial-limitation" that 
qualifies for ADA protection. 

mixed a s s b e n t  reflects two days 
during the symposium "The 

Americans with Disabilities Act: Directions 
for Reform," presented at the Law School 
in November by the University of Michigan far right, introduced panelists and moderated discussion. 

J o u d  of Law Reform. 
e ADA "is just a baby, it's just 

- 
ning," according to symposium Judy, speaking during the "Directions 

anelist Barbara Judy, West Virginia's for Reform" roundtable that closed the 
director of ADA compliance. "We have a symposium, joined her co-panelists in , 
long to go before we MY that ADA is cautioning against broad-brush 
where we want it to be." and urged a one-on-one approach to 

Workplace supervisors need more dealing with disabilities issues. "Disabled 
training on ADA issues, and me people come in groups of one," she said. 
should be used more often to se Roundtable panelist David Deromedi, of 
disputes, Judy said. Physicians nee Dickinson Wnght PL.L.C. in Detroit, 
training to understand how a patient3 reported "a slow but gradual change in 
disability affects workplace performance. behavior,, among employers in favor of 
People with disabilities make up the largest doing what is needed to ensure a disabled 

group in the United States* she person's ability to work. "A lot of the wall 
said, "but corporate America has not of suspicion is coming down, and a lot of 
recruited them with the same vigor as [it communication, strong communication, 
has recruited] blacks, Asians, women, one-on-one communication, is increasing," 
Native Americans, and Hispanics." said Deromedi, who has represented more 

Supporters of the rights o f # ~ e o ~ l e  with ban 200 employers in ADA cases. 
disabilities also need to show more unity, Discussion and negotiation help a great 
she added- ''I hk people with deal, he said. They "are not part of the law, 
groups need to get together and get us in but they could well be 
the same hymnbook, certainly on the same 

Disabilities moving to center of civil rights arena, University of Maryland Law Professor 
Stanley Herr, the least sanguine of the three 
roundtable panelists, encouraged people to 
look at wh?t other countries are doing to - 

, assist citizens with disabilities. "We know 
the ADA is not a panacea, and we need to 
look abroad," he said. Sweden's law on . 
functional limitation, which provides for an 
assistant when the disabled person needs 
one, offers "a whole array of support that 
makes equality real," Herr said. 

\ 

The success or failure of ADA ''will 
resound internationally, because around the 
world people regard the ADA as a 
treasure," he added. 

Judy, Deromedi, and Herr were among 
nearly 25 speakers and panelists for the 
two-day program. Panels dealt with the 
purpose of ADA, how to define disability, 
the ADB, impact in education, the ADA 
and mental health disabilities, issues of 
state sovereignty in relation to the federal 
ADA, and directions for form. 

Several speakers critized the U.S. 
Supreme Court's recent elevations of states' 
sovereign powers. Arlene B. ,Mayerson, one 

~f t w ~  keynote speakers and a principal 
attorney in the University of Alabama v. 
Garrett case recently argued before the 
Supreme Court, said that recent Court 
decisions forced her and her colleagues LU 

argue that Garrett was the victim of 
irrational action or action "fueled by 
discriminatory intent." 

"I found t h  to be a very small box," 
said Mayerson, directing attorney for the 
Disability Rights Education & Defense 
Fund Inc. "The real problem we faced was 
to define material equality in formal 
equality terms. It was very fmstrating not 
to be able to argue a straight equal 
protection argument." 

San Francisco State University Professor 
of Philosophy Anita Silvers criticized as 
"irony" the Court's emphasis on states' 
prerogatives "in this time of borders 
breaking down. . . . We do not live in 
discreet jurisdictions the way we did 100 
years ago." 

- 

says EEOC commissioner ~~~ 
& 4 . 2  

It's time for people with disabilities to 
join racial, e h c ,  religious, and other 
beneficiaries of the civil rights movement 
- and their vehicle is the Americans with 
Disabilities Act (ADA). 

That3 the word from Equal 
Employment Opportunity Commission 
(EEOC) member Paul Miller, who 
addressed a luncheon audience in 
September in a program presented by the 
Law School's offices of Career Services and 
Public Service. 

"We are on the cusp of an exciting new 
civll rights movement - the disability 
movement," Miller said. Passed a decade 
ago, "ADA seeks to bring disability 
discrimination to parity with other civil 
rights. It seeks to ensure that people with 
disabilities are integrated into the 
mainstream." 

Like the landmark U.S. Supreme Court 
decision Brown v. Board of Education in 
1954, the ADA is "a simple and 

revolutionary lawn that "seeks to eliminate 
what prevents full achievement ." 

"I know how it feels to be trapped 
inside someone else's stereotype, and it 
doesn't feel good," explained Miller, who 
recalled how an interviewer once told hun 
that his diminutive size might subject the 
interviewer's firm to ridicule. 

Promoting equality for people with 
disabilities has not blinded Miller to 
shortfalls elsewhere in the civil rights 
arena. "Bigotry and discrimination are still 
alive and well today," he noted. While men 
hold 95 percent of senior management jobs 
they make up less than half of the 
workforce. In addtion, "we are facing a 
backlash against civil rights and affirmative 
action." 

He concluded: "I want to challenge you: 
Don't lose sight of the reason you went to 
law school in the fmt place. I am here to 
tell you that it is possible to do good, and 
do well, and to pay off your student loam" 

page. " 
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There are 56 million U.S. citizens with 
disabilities. ex~lained Andrew Imparato, 
president and CEO of the American 
Association of People with Disabilities. 
Although the National Council on 
Disability's recent report "largely concluded 
that [federal] enforcement of 4DA is not as 
good as it could be," Imparato said, the law 
has "fundamentally affected the way that 
Americans view disability" and serves as "a 
unif?<ng focus for the disability rights 
movement." 

For example, ADA has had major 
impact on building practices and in public 
transportation, where more than 80 
percent of public transportation now is 
accessible to disabled users. Disability also 
has become part of the language of 
diversity, which tries to mix together 
people of different races, religons, ethnic 
backgrounds - and now disabilities. 

"People with disabilities were left 
behind" during the current economic 
boom, countered Judy Young, director of 
Abilities Inc. at the National Center for 
Disability Senices. Unemployment of 
African-Americans was 7.5 percent last 
May, the lowest since 1972, but "most 
experts on disability claim that 70 percent 
of disabled people are still unemployed." 

In the end, said University of Texas- 
Dallas sociologst/political economist 
Rchard Scotch, author of From Good M7il2 

to Civil Rights: Tra71sforming Federal 
Disability Policy, "ADA is trying to broaden 
the range of disabilities that the 
environment can accommodate. That's a 
very difficult intent of the law to deal with 
and for the courts to deal with. . . . 

"What it requires is a good deal of 
flexibility and goodwill. What it really 
requires is a widespread societal sensitivity 
and awareness to what it is to have a 
disability, and of course, if people had that 
sensitivity and awareness we wouldn't need 
a law. I'll leave that question for you to 
ponder." 

British Minister of State: 
Law lags behind Internet Age commerce 

International trade and commerce m the 
Internet Age are widening their lead over 
the laws designed to regulate them, British 
Minister of State John Battle told a Law 
School audience in September. And the 
forms and shape of today5 trade look radically 
different from 15 years ago, he said. 

"We need to recognize that people will 
lose their old-line jobs," Battle said. "The 
concept of one job for your career is 
outmoded. Our children will have several 
jobs . . . and there is a need for lifelong 
learning. . . . We must challenge companies 
to train people. 

"[And] trade itself is changng. Forty 
percent of the US.-European Union trade 
is intra-firm," like "internal housekeeping. 
This is a massive sort of change from the 
company of 15-20 years ago." 

As for the Internet's impact, it is the 
fastest growing part of commerce. And 
with mobile access, like cordless 
telephones, "we face challenges with 
commerce that we have not beppn to 

Ncarb half of tmde bctween tllc United States and legslate for, ~ i g ~ ~ l  television, 
Europe is "internal hotiselteeping" within and -communication, and other changes 
multinational companies, British Minister of State 
John Battle explains hiring a tallt at the Law "will transform business and the way we 

School in September Behind Battle is N o v  York- run our countries" and '‘will change our 
based British Counsel General Tom Ha~ris. democracies," he predicted. 

Law School Professor Robert Howse 
introduced Battle. New York City-based 
British Counsel General Tom Harris shared 
the speaker's table with Battle. 
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law SchA~l  breaks 'virtual' ground 
in refugee law field 

Fall 2000 saw University of Michigan 
Law School Professor James C. Hathaway 
launch an innovative Web site as part of his 
effort to promote a more globalized 
approach to the protection of refugees. The 
Refugee Caselaw Site (www.refugeecaselaw.0'8) 
is designed to promote transnational 
analysis of refugee law by policymakers, 
lawyers, and judges - and contains full- 
text judgments on refugee status rendered 
by the senior courts of leading asylum 
states. A unique feature of the site is that it 
allows for both structured and free-text 
searching. The site was among three Law 
School projects to receive laureate awards 
in 2000 through the Computenvorld 
Srnithsonian Awards program. 

Deborah Anker, director of Harvard Law 
School's Refugee Law Center, says, "Finally, 
the resource we - scholars, practitioners, 
adjudicators - have all desperately 
needed. The site puts at your fingertips the 
key full-text refugee cases from different 
countries, with summaries and a search 
engne that allows you instantly to focus on 
your topic. This is a true gold mine for the 
development of refugee law internationally 
and for all of us working in the field." 

The site is free, easy to work with, and 
all text can be copied and printed. Neatly 
complementing a curriculum in refugee 
and asylum law more extensive than that of 
any other law school, the new site 
underscores the University of Michigan's 
leadership role in international refugee law 

The Web site may be new, but there is 
nothing new about Hathaway's involve- 
ment in refugee and asylum law issues. 
For that, we would have to go back to his 
early experiences in law school. A one-term 
clinical program whle completing his LL.B. 
degree at Osgoode Hall Law School in 
Toronto completely engaged him. It was 
the mid-1970s; Canada was receiving huge 
numbers of South American asylum 
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The University of Michigan 
Law School 
Refugee Caselaw Site 
lhe purpose of this site is to promote transnational analysis of refugee law by advocates, decision-makers, 
and policymakers committed to the effective Implementation of international standards. 

OUR CURRENT COLLECTION 
The site cumntly collects, indexes, and publishes selected E e n t  court decisions that interpret the legal 
definttion of a "refugee." I t  presently contains cases fmm the highest national courtr of Austmlla, 
Austria, Canada, Germany, New Zealand, Switzerland, the United Kingdom, and the United States. 

Cases are in this database only because of their topical relevance. Users should not rely on any case as a 
cumnt correct and complete statement of the law without further research into its subsequent history 
and treatment. 

OUR RESEARCH PARTNERSHIP 
Cases for this site a n  indexed by of the Univedty of Michigan Law School, 
and by Professor Walter k l i n  of the - &  of the Faculty of Law, University of Bern. 

SEARCHING THE SITE 
Searching is possible by nference to any of severaL critcrla: case name, full text, name of party, country 
of origln of the claimant, juksciiction, and court. For sea~hes related to padcular issues, m ncommend 
the Matha- umka topical sea& method based on the chapter number system in The Lmv of Refugee 
%&us, Toronto, Buttemorths, 1991. SHICJICS initially conducted by Rfsnnce to one rrikrion can 
subsequently be refined by mference to other nltcria. 

seekers. "1 was the only one at the ciinic 
who spoke Spanish," Hathaway says. "Here 
I was, 22 years old and I was presented 
with the opportunity to work on complex 
legal issues, and for people whose lives 
were literally on the line." He was able to 
bring together the relevance of his 
undergraduate degree in international 
politics and his experience and 
understanding of how the world works. 
"To be able to do work that is really 
important, and to experience the challenge 
of worhng with people across linguistic 
and cultural divides, made lawyering 
exciting to me. I was hooked." 

"I still find ths  area just as challenging 
as when I first started," he says. "The more 
you work on something, the more you 
realize you know too little." 

Hathaway expresses a powerful sense of 
how many things there are yet to do. For 
instance, he points out that at one time, 
simply being declared to be a refugee was 
adequate protection. Now states are 
limiting entitlements. Involuntary migrants 
are likely to receive "a miserly version of 
generosity" - they may not be able to 
work and their children may not be 
educated. These realities are leading 
Hathaway into studylng the human rights 
that should follow a refugee, and studylng 
the threats to dignity that refugees 
experience. His explorations should result 
in a book he imagnes will be completed in 
a couple of years. 

The United States is one of 130 countries 
to sign a treaty agreeing to provide uniform 
treatment for refugees. "It does refugees an 
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~jwxice if= dont ruainxain uniformity," he 
s a y s . I h i s l s ~ n e 0 f r h e ~ f l ~ ~ ~ r h e n e w  
site is sa itn.pamt. 

According to GeoBAej, Care, president of 
the 400-member International Association 
of Refugee LawJUdges, ?he reguest that is 
made eontinwwly is to provide a readily 
accessible database of important decisions 
made by courts in all parts of the world* 
What appears to be needed is a pool of u p  
ta-date decisions from as wide a variety of 
judicd systems as 6-possible and covering 
d aspects of refugee law . . . This [site] 
will fill a p d n g  gap in legal materials 
h u e u t  the world in the area of asylum 
lam mpd practice." 

The Web site is the m 1 t  of a research 
p e & p  bemen Hathaway and the Law 
Sdim1.d bf-r Waiter Uih of the 
Fm3y of Uw, lhhmsiv of Bern in 
additisnz, UWS-NEXIS has made its en- 
cd~ecdrm of materials available t h u &  the-- 
site - also free of d u q e  - su that people 

I 

an@ mrcW af the Humam R@ts 
W a W W h d  md mes w-b m k r  
of the advisoly bomd for the Law M b  
center for l l 3 e r m l u  and c&3mpa;~aM 
Lam is atr amaverhere we could work 
topFtha,," Wadd Obn sGdd in 
mou+- EM #€. "\1ve could support 
both tk h kbL d f h a 6 r  tk WWk 
that Jane kk." 

Hathaway aide to rhc Paw Sched 
faculty in 1998 h Ospde HalI Law 
School of York W n i v e m i q  Cam&, whem 
hetau$~tfor14years.~~edteStheLavr 
School"s c d m n t  to kelcpimg this 
non&ti.od field of b w i i  a d h h g  
factor in his dechhm to joh tihe Michigan 
f a c u b U T h i s i s t h e ~ t l a w ~ 1 i n t h e  
United States to make a sigdcan% 
contribution to the area af intmutiod 
refbgee law. I am atmmely pmud to be a 
part of an mtutir>n so pmfm2;1dy 
committed to imcmtbn in its inteniutioml 
law curriculum." 

in peogmphic anas tha; mq#t never-ha6 
heen hie  to ac- these m ~ c e s  now have' 
them available for h&-*. 

kcause hese materials are available, 
coum and tribunals around the world can 
rqpond to the arrival af refugees with 
hiowledge about how other countlies have 
dealt with the sank issues, For example, 
South Africa is setting up_a~fu%ee system 
hr&e k t  time and judges need a 
resource to help them "come up to speed." 

Rodger Haines, QC, deputy chair of the 
Refugee Status Appeals Authority of New 
Zealand, says that a major obstacle to 
interp~eting and applying the Refugee 
C~nyenri~n has been the "lack of access to 
the lea@ jurispmdehce of the m j  or 
asylum countries." NQW internatid 
julispdace is accesib1e immdiady. 

Yhe new site2an a m s i ~ n  of the 
cmpdeMve Pmgram in 'a-e and 
&1im hftr at the k w  School, fm which 
&&away Is the director. A gemmuus grfr 
from &mdd &, md Jane 0IsoIson.o the Law 'L 

Rh~okh-wer for ~ h t p : ~ o d  and jaws C.  ath ha way 
Gf2?4&pm&w Eww 9UppaB th~ l'mm in 
& b e e  dMsy3um Law Rcddd Qb. ks 
a 1966 @we of the Law School and 
duirpm~n of the Law S c b d S  C ~ d t t e e  
of Visitom, w& his' wife, Jane, is founder 

1 Searches can be made in a v a r m  
of useful ways: @-  

k ,: 
by Hathaway number * 
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(an internationally recognized 
indexing system developed 
by Professor James C. 
Hathaway); 

* by full text; 
' by case name; 
I 

by country of originm 
by court; , by date of decision; 

I and by jurisdiction. 

' A program of 1 many ms 
The Program in Refugee and 

ylum Law encompasses: I a foundational course in 
international refugee law; 
advanced comparative and 
interdisciplinary policy 
seminars; 
a clinical program in U.S. 
asylum law; 
summer internships at leading 
refugee protection agencies both 
in  the United States and abroad; 
a visiting scholars program; 
and a biennial colloquium, 
Challenges in International 

C Refugee Law. 



Faculty students 
- Sometimes, hard as it m 1 A, - (back to back-to-back home runs~ to 

believe, law students and faculty preserve the win. 
members squeeze out time for recreation "For their part, the students displayed 
(intellectually stimulating recreation, of exemplary sportsmanship, providing the 
course) during the academic year. short-handed faculty squad with a catcher 

Sunday afternoon, October 22, was each inning and a third baseman during 
one of those times, and the occasion, in the last, due to FriedmanS early 
its own way rivaled the rare "Subway departure. 
Series" that pitted New York's Yankees "A good time was had by all." 
against Gotham's Mets. The afternoon's 
activities also brought out the zest for 
sports reporting that veteran Clinical 
Professor Paul Reingold judiciously bans 
from h legal writing. 

Here is Reingold's report, bguised as 
"From h s  weeh Sports fllustrated," and 
btributed via the Law School's e-mail 
network. 

"Forget the World Series: 
"On Sunday, October 22, the U-M Law 

School faculty softball team hosted a team 
of law students at Bums Park. Behmd the 
power pitchmg of Kathleen Clark (on 
loan from the St. Louis Cardmals), the 
faculty eked out a 13-10 victory 

"Shortstop John Loyd anchored the 
defense, whle clean-up htter David 'The 
Bomber' Baum hlt two homers and a 
triple, accounting for most of the faculty 
nlrE. 

"Adam 'Don't Put Me in the Outfield' 
Pritchard lut for the tricycle (three triples 
in three at-bats) and patrolled the power 
alley in left field. Tom Seymour, Jack 
Atkmson, and Howard Bromberg 
rounded out the outfield, while Baum, 
Paul Reingold, and Rich 'The Rabbit' 
Friedman provided error- free protection 
on the corners. Friedman pulled a 
quadricep muscle while f l y g  around the 
bases, but persevered until the last 
inning, when he had to leave the game 
(to pick up h daughter at a blnhday 
party). 

"Starter, middle reliever, and closer 
Clark held off a late-inning student rally 



LABORS YIELD 
BIG RESULTS 

Three busloads of first-year law 
students didn't allow the 90-degree 
temperatures or high humidity to deter 
them from thelr task. They had signed on 
to lay sod as their Orientation Service 
Day project, and lay sod they did. 

The site, SLY homes in the northwest 
Detroit area known as Bnghtmoor, built 
through the efforts of the Northwest 
Detrolt Neighborhood Development Inc. 
(NDND), has a special connection with 
the Law School. NDND is a client of the 
Law School's Legal Assistance for Urban 
Communities Clinic. (See story on 
page 22.) According to NDND's John 
O'Brien in his lunchtime remarks, the 
community organization couldn't have 
managed the tangle of red tape or 
contract negotiations without the clinic's 
legal expertise. To put it bluntly, the 
homes never would have been built. 

Aniving at the work site, the student 
volunteers gathered around O'Brien while 
he explained that NDND has been 
worklng to reclaim the Brightmoor 
community for the last 10 years. In that 
time the agency has built 96 new homes; 
50 in the last year. "Our goal is to 
completely rebuild the community in the 
nest 10 years," O'Brien said. 

Volunteers quickly divided into work 
groups, gathered gloves, ~vl-~eelbarrows, 
shovels, and rakes, and got busy on yards 
full of weeds, rocks, and packed dirt. 
While the volunteers prepared the yards, 
another NDND worker unloaded flats of 
rolled sod and deposited them at each 
yard to be transformed. 

And tr-nnsfo~-mcd is the right word. In 
three hours o f  incredibly hard work, s i ~  
homes traded their weeds for emerald 

green sod carpets. The concentration of 
SLY properties on one street emphasized 
the fact that a rebirth is indeed taking 
place in an area that has for years 
stnlgled with blight and decay 

"I like the fact that we get to see results 
right away," Wendy Chi said as she took a 
brief break from fitting sod. 

Shalandra Jones, resident of one of the 
homes receiving a nen7 yard, couldn't get 
over how wonderfill it nTas that the 
students were there. "My children will be 
able to play outside without getting so 
dirty now," she said. As everyone loaded 
onto the buses, she stood on her porch 
waving and calling out her thanks. 

Lunch speakers included: 
R Katie Foley, University of Michigan 

senlor who coordinates volunteers for 
NDND, described The Detroit Project, an 
organization that provides opportunities 
throughout the year for U-M students to 
do volunteer projects in Detroit. 

III NDND's O'Brien elaborated on the 
con~plexities of NDND's work. 

R Clinic Director Rochelle Lento and 
clinic staff member J. Taylor Teasdale 
represented the Legal Assistance to Urban 
Communities Clinic. They explained 
some of the practical behind-the-scenes 
activities the clinic handles as it provides 
legal and technical assistance to Detroit5 
community-based organizations. 

\\%at a vim!. !f ?ou could only have scen tltc 
"before. " Sltalandra Jones' n o v  front yard providcs 
the perfect perspective of a ti-ansfo~med Detroit 
street. and tlrcsc are the \~oluntcers who 1,ladc i t  
happen as part of tltc Latv School3 fall 
Oiientation Scnsicc Da? 

Continuing a program of community 
senice begun in 1993, more than 400 
students participated in a total of six 
Senice Day projects throughout the Ann 
Arbor and southeastern Mlchigan area. 
Projects in addition to the NDND "sod 
laying" included: 
I Students sorted and packed food 

boses at Gleaners Community Food Bank 
in Detroit. 

W The Greening of Detroit project 
involved garden and park maintenance. 
II Safe House, an Ann Arbor shelter 

for battered women and their children, 
benefited from students helping with 
weeding, organizing, cleaning, and 
painting. 
I Students visiting Glacler Hills 

Retirement Community in Ann Arbor 
helped with grounds \vork and painting. 
II Student ~~olunteers painted barns 

and did general maintenance projects at 
Dawn Farm, a long-term residentid 
substance abuse treatment facility in 
Ypsilanti. 



w I senior 

ABOVE: Commencement speaker Alfred 
M. Butzbaugh, '68, immediate past 

president of the State Bar of Michigan, 
warns gramurtes that there is a "'sure" 
in the bedrock principle that "a12 people 

have equal access to our justice. " 

ABOVE RIGHT: Graduates gather 
in the lobby of the Michigan Theater 

for a p u p  photo. 

RIGHT: The Headnotes, the a cappella 
group made up of law students, sings for 

Senior Day. The p p  recently has issued 
its own CD recording. (Sm story on page 9.) 
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F r o m  ancient teachings to recent 
graduates, Senior Day in December was 
a day of lessons and examples. 
Commencement speakers Sherman 
Clark, a Law School professor, and 
Alfred M. Butzbaugh, '68, immediate 
past president of the State Bar of 
Michigan, challenged these graduating 
summer starters to learn and follow the 
best that has gone before them. 

Butzbaugh, a long-time supporter of 
Access to Justice programs to provide 
legal help to people unable to pay for it, 
told graduates that public service 
opportllnities are not restricted to 
fulltime public service careers. He cited 
as examples several Law School 
graduates - like Sheema Roy, '98, with 
Baker & McKenzie in Chicago, who 
helped a disabled student get a van so 
he could go to school; and Nelson 
Miller, '87, who spends two afternoons 
each week providing legal advice to 
people in his west Michigan county; or 
Lore Ann Rogers, '83, whose lawsuit 
opened an international service club to 
women; and Carl Bernstein, '64, of 
New York City, who retired from his 
firm last year but continued to practice 
by taking a death penalty case in Georgia. 

These are the kinds of uses of 
lawyer's skills that are necessary if the 

public perception of lawyers and the 
legal profession is to be turned around, 
according to Butzbaugh, of Butzbaugh 
and Dewane PLC in St. Joseph, 
Michigan. "The bedrock of our legal 
system is that all people have equal 
access to our justice, but there is a 
fissure in the bedrock of that system," 
he said. Only a small percentage of poor 
people get the legal assistance they 
need, but "for every $1 the federal 
government puts into Medicaid it gives 
one-third of one cent to legal aid." 

An ABA poll last year showed that 
nearly half of respondents consider the 
legal system unfair to poor people and 
minorities, Butzbaugh reported, and 
90 percent of the respondents felt that 
affluent people and corporations have 
an unfair advantage when they go to 
court. "That is a devastating indictment 
of our legal system," he said. 

Clark, reaching back to the ancient, 
didactic storytelling of the Talmud, 
noted that the new lawyers in front of 
him take on a new responsibility for the 
law along with their J.D. degrees. In one 
tale, Clark recounted the story of the 
rabbi whose questioners mill not accept 
his interpretation. Even when the rabbi 
gets an answer from the heavens, one of 
his critics stands and exclaims, "It is not 
in heaven." 

"The secular lesson we might take away 
today is not, as might first appear, in any 
sense a lack of respect for authority" Clark 
said. "It is rather that despite the deepest 
and most profound respect for authority, 
we can and must take responsibility for 
our law. 

"Our legal system, our law, is deeply 
rooted in various forms of authority We 
appeal to statutory sources, and to 
precedent. It is possible in light of this to 
lose track of our own agency in and 
responsibility for the law and its 
outcomes. What I mean is this: Before we 
joined this profession, before we 'took to 
the law,' as they used to say it may have 
been possible for us to view the law - its 
interpretations and its injustices - as 
something imposed upon 'us' by 'them.' 
It was possible for us to complain 
righteously that that ever-vague and 
amorphous 'they' should fix the law, 
remedy its inequities, make right its 
injustices. 

"Well, nou7 it is we who are the 'they' 
We have lost the right to look outside 
ourselves for ansu7ers to the dilemmas 
posed by the law. It is our law now. This 
does not mean that we in any way reject 
the authority of - in our case - 
democratically enacted statutes and 
common law interpretations, any more 
than the rabbis were rejecting the 
authority of heaven. It means, instead, 
that it is our job now to find ways of 
respecting our own forms of binding 
authority as we at the same time take full 
ownership of what is, like it or not, nowT 
our law, and as we take full responsibility 
for making our law what it needs to be." 

Dean Jeffrey S. Lehman, '81, welcomed 
the graduates to the "vibrant and 
supportive worldwide community of more 
than 18,000 women and men" who have 
graduated from the Law School. This 
class, he said, is "the very best that the 
U-M Law School has to offer the world." 

"You will be missed," Law School 
Student Senate President Brandon 
Marcellus Mack told the graduates. 

Graduates ~ u t ~ i o i l  AJ:iyaina ntid Susali Sliiitli Graduate Karl S. ~ a s t r o m ,  elected bj7 
congratulate cacli othcl: his fellow graduates to address them, left 

listeners with questions, among them: 
What story do you come back and tell 

in 5, 10, 20, or 25 years? 
What will you have done to change 

the world? 



Examining careers from the inside 1 

Careers in criminal law is the topic of the day, with 
speakers, from left: David Moran, '91, a Wayne 
State University Law School professor who worked 
eight years with the State Appellate Defender 
Office; Jim Dietz, chief division counsel for the FBI's 
Detroit Division ofice; and Benjamin Liston, of the 
Macomb County Prosecutor's Office. The criminal 
law program was the third in afall term series on 
career options sponsored by the Ofice of Career 
Services. Other programs dealt with careers with 
the federal government and in management 
consulting/investment banking. 

"The work is interesting," Jim ~ i e t z m  Dietz said he probably had more fun 
chief division counsel for the FBI's as an FBI agent, but his current work is 
Detroit Division, says of his career with more interesting. Among his duties, he 
the federal agency, first as an agent, now instructs FBI agents and pravides advice Conection 
as an attorney 

his is black letter law," Benjamin 
on says of his work as a prosecutor 

with the Macomb County Prosecutor's 

at is among the most rewarding 
feelings I've ever had - walking these 
people out of prison," David  ora an, 
'9 1, says of his work as a criminal 
defense appellate lawyer. 

Three sews of a legal career from the 
u 

x&ntage  point of experience - 
presented to Law School students as 

and counsel, monitors state legislation 
that can affect FBI operations, works 
with the U.S. attorney when the agency 
is sued, reviews forfeitures, and handles 
Freedom of Information Act requests. 

Liston noted that up to 98 percent of 
the cases that come to his office are 
settled in plea bargains and only about 
one percent actually go to trial. He said 
he enjoys trylng cases, and "having the 
action remedied in a court is a huge 
sense of satisfaction." 

For Moran, who spent 8 years with 
part of the Office of Career Services' the State Appellate Defenders Office 
three-part fall term series on career before taking his current post teaching 
options. Dietz, Liston, and Moran spoke at Wayne State University Law School, 
for the program on criminal law, the last "If you're committed to the idea that 

* - 
in the series. Previous programs had everyone should get his day in court, 
addressed careers with the f e d e r a l t h i s  is a great job." But, he warned, 
government and in the fields of 



The public service horizon - at home and abroad 
Matching your talents and your values 

is "a very important form of 
compensation ," according to Robert 
Precht, director of the Law School's Office 
of Public Senrice. A form of 
compensation that many people find in 
public service work, he says. 

"Do all of you have a sense of what 
your talents are? Precht asked as he 
outlined opportunities in the public 
senice arena during a program in 
September. "What are your values?" 

Precht explained that the School's 
recently revised debt management policy, 
"one of the top debt management 
programs in the country," offers graduates 
the opportunity to take lower payng 
public service jobs even if they have 
accumulated considerable debt in order 
to attend law school. In addition, the 
Student Funded Fellowships program 
offers law students the opportunity to 
receive cnmpensation for unpaid public 
senice work while they still are law 
students. 

Precht shared the program with 
Carolyn Spencer, a counselor/attorney 
with the Law School's Office of Career 
Senices and a specialist in government 
positions, and third-year law student 
Adam Wolf, who has worked with the 
ACLU in southern California and the 
NAACP Legal Defense Fund during his 
summers between classes. 

There is "enormous iob satisfaction" as 
J 

well as autonomy and responsibility in 
government work, Spencer said. And the 
work is ~i~gnificant because it deals with 
making policy, making history or 
working with people's real problems. 
"You have to recognize that the pay is not 
stellar, but you still can make a good 
living," she said. 

Wolf outlined ho~v  he quickly found 
himself in the thick of a case involving 
the lack of advanced placetnent courses 
in poorer schools during his first summer 
with the ACLU in southern California. 
The ACLU office is headed by Mark 
Rosenbaum, a frequent visiting professor 
at the Law School. 

During the summer between his 
second and third years of legal education, 
Wolf worked with the NAACP Legal 
Defense Fund in New York City. "From 

the first day there, I ~vorked on a 
segregation case," he said. "It was a 
remarkable esperience. I'd ~vake up even 
day and be escited about going to work. 
I'd go to bed thinkrng about what we'd 
do the nest day" 

"1 think publlc Interest nrorli is a 
wonderful way to spend your career, and 
I want to invite you to join in it," 
Wolf said. 

Later, in October, the Public Interest 
Group and the Iate~national Law Society 
sponsored a program on international 
public Interest opportunities featuling 
students who discussed their experiences 
in a number of settings: 

Kate Semple Barta, a third-year law 
student, worked with the Jesuit Refugee 
Senrice in Zambia last summer, and 
during the summer of 1999 did refugee 
work with the Helsinki Committee in 
Budapest. She won a fellowship from the 
Law School's Refugee and Asylum Law 
program to do her work in Zambia; she 
located the position in Budapest through 
the University of Michigan's International 
Institute. 

Kevin Kolber, also a 3L, used a Law 
School Bates Fellowship to work in India 
last summer. Through the Law School's 
ties to Cambodia, he worked in 
Cambodia during summer 1999 doing 
research on a trade agreement between 
the United States and Cambodia. 

Jared Genser, 3L, did an externship 
ilt1.1 the AIRE Center, a human rights 
organization in London, England. "I was 
able to see human rights law in practice 
and see what it is like to be a human 
rights lawyer on a day-to-day basis," he 
sad .  He worked on the case of James 
Mawdsle): the human rights protester 
sentenced to 17 years in solitary 
confinement in Burma. (A joyful Genser 
reported the release of Mawdsley a few 
days later and flew off to London to greet 
Mawdsley. See story on page 60.) 
I Second-year student Archana Pyati, 

who worked with a non-governmental 
organization in Cambodia last summer. 
"It was an eve-opener as to what sorts of , L 

things you want to do for- the rest of your 
life," she said. 

W Catherine Koh, 2L, worked in 
Argentina last summer, first with the 
Supreme Court of Argentina, then with a 
private law firm in Buenos Ail-es. She was 
supported through a Latin American and 
European Studies Fellowship. 
I Marisa Goldstein, 2L, worked last 

summer with the Department of Defense 
in Washington, D.C. Goldstein wrote 
much of the treaty of nonproliferation 
between the United States and IJzbekistan, 
she said. Government work often is 
public senice work, she added. "I think 
there's a lot of value in sewing your 
own people." 



Practice 

paves road 
to state 

judgeships 

Being a state judge is a little like being a 
winged horse - a couple of breeds rolled 
into one. Or, as the Hon. Susan Neilson of 
the Wayne County Circuit Court put it: 
"If you want to be a judge in the state court 
system, sooner or later you have to run 
[for election] ." 

Maybe so, but most state judges come to 
the bench via appointment, then stay there 
via election as an incumbent, explained 
Washtenaw County Circuit Court Judge 
Donald Shelton, '68. Incumbent judges 
rarely are defeated because voters generally 
can't distinguish among judicial candidates 
so they vote for the current officeholder, 
Shelton said. 

These and other viewpoints came out 
during a program at the Law School in 
October called "Being A Lawyer Is Not 
Enough." The program was sponsored by 
the Michigan State Bar's Professional 
Development and Opportunities Committee 
as part of its effort to encourage young 
people to consider judicial careers. 

Women and minorities are 
underrepresented throughout the Michigan 
court system, e?cplained committee chair 
Marcia Goffney, managng counsel for 
Dow Coming. 

"This is the most difficult job you can 
imagine," reported Shelton, who has been 
on the bench for 11 years. "If you are 
looking for something easy to do, that pays 
good money and has good hours, this is not 
the thing for you. 

"Sending someone to prison or malung a 
decision that totally changes a person's life 
is not supposed to be easy I told myself, if 
it ever gets easy, I'd quit." 

You serve as a judge, Shelton said, 
because it's "an opportunity in your life to 
be of service to others." 

"I love being a judge," said Wade Harper 
McCree, of the Thirty-sixth District Court 
in Detroit. "We deal with everyday common 
problems, but to the person in front of you 
it's the biggest thing there is." 

Panelists agreed that Michigan's three- 
year-old law requiring that judicial 
candidates have practiced law for at least 
five years will improve the state judiciary. 
Since 1997, a candidate cannot become a 
Michigan judge until he has practiced law 
for at least five years. Panelists agreed that 
such experience improves the judiciary As 
Michigan Supreme Court Justice Marilyn J. 
Kelley put it, "Getting out there and doing 
is a good way to start." 

Kelley practiced for 17 years before 
running for a judicial seat. A blend of 

S w i n g  as a jltdgc is "the most dgficult job  yo^^ can 
imagine." and you do it because it offers "an 
opport~cnity in vour life to be o f  serv~ce to others," 
\;Vashtenaw County Circuit Court Judge Donald 
Sltelton, '68, explains during the program "Being 
A Lawyer Is Not Enough" at the Law School in 
October Other panelists include:Judge Wade 
Harper McCree, Thirty-sixth District Court, Wavne 
County Oeft in background);Judge Swan  Neilson, 
Third Circuit Court, Wayne County, Civil Division 
(not shown); Magistrate Irma Chencvert-Brag. 
Thirty-siuth District Court, Detroit (cotter 
bacltground); Judge Tiniot h j ~  M. Kcttny, niird 
Circuit Court, Wavne Countv (right background); 
and the Hon. Marilvn]. Kelley, Michigan Supreme 
Coutt (not shown). The program was presented at 
tlie Law School as part o f  a Michigan Statc Bar 
Association effort to encourage law students to 
considerjudicial cat-eers and infotm them of 
opportunities on tlie bench. 

community involvement, bar activity, and 
political party activity provided "a good 
recipe for me" to get to the bench, she said. 

Other panelists included Magistrate Irma 
Chenevert-Brag of the Thirty-sixth District 
Court in Detroit and Judge Timothy M. 
Kenny of the Third Circuit Court in 
Wayne County. 
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Following the 'cntt ting e 
around the world 

Each term, regular attendees at the 
International Law Workshop lectures come 
away with insights into the crosscurrents of 
global lawmaking that only can be 
provided by the actors themselves or 
learned students of those actors' activities. 

Despite the expertise of each session's 
main speaker, these are not one-sided 
programs of dicta from the lectern. Each 
program includes comment - sometimes 
quite critical comment - on the speaker's 
position, as well as penetrating questions 
from students and faculty in the audience. 

In one program, for esample, Affiliated 
Overseas Faculty member Christopher 
McCrudden, human rights professor at 
Osford University, outlined "The European 
Union's New Human Rights Charter" and 
noted the need for the charter because 
there is "no one place where all the rights 
are set out in a coherent form." However, 
responded James Hathaway, a law professor 
and director of the Law School's Refugee 
Law Program, "What's driving this7 I think 
we go back to the economization of human 
rights. The project looks an awful lot to me 
like WTO's &tempt to set up its own 
human rights monitoring system." 

"Why now? a questioner then asked 
about the European Union's effort. 
"Enlargement is an issue," McCrudden 
answered. "A unanimous vote is needed. If 
five new states come in then you need their 
votes. So now it [the EU's human rights 
charter] can be embedded and entrenched 
by a smaller number of countries." 

The weekly talks, organized during the 
fall term by Professors Hathaway, Daniel 
Halberstam, and Robert Howse, and 
Assistant Dean Virginia Gordan, are 

designed to generate just this type of 
critical eschanse. Each program also is 
available on videotape through the Law 
School's Center for International and 
Comparative Law. 

Here are other programs in the fall term 
series: 

Traditionally human rights has 
embraced civil and political rights, and 
"only recently have economic and social 
rights been part of human rights," Ernst- 
Ulrich Petersmann, University of Geneva 
professor of European law, es~lained in his 
talk "Human Rghts and the World Trade 
Orgmizaton." "Most international lawyers 
dor;'t see any linkage between international 
economic law and human rights." WTO 
rule-making and other procedures "should 
be more open, not behind closed doors," 
and "national legslatures should be 

Affiliated O\lerscnc Faculty mmbcr Bnino Sinimn. 
qf the University qfMunich and n mcnlbo- qftltc 
LTNS lntcn~ational Law Co~nrnission, outlincs the 
cnmmissioni proposed human rigllts cl~nr-tcl: 

involved at the front end, not just at the 
final ratification," Petersmann said. "I think 
it is extremely important to have 
deliberative democracy in the L I T @ , "  he 
said, and "we the citizens should be treated 
as legal subsects of \WO." In his response, 
Affiliated Overseas Faculty member Bruno 
Simma noted his discomfort with "the 
economization of human lights" and 
recounted how what the founders of the 

Con tin~icd on page 20 



UN considered to be human rights is 
different from what the WTO considers to 
be human rights. 

4 International law originated between 
governments, and still is made by 
governments, but has expanded to affect 
individuals' human rights, labor standards, 
and other activities, according to Eyal 
Benvenisti, professor at the Hebrew 
University of Jerusalem's Faculty of Law 
"Why do we trust the government? 
Domestically, we don't trust the 
government - we have checks and 
balances - so why should we tmst the 
government internationally? It apparently is 
because the government speaks for the 
nation, but the fact of the matter is that 
this position is not warranted." Treaty- 
making usually occurs out of public view, 
so "it is harder to change a treaty than to 
change domestic law," Benvenisti said. "The 
rules concerning treaties provide significant 
advantages for smaller groups at the 
expense of the larger groups." 

4 International law in recent decades 
has come to recognize that "legal obligation 
is said to exist in public interest," Simma 
ex~lained during his International Law 
Workshop lecture in October. A member of 
the UN's International Law Commission, 
which is charged with codifying 
international law, Simma noted that state 
responsibility, the last main issue before the 
commission; "almost cuts across all of 
international law." Traditionally, 
international law was "bilateral" law 
between tm70 nations. But in recent decades 
a sense of '-community interest" has 
emerged to take in human rights, 
international trade, the environment, and 
o~her  issues. Simma is a member of the law 
faculty at the University of Munich. 

4 "Fiji, Coups, and the Rule of Law" 
was the topic for Queen's Counsel Rodger 
Haines, deput)~ chair of the Refugee Status 
Appeals Authority of New Zealand and a 
lecturer at Auckland University Faculty of 
Lab,. Coups in Fiji - two in the late 1980s 
and a third last May - have bred new 
constitutions - the second in 1990, 20 
years after independence, a third in 1997 
- but few Fijians understand what their 
constitution provides, Haines said. In 
contrast to national identity throughout the 
Pacific, "there is a retreat to a village 
identity" in Fiji. For the working Fijian, 
"there was a complete failure of the rule of 
law," he said. 

For Chantal Thomas, a Fordham 
Law School professor and world trade 
expert, the U.S. Constitution offers only 
the barest of guidelines for dealing with the 
"substantive expansion" of world trade that 
has "moved into everyday questions of 
setting norms" for financial services, 
intellectual property, and other fields. 
Traditionally, international trade dealt with 
tariffs, but since World War I1 there has 
been a major expansion in international 
trade law and during the 1990s members 
of GATT turned to non-tariff areas like 
health and safety issues. The "fast track" 
that gves Congress an "up or down vote" 
on trade pacts negotiated by the executive 
branch came about because of the difficulty 
of matching Article 1's congressional power 
to regulate foreign commerce and Article 
11's presidentiavsenatorial treaty powers 
with the realities of modem world trade. 
This and other changes have placed "too 
much emphasis on expediency [and] too 
little emphasis on transparency," 
Thomas said. 

E Drawing parallels with cases of 
domestic violence, University of Alberta 
Faculty of Law Professor Annalise Acorn, a 
visiting professor at the Law School, 
expressed sltepticism toward the worth of 
apology and forgiveness in  he public 
arena. "Institutions are especially good at 
bogus apologies that fudge the question of 
authority," she  old the International Law 
Workshop in November. Apology in both 

cases can be used "as a tool to maintain 
and manage an abusive situation, and not a 
tool leading to any kind of meaningful 
change," she said in a talk called 
"Forgveness, Apology, and Conflict of the 
Past: The South African Truth Commission 
and Beyond." You can't expect meaningful 
apology from an institution unless the 
institution itself adinits wrong, she said. 
With that in mind, perhaps South Africa's 
Truth and Reconciliation Commission is 
eliciting meaningful apologies because 
apologes there come from "the people who 
actually perpetrated the deed." 

The growing international matrix of 
commerce and trade makes it appropriate 
to have international guidelines for 
business, David Weissbrodt, a professor at 
the University of Minnesota Law School, 
told the International Law Workshop in 
November in the concluding lecture of the 
fall term series. Ainong the issues for 
consideration are: To what extent can 
international law and UN guidelines apply 
to businesses? Should guidelines apply 
only to transnational businesses, or to all 
companies? Is it appropriate for the UN to 
develop guidelines that reflect social 
accountability? How much should 
corporations be considered responsible for 
the conduct of their agents? Should 
guidelines be binding or voluntary? What 
subjects should guidelines cover? How can 
guidelines be implemented? 



Exercising academic and intellectual freedoms 
"THE PROTECTION OF ACADEMIC 
AND INTELLECTUAL FREEDOMS 
REQUIRES A CONSTANT REMINDER 
OF THEIR VALUE AND 
VULNERABILITY. TO PROVIDE FOR 
THAT REMINDEK THE FACULTY OF 
THE UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN 
HEWBY RESOLVES TO ESTABLISH AN 
ANNUAL SENATE LECTURE ON 
ACADEMIC AND INTELLECTUAL 
FREEDOM. . ." 

- UNIVE=ITY O F  MICHIGAN 

SENATE ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION 

It's no surprise to find the Law School 
intimately involved in the celebration of 
the annual Davis, Markert, Nickerson 
lectures, just as it has been involved since 
the beginning of the lecture series a decade 
ago. The series celebrates academic 
freedom and the free speech that lies at its 
core. It is named for H. Chandler Davis, 
Clement L. Markert, and Mark Nickerson, 
the three University of Michigan faculty 
members who were forced to leave the 
University after they refused to testify in 
1954 to a congressional committee 
investigating the communist threat to the 
United States. 

The role of the law in such issues is 
profound, and three of the first 10 speakers 
in the series have close association with the 
Law School: 

Then-U-M Law School Dean Lee C. 
Boll~nger, now president of the University 
of Michigan, who delivered the series' 
second lecture, in 1992. 

The Hon. Avern Cohn, '49, of the 
U.S. District Court for the Eastern District 
of Michigan, delivered the s i ~ t h  lecture in 
the series, in 1996. 

And Roger W Wilkins, '56, the 
Clarence J. Robinson Professor of History 
and American Culture at George Mason 
University, delivered the series' seventh 
lecture, in 1997. 

The lecture series marked its 10th 
anniversary in October with a special 
symposium held at the Law School. From 
the opening keynote speech by NE\Y York 
Times Pulitzer Prize-~lnning columnist 
Anthony Lewis to the final panel 
discussion - "Constructive Dialogs on 
Thorny Issues" - participants wrestled 
with the role of free speech and academic 
freedom in our increasingly complex, often 
contentious world. 

Freedom of speech is fragle, Len% said, 
and there are plenty of examples of its 
abridgement during the 20th centun - 
for pacifists during World War I, for 
anarchists, communists, and s)ndicalists 
during \Vorld War 11, and during the -'Red 
Scare" of the 1950s. Presidential candidate 
Eugene Debs ran for president from jail in 
1920 because he had been convicted under 
the Espionage Act for el~ressing s)mpathy 
for three men who had resisted the draft, 
Lewis noted. 

Indeed, we live in a "time of broad 
toleration" today Uni~~ersity of hlichigan 
President Lee C. Bollinger said in his 
remarks for the celebration. Debs' 
conviction and imprisonment, and his 
subsequent presidential race from behind 
bars, nrould be "unthinkable" today 
Bollinger said. 

"Freedom of speech as we know it today 
does not have the stamp of the ages. . . . It 
really is an invention of the 20th cen tun . .  . 
and that in itself ought to p r e  us pause." 

Earlier free speech opponents tended to 
be from the right side of the political 
spectrum, but many of the more recent 
aitacks, like university speech codes, have 
come from liberals on the left. The lecture 
series reminds everyone that "you must be 
continuallv alert to new fornls of 

1 

censorship and oppression toward open 
tho-~ght," Bollinger said. 

New b r k  Times colutntiist Antlion! Lorls dc111~crs 
thc l:~?~riotc addtrss in October to I ~ I ( I I C ~ I  thc lOtll 
antii\~crsal? cclcl?rntion of thc annual Davis, 
Marlzert. Nicl:crson Symposiu~n Lcct~trc on 
Acadcrnic and hitcllectual Frcedom. Hc was 
in troduccd b?~Jamcs E. nnd Sarali A. Degcln 
P,qfcssor Emclitus TlicodowJ. St. Antoinc, '54. 
sccrctayv o f  tlic Acadcrnic Frccdorn Lcitltrc Fund. 



Legal Assistance for Urban Communities - ' 

Just imagine. You're a community 
organizer with an undersized budget and 
an overwhelming k t  of needs. And getting 
through that list means making your way 
through a maze of federal, state, local, and 
even neighborhood red tape. You may have 
to negotiate contracts with government 
agencies and private builders. Or make the 
rounds of public meetings that pave the 
way for things like zoning changes and 
building projects. 

For a decade, community-based groups 
in Detroit have been turning to the Law 
School's Legal Assistance for Urban 
Communities C h i c  (LAUC) , which 
provides all these and other services while 
offering its students a precious taste of legal 
practice that brings life to their classroom 
discussions and satisfaction to their 
contributions. 

The idea for the clinic began with Dean 
Jeffrey S. Lehrnan, '8 1, who envisioned it as 
a way to bring the University "directly into 
the center of a complex social problem" by 
providing the "scarce, sophsticated, and 
expensive legal 'technology' " that 
cornmunity-based organizations need to 
battle urban blight. 

In the spirit of its goals, the Law School3 Legal 
Assistancefor Urban Communities Clinic makes its 
headquarters in this refurbished historical building 

?f ! 81 09 East Jeferson in Detroit. I - . -*yb'..-, , J,, ; - 
-m kb' ~ r . ? ~ ' -  2 - . 



Matt Wchcr 

Lcgal Assistancefor Urban Communities 
Dirprtor Rochcllc Lmto 

Explain Lehman and Clinic Director 
Rochelle Lento, who has headed LAUC 
since it began: "We wanted to find a way - - 

for the University in general, and the Law 
1 - -- 

School in particular, to be constructi\re 
participants in the process of community 
transformation and redevelopment. And we 
thought the key might lie in the School's 
ability to award academic credit to students 
who are educated in the process of 
providing senices at no charge to 
community-based organizations." 

That key unlocks a great deal. Basically, 
LAUC teaches law students while helping 
community groups develop housing for 
Detroiters, usually low-income Detroiters. 
Along the way, community group members 
learn the ropes of dealing with government 
agencies and contractors. Law students 
learn the nuts and bolts of communit~r- 
based development and get to practice 
what their in-class professors preach. It's 
been a win-win partnership. 

Take, for esample, the case of Brush 
Park Development Co~poration and its 
development group partners. Their efforts 
on one project are espected to lead to the 
opening this summer of a $9 million, 11 3- 
unit L-shaped housing structure for low- 
income senior citizens. The project 
occupies a 12-acre site in one of Detroit's 
designated historic areas, where many of 

the late 19th century homes had 
deteriorated into neglected shells of their 
fonner g1ol-y and some had been 
abandoned for 20 years or more. 

Easy to move in and clear, light! 
kVrong. 
Histonc de~i~gnation may be appealing, 

but it also poses substantial legal hurdles. 
"In order to tear anything down you have 
tc get pelmission. You have to put out a 
bid, have to find out if anyone is interested 
in restoring it," explains Patricia Holmes 
Dcuglas, Brush Park's executive director. 

Detroit in fact is a city of tangled titles, 

acqulsltlon, actually gettlng property 
~ n t o  our control can be a ntghtmxe," 
Douglas notes. 

Law School students, she says, pro\~ded 
"an immeasurable amount of support 
They do a lot of behlnd the sccnes lsg\~orli 
that alienates lots of the problems we have 
to go through 011 a daily basls. They have a 
better knowledge of what to look for, lvhat 
questions to ask, and when ~t comes to the 
tltle, gettlng it and renenlng ~t " 

and "when it comes to property L.A\\~ QUADRANGLE NOTES SPRING 7001 23 



Brush Park, teaming with another group 
called Crosswinds, also is working to 
rehabilitate into condominiums at least 
10 homes in the area, which is across the 
Fisher Freeway from Comerica Park. the 
Detroit Tigers' new home field. (LAUC also 
is working with a community development 
group in the Corktown area, home of the 
recently abandoned Tiger Stadium.) 

In the win-win spirit of LAUC, law 
student Markeisha J .  Miner has found her 
work \ l t h  Brush Park to be "very 
rewarding and satisfying." She has 
reviewed project agreements, assisted in 
revision of the group's neighborhood 
development plan, attended bid meetings 
to select contractors, and helped to plan a 
future assisted living development. 

"I appreciate the practical learning that 
clinic work involves, particularly the ability 
to apply what I've learned in the classroom 
while I'm still in law school, as opposed to 
waiting until my summer internships or 
after graduation," Miner says. 

"For example, in property class first 
year, zoning was a very important topic - - 
and we o n 6  casually referred to title- 
insurance. Now, however, zoning and title 
work are such integral components of the 
work we do for our clients in the clinic 
that I've found the clinic gves me a much 
better perspective. And it reinforces the 
importance of these issues in a way that 
could not be achieved in the classroom 
setting alone." 

"I've grown up driving through and 
living near Brush Park," she adds. "I've also 
worked just a few miles away, at the 
Museum of African American History, and 
worked out at the Brewster-Wheeler 
Community Center in Brush Park. It's 
amazing to see both where the community 
has been and where it is going." 

Crosstown in Corktown, the Tigers' 
former home base and the site of 
professional baseball for nearly all of the 
20th century, other LAUC students are 
working with the community-based 
Corktotvn Consumer Housing Cooperative 
(CCHC), which has been providing 
affordable housing to residents for decades. 
"An incredible esperience," student R. Teig 
Whaley-Smith reports. "Working with such 
a dedicated group gives me renewed faith 
that Detroit is headed in the right direction." 

COLJRTCSY OF rl ISCO, WAFFER &z PAPPAS INC ARCHITECT< AND PlANNER5 - I 
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Whaley-Smith and his clinic partner, 
law student Jamie Patrick Raulerson, have 
been working with Corktosvn to develop a 
duplex for low- to moderate-income 
families. They have negotiated with Detroit 
to change the development agreement to 
satisfy a lender, drafted warranty deeds and 
purchase agreements, reviewed contracts, 
and studied how Corktown's tas-esempt 
status might be affected if it joined hands 
with a for-profit organization to re-develop 
some high-visibility properties. 

"The IRS uses a comples set of rules and 
standards to assess whether such alliances 
further the nonprofit's charitable purpose 
or unduly benefit the private developer," 
Raulerson explains. "We ultimately advised 
CCHC to limit its involvement in order not 
to risk losing its status as a tay-exempt 501 
(c)(3) organization ." 

"The development process is 
complicated, and working through the 

pitfalls with an esperienced organization 
has helped me understand how to mediate 
the inevitable roadblocks to developing 
affordable housing," adds Whaley-Smith. 
"The clinic supervisors don't just give us 
the 'menial labor' assignments. Instead, 
they let us take on the challenging issues 
that developers face. Furthermore, we are 
given the responsibility of meeting with 
clients face-to-face ." 

They also meet face-to-face with clinic 
faculty, with people's schedules and clinic 
record-keeping kept on track by LAUC's 
administrative assistant, Marilyn Genoa. 
Once a week, the 20 students enrolled in 
the clinic meet with the clinic's faculty 
supervisors, Lento, Teresa Gueyser, and 
Matt Weber. With about 30 client 
organizations on the clinic roster, there is 
plenty to discuss. 

"The experience of the clinical 
professors is amazing," says Whaley-Smith. 
"Throughout the semester, they have laid 
out what problems we are likely to face 
while working for community developers, 
and have given us the lowdown on how to 
attack those problems. I've never had a 
question that they were not able to answer. 
And I ask a lot of questions." 

Launched dunng the 1990-9 1 school 
year, the clinic and its work have drawn 
notice and praise from throughout the 
nation. By the mid-1990s, an external 
review committee ranked LAUC as 
"among the best clinic law school programs 
nationally in affordable housing and 
community economic development." The 
cllnic, the committee said, is "an impressive 
pedagogcal and public senrice initiative." 

Lento's role also has been recognized. 
She is editor-in-chief of the American Bar 
Association's Jozltnal on Affoldaldc H o ~ c s i n ~  
and Comnlunity Dcvclopmcnt Law and a 
member of the gorrerning board of the 
ABPis Forum on Affordable Housins and 
Community Development Law. During 
1999-2000 she was part of the select group 
named to the Detroit Chamber of 
Commerce's Leadership Class. 

"Having the benefit of being with LAUC 
since its inception, I have had the 
gratifying opportunity to witness the 

growth of the clinic,'' Lento says. "LAUC 
has become a critical tool as legal advisor 
to Detroit nonprofit developers. Over the 
10 years, LAUC has been integrally 
in\lolved in incorporating and obtaining 
federal tax esemption for dozens of 
nonprofit corporations, and has assisted in 
the development of more than 350 units of 
affordable rental housing and 50 units of 
new single family homes. 

"Michigan law students have guided 
that development process, enhancing their 
own legal skills and es~ertise while 
providing a valuable community senice. 
This has been a mutually rewarding 
experience for the nonprofits and the law 
students involved." 

LAUC plans to host its 10th Year 
Anniversary Celebration in Detroit in 
Aucpst. 

This artist? rendition shows the L-shaped, 113-unit 
housing development that Brush Parlz Senior 
Housing Development Corporation will ope11 in 
Detroit this summer Studmtsfrom the Law Schooli 
Legal Assistancefor Urban Communities Clinic 
(LAUC) have been instrumental in providing the 
legal expwtise and legwork that has brought the 
project to fruition. This year LAUC celebrates 
10 years of working with community-based 
organizations like Brush Park as a training ground 
for Law School students and a source o f e n e r p  and 
legal knowledge to help community-based groups 
accomplish their goals. 

"We wanted to find a way for the 
University in general, and the 
Law School in particular, to be 
constructive participants in the 
process of community transformation 
and redevelopment. And we 
thought the key might lie in the 
School's ability to award academic 
credit to students who are educated 
in the process of providing services 
at no charge to community-based 
organizations." 

- DEAN JEFFREY S. LEHMAN, '81, 
AND CLINIC DIRECTOR 

ROCHELLE LENTO 
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Searching out 
The Mystery of Courage 

The Mystery of Courage (Harvard 
University Press, 2000), Thomas A. Long 
Professor of Law William Ian Miller 
codesses, is s o m e h g  he came to through 
cowardce: p-- 

9 - "My original iirthtion was to focus on 
~CCwaxhce, especially the petty cowardices 
of daily life, those occasions on whch we 
try to satisfy ourselves that it was our 
politeness and tact that kept us silent in the 
face of offensiveness rather than our fear of 

person at one me m y  be a coward at 
another. Thm are courageous cowrds anti 
cowardly heroes. Peer p m r e  can folge a 

 hero -or a c o d .  
Tnckmg the mystery of courage as 

Miller does is like exploring an immense 
river whose source is its countless 
!tributaries. Chapters are like landmarks, 
with titles like "Atistodemus, or Cowardxe 
Redeemed," "'I Have a Wife and Pigs:'" 
"Shoot the Stragglexs and the Problem of 
Retreat," "Offense, Defense and Rescue" 
(an excerpt from thrs chapter begins on 
page 64). "M-q the chicken," "Praised Be1 
Rashness," and "Moral Courage and 
Civility" 

In the end, Miller decihes, Those 
ignorant of danger, whkther because of 
stupidity, insensibility, or madness, are nor 
courageous. One must appreciate the 
danger at stake, even if that appreciation 
does not E m p t  fear. And then courage is 
too valuable to grant it to everyone who 
succe- at a task that it took some 
madbaling of will to do. There must be 
danger and hardship to overcome, real 
danger and hardship, publicly discernible, 
properly appreciated2!~--~. r - -,-- . F -- +: 

E - : * d  ;:.m-F:.?; * - .+ 

making an enemy or a scene. . . . 1='8j$$a 
thought such a book would fipimer Un-blurring the borders 

nicely in a misanthropic series pmceded by between judicial 
my writings on humiliation and h ~ s t .  Of . .. . . - 
course I would have had to discuss and policy debate 
courage, but as an absence, as a glorious 
and admonishg phantom whose chief The histed suicide issue illustrates how 
effect was to renair us miserable by our blurry the lines can become between policy 
inability to measure up. . . . But courage rnalang and adjudication. For example, the 
could not be so rudely constrained. It laid U.S. Supreme Court's decision in, 
siege to my initial intentions and succeeded Washington v. Gluchsberg in 1997 - that 
in breaching them with ease. No wonder statutes prohbiting physicians from r n ~ ; .  v.188 1 . ---4 f 

cowardice gave way; that's what cowardice assisting in suicides may be constitutlona~ 
always does." - has quelled litigation but only quieted 
- As a practical matter, M the moral, ethical, and policy debate over 

'- mostly the accounts and journals of sol&ers assisted suicide. 
because they "feel obliged more than most In Law at the End of Lije: The Supreme 
to try to come to terms with courage." He C o v  and Assisted Suicide (University of 
writes t h ,  his newest book, for one of Michgan Press, 2000), editor Carl E. 
those solders: "For my father, N o m n  Schneider, '79, and eight fellow writers ; 
Miller, who fought in the Pacific, 194345." provide material f~r,~what Schneider cal1s'"a ' 

Cowards can be heroes, and heroes discourse that mak& sophisticated 
Miller finds. One person's courage explanation and criticism of judicial 

may be another's cowardice. A courageous opinions available to @e public that is 



concerned with the political questions that 
have become confided to courts." The 
book's essays compile talks delivered at a 
conference at the Law School in 1997 
shortly after the Gluchsberg decision was 
handed down. The conference undertook 
four tasks: 

Ask what the Supreme Courts 
opinion in Gzucksberg means as a judicial 
decision that is part of a continuing political 

(and of course, its companion case, Vico  v. 
Quill), the Supreme Court has reversed the 
decisions of the Second and Ninth 
Circuits." 

Schneider continues later in h~ 
introduction: When a political issue 
becomes a judicial one, public interest in it 
does not end, of course. What is more, 
political activity surrounding it rarely ends 
either. Interested people may hope to 
change the judiaal d t .  Sometimes they 
proceed judicially by trying to persuade the 
court either to overrule itself expressly or to 
erode its precedent by reinterpreting it. 
Sometimes they try to find mom in the 

judicial decision for legislative and social 
countermeasures. Thrs often means that the 
political and the judicial become so much 
intertwined that any person interested in a 
s o d  policy must understand the judidal 
approach to it." 

In addition to Schneider, three o h  
Law School faculty members have essays in 
the book: M e  Kamisar, the Clarence 
Darrow Distinguished University Professor 
of Law; Assistant Professor Peter Hammer, 
'89; and Christopher McCrudden, professo~ 
of human rights law at Oxford U n i d t y  
and an ABihted Overseas Faculty member 
at the Law School. 



Two members of the Law School faculty 
Professors Mathas W Reimann, LL.M. '83, 
and Memtt B. Fox, have been appointed to 
endowed professorhps. 

Reimann, a leading scholar of 
comparative law and a member of the Law 
School faculty since 1985, has been named 

Miinster, Freiburg, and Frankfurt in Michigan Business School. Fox earned his 
Germany, and at the University of Paris 1. bachelork degree, J.D., and Ph.D. in 
He also was Professor of Private Law, Legal economics from Yale and worked in private 
History and Comparative Law at the practice in New York, where he specialized 
University of Trier from 1996-99. in corporate and securities law. He taught at 

Co-editor of The Reception of coktinmtal I n h  University School of Law before 
Idea in the Common Law World 1820-1920 coming to Michgan. 
and author of Conflict of Laws in Western 

the Hessel E. Ynterna Professor of Law. 
Estabhshed in 1976, the professorship is 
named after one of the pioneers in the 
study of comparative law. Yntema served on 
the Law School faculty from 1933-61. 

A frequent contributor to U.S. and 
German journals, Reirnann began his legal 
work in Germany and received his Doctor 
iuris utriwque from the University of 
Freiburg summa cum laude. He has been a 
visiting professor at the universities of 

Europe A Guide through theJungle, Reimann 
has done research at the European 
University Institute in Florence and 
received the L. Hart Wnght Outstanding 
Teaching Award for 1993-94; the award is 
based on a student vote. Reirnann also is a 
member of the Board of Edltors of the 
AmericanJournal of Comparative Law, whch 
Yntema founded. 

Fox, a member of the Law School faculty 
since 1988, has been named the Alene and 
Allan E Smith Professor of Law. The 
professorship recognizes the contributions 
of Professor Smith and his wife during their 
35-year association with the Law School 
and the University of Michigan. Smith 
joined the Law School faculty in 1947, 
served as dean from 1960-65, then served 
as the University's vice president for 
academic affairs from 1965-74 and as 
interim president in 1979. The Law S~hool!s 
underground library addtion also is named 
for Alene and Allan Smith. 

A scholar of corporate and kcurities law 
and international private law, Fox is director 
of the Law School's Center for International 
and Comparative Law and co-director for 
corporate governance studies at the William 
Davidson Institute at the University of 

I Menit t  B. Fox 



Proiessor Reuven Avi- 
Yonah is an advisor to the U.S. 
Congress Joint Committee 011 

Taxation, Federal Income Tax 
Siinplification Project. He 
lectured on U.S, international 
taxation at the University of 
Hasifa Law School in Israel in 
December and at ITAM in 
Mexico City in October. In 
November, he served as 
commentator for papers on 
international taxation presented 
at the National Tas Association's 
annual conference in Santa Fe 
and on papers presented at the 
conference ''International Tax 
Policy in the New Millennium" 
at Brooklyn Law School. 

Professor Evan Caminker 
last spnng participated in a 
panel on "The Supreme Court 
and Public Choice" as part of 
the annual Lasv and Society 
Association Conference. He 
recently returned from leave 
from the Law School to senre as 
deputy assistant attorney 
general in the Office of Legal 
Counsel, U.S. Department of 
Justice. 

Assistant Clinical Professor 
Kenneth Chestek was course 
planner and principal speaker 
for the "Law of Reassessment" 
seminar in Erie, Pennsylvania, 
in November; he discussed the 
Pennsylvania law that governs 
county-wide reassessments. 

Professor Steven Croley 
presented his paper "Public 
In~erested Regulation" at the 
University of Califomia- 
Berlzeley Boalt Hall, and 
Northwestern University 
School of Law in October. In 
September he delivered 
opening remarks and sewed as 
moderator for a panel 
discussion on Michigan's Open 
Meetings Act for the 
Administrative Law Section of 

the State Bar of Michigan's 
annual meeting. 

Kirkland and Ellis Professor 
of Law Phoebe Ellsworth 
delivered the keynote address, 
"Interpretation and Emotion," 
at the Society for Experimental 
Social Psychology annual 
meeting in October in Atlanta. 

Assistant Professor Daniel 
Halberstam delivered the 
paper "A Comparative 
Examination of the 'One-Voice' 
Doctrine" at the conference 
"Federalism and Foreign 
Affairs, New Voices on the New 
Federalism" at Villanova 
University School of Law in 
October. 

Assistant Professor Peter J. 
Hammer, '89, spoke on 
"Health Care Quality, Antitrust, 
and the Federal Courts" at the 
Sixth Annual Health Care 
Antitrust Forum at 
Northwestern University 
School of Law in November. 
The same month he discussed 
"How Antitrust Courts Have 
Addressed Quality and Non- 
Price Concerns in Health Care 
Cases" in a program for the 
Federal Trade Commission and 
Department of Justice Antitrust 
Health Care Task Force in 
Washington, D.C., and was a 
member of the panel on "The 
Role of Pharmaceutical 
Companies in Providing 
Affordable AIDS Medications to 
Those in Need in Africa" as 
part of the Net Impact Faculty 
Case Competition at the 
University of Michigan 
Business School. In October, he 
was a member of the plenary 
session panel on "Competition 
in the Health Care Market" at 
the annual meeting of the 
Robert Wood Johnson 
Foundation Investigator Awards 

Program in Health Policy 
Research in Ani~apolis, 
Maryland. In June, he spoke on 
"Developing a Competition 
Policy: Judicial Treatment of 
Non-Price Competition in 
Antitrust Cases" at the 
American Society of Lasv, 
Medicine, and Ethics' Health 
Law Teacher's Conference at 
Case Western Reserve 
University School of Law in 
Cleveland. 

Professor James C. 
Hathaway addressed the 
biennial meeting of the 
International Association of 
Refugee Law Judges in Bern, 
Switzerland, in October, 
speaking on "The In~ernal 
Protection Alternative: A New 
Paradigm." In September, he 
delivered the paper "Tl~e 
Challenge of Justifying 
Migration Control" at a 
symposium in Ottawa to 
celebration the 125th 
anniversa~ of the Supreme 
Court of Canada. 

Professor Robert L. Howse 
is co-translator and principal 
author of the introductoiy 
essay for the notes and 
translation of (Alesandre 
Kojeve) Outline oJ a 
Plze~zomenology oJ Right (Roman 
and Littlefield, 2000). In 
December, Howse was a 
panelist on trade, environment, 
and NGOs for the Srh Global 
Arbitration Forum, "Settling 
Disputes on a Shrinking 
Planet," in Geneva, 
Switzerland. In November. he 
was a panel member on the 
subjec~ of globalization, labor 
rights, and the university for 
the Crossing Borders 
conference at the University of 
Michigan, and presented a 
work he co-authored on \&TO 
law and labor righ~s at the 
WAGENET conference in 



Madison, Wisconsin. In 
October, he addressed the UN 
Committee on Economic, 
Social, and Cultural hghts, 
UN human rights officials, and 
NGO representatives on the 
WTO and human rights as part 
of the Policy Seminar on 
Globalization and Human 
Rights in Montreal. In 
September, he discussed 
research on the WTO and 
deliberative democracy at the 
McArthur Colloquium on 
"Globalization, Intemational 
Institutions, and Deliberative 
Democracy" at the Institute of 
Intemational Studies at Sanford 
University, served as 
commentator for a panel on 
Seattle and the Future of WTO 
Negotiations at the Robert 
HudecJestschliJt conference at 
the University of Minnesota, 
and served as a panelist in 
discussion of globalization and 
the rule of law at the annual 
meeting of the American 
Political Science Association in 
Washington, D.C. In August, 
he presented a paper on the 
limits of the judicial power in 
the WTO at the World Trade 
Forum in Beme, Switzerland. 
At the University of Michigan, 
he has been named to the 
board of the International 
Institute and to the committee 
on Labor Standards and 
Human Rghts. 

Alene and Allan F: Smith 
Professor of Law Emeritus 
Jerold H. Israel delivered the 
Rchard J. Childress Memorial 
Lecture at St. Louis University 
School of Law in September. 
He spoke on "The Independent 
Content of Due Process." 

In October, Frank R. 
Kennedy, the Thomas M. 
Cooley Professor Emeritus of 
Law, was awarded the National 
Conference of Bankruptcy 
Judges' Endowment for 
Education Award for Excellence 
in Education, which is 
dedicated to "individuals who 
have enhanced ihe quality of 
education or made a significant 
contribution to insolvency and 
bankruptcy practice." A cash 
prize and engraved silver bowl 
accompanied the award. 
Kennedy is also co-author 
(with Countryman and 
Williams) of the recently 
published book Partne~slzips, 
Limited Liability Entities and S 
Corporations in Bankruptcy, 
Volume 1 (Aspen Law and 
Business). 

Law School Library Director 
Margaret Leary has been 
elected vice-chair of the Ann 
Arbor City Planning 
Commission for its 2000-01 
year. 

Francis A. Allen Collegate 
Professor of Law Richard 0. 
Lempert, '68, presented 
research on the Law School's 
minority graduates in practice 
and served as faculty leader for 
the five-day Annual Law and 
Society Association Summer 
Institute. He also participated 
in a conference on new 
directions for the social 
sciences sponsored by the 
Consortium of Social Science 
Associations and held in 
Washington, D.C., and spoke 
at the UCLA Law School on h s  
research on Law School 
minority graduates. He was a 
panelist discussing the 
sociology of law for the 
American Sociological 
Association's annual meeting. 

During the fall, Professor 
Ronald J. Mann was a visiting 
scholar at the Institute for 
Monetary and Economic 
Studies at the Bank of Japan, 
where he compared Japanese 
and American use oi debit and 
credit cayds and the two 
countries' Internet payment 
systems. He also presented a 
number of talks while in Japan. 
(An excerpt of one of those 
talks begins on page 8 1 .) In 
November, he discussed 
proposed revisions to the 
payment articles of the 
Uniform Commercial Code at 
the American Legal Institute- 
American Bar Association 
program on "The Emerged and 
Emergng New Uniform 
Commercial Code." In 
December, he presented a talk 
on the same subject to the 
Council of the American Law 
Institute. Later in December, he 
acted as reporter for a meeting 
of the drafting committee 
considering those revisions. 

William W Bishop Jr. 
Collegate Professor of Law 
Donald H. Regan made his 
professional operatic debut as 
Raimondo in Donizetti's Lucia 
di Lanzinern1oor with the Arbor 
Opera Theater in Ann Arbor in 
September. 

Mathias W. Reimann, 
LL.M. '83, Hessel N. Yntema 
Professor of Law, spoke on 
"Beyond National Systems: 
Comparative Law in the 
Interna~ional Age" at the World 
Congress of Comparative Law 
in New Orleans in November. 
Last summer, he chaired the 
Torts Group of the "Core of 
European Private Law" project 
at Trento, Italy, and delivered 

several tallis in Korea: to the 
Korean Society of the Sociology 
of Law at Seoul, on mutual 
influences between German 
and American law; to the 
Korean Association of Private 
International Law, Seoul, on 
"Recent Developments in 
American Conflicts Law"; on 
"The Future of Comparative 
Law" at Ehwa Women's 
College, Seoul; and on "Recent 
Trends in Legal Education in 
Germany and the United 
States: Lessons for Korea?" at 
Seoul National University. He 
also organized and chaired a 
panel on "The Future of 
Comparative Law in the 
Transatlantic Context" for the 
German-American Lawyers 
Association in Bonn. 

Clinical Professor Nick 
Rine, working in Cambodia on 
a Fulbright grant during the 
summer and fall, taught classes 
in democracy, mediation, and 
alternative dispute resolution 
for the Community Legal 
Education Center, and a new 
course on legal ethics for the 
Faculty of Law. "We wrote and 
published our own textbook 
over the summer in English 
and Khmer," he e-mailed. He 
also has been working with the 
Cambodian Bar Association to 
create a process of practical 
training and examinations to 
license law grads for practice, 
worked with law students, and 
served as inlormal legal adviser 
for several human rights- 
oriented NGOs. 

The Michigan Supreme 
Court has named Theodore J. 
St. Antoine, '54, James E. and 
Sarah A. Degan Professor 
Emeritus of Law, vice 
chairperson of the Michigan 
Attorney Discipline Board for 
2000-01. In September, he was 
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Law school benefits from visiting, adjunct 
Faculty members from other 

law schools often spend time 
teaching at the University of 
Michigan Law School, and 
practicing attorneys frequently 
can be found at the head of 
Law School classes sharing the 
expertise they have gained from 
workrng in the legal profession. 
Each year, Law School students 
benefit from the experiences 
and perspectives of such 
visitors, whose presence adds to 
the already-rich learning 
experience students encounter 
here. 

Last fall, Law Quadrangle 
Notes listed visiting and adjunct 
faculty members who are 
teaching here for the entire 
2000-200 1 academic year or 
who were teachng at the Law 
School during the fall term. 
Following are those who are 
teaching at the Law School 
during ths  winter term. 

Adjunct Professor Elizabeth 
M. Bany, '88, is associate vice 
president and deputy general 
counsel in the Office of General 
Counsel for the University of 
Michigan. She was previously 
director of Academic Human 
Resources for the University 
and was a university attorney 
for Harvard. Barry has lectured 
at Harvard University Graduate 
School of Education. She is 
teaching Higher Education Law. 

FIE. Bennett, '76, is an 
adjunct clinical assistant 
professor of law and teaches 
Criminal Appellate Practice. He 
received a B.S. in mathematics, 
an M.A. in computer and 
communications science, and a 
J.D., all from rlze University of 
Michigan. He works as an 
assistant defender at the State 
Appellate Defender Office in 
Detroit. Bennett has represented 
clients in hundreds of appeals 
at all levels of state and federal 

courts. Examples of some of his 
cases in the Michigan Supreme 
Court are: People v. Milbou171, 
435 Mich 630; 461 NW2d 1 
(1990); People v. Moore, 432 
Mich 311; 439 NW2d 684 
(1989); People v. Gonzales, 417 
Mich 523; 339 NW2d 440 
(1983); People v. Paintman, 412 
Mich 518; 315 NW2d 418 
(1982); People v. Clabin, 41 1 
Mich 472; 307 NW2d 682 
(1981); and People v. Wright, 
408 Mich 1; 289 NW2d 1 
(1980). 

Adjunct Clinical Assistant 
Professor Lori L. Cohen 
currently litigates asylum 
matters for the Office of 
Migration of the Archdiocese of 
Detroit and was the director of 
the office from 1996-1998. She 
received her B.A. from Yale 
College in 1985 and her J.D. 
from Yale Law School in 1989. 
Cohen was a law clerk for the 
Honorable Consuelo B. 
Marshall in the Central District 
of California from 1990-199 1, 
and was an associate attorney at 
the Los Angeles office of Heller, 
Ehrman, White & McAuliffe 
from 1992-1993. She is the 
chair of the ad hoc Pro Bono 
Committee for the Michigan 
Chapter of the American 
Immigration Lawyers' 
Association (AILA) and is on 
the Board of Directors for 
Farmworker Legal Services. She 
served as president of the 
Michigan Coalition for 
Immigrant and Refugee 
Protection (MCIRP) from 1997- 
1998. Cohen is currently 
serving as an advisor on asylum 
issues for the Law School's 
clinical program, and is 
teaching Immigration Law in 
the winter term. 

Adjunct Professor Patricia 
M. Curtner, '78, is a managing 
partner of Chapman and Cutler, 

which has its principal office in 
Chicago. Curtner was the first 
woman elected to a standing 
committee of her firm and is 
currently in her fifth year as a 
member of its Policy 
Committee, which manages the 
firm's general operations and 
selects its chief executive 
partner. As coordinator of 
Chapman and Cutler's 
Economic Development 
Practice Group, she is a 
frequent lecturer on public 
finance and is the senior author 
of the tax increment financing 
chapter for the Illlnois Institute 
for Continuing Legal 
Education's municipal law 
handbook. Curtner is teachlng 
Law as a Business. 

Visiting Professor Grainne 
de Burca, LL.M. '87, studied 
law at University College 
Dubhn and the University of 
Michigan, and became a 
member of EOng's Inns, Dublin, 
where she was admitted to the 
Bar in 1989. In 1990 she was 
appointed a university lecturer 
in law at Oxford and a fellow of 
Somenille College, and 
subsequently became deputy 
director of the University's 
Centre for European and 
Comparative Law. In 1998 she 
became professor of law at  he 
European University Institute 
(EUI) in Florence. She is review 
editor of the Yearbook oJ 
European Lnw and the OxJord 
]o~~nzal of Legal Studies, co- 
editor of the OUP Oxford 
Studies in European Lnlv series, 
and of the OUP Collected 
Courses of tlze Acndenzy series, 
and a member of various 
editorial boards. She is 
currently co-director of the EUI 
Academy of European Law She 
has published mainly in the 
area of EC and EU law, 
concentrating primarily on 

faculty 
constitutional issues or 
European integration, and is 
currently preparing a third 
edition of the textbook EU Lnw: 
Text, Cases and Matelinls, co- 
written with Professor Paul 
Craig. De Burca joins Assistant 
Professor Daniel Halberstam in 
teaching European Legal Order. 

Adjunct Professor Tirnothy 
L. Dickinson, '79, is a partner 
with Dickinson Landmeier LLP, 
Washington, D.C., where he 
practices in international 
commercial transactions, 
foreign sales and investments, 
economic sanctions and foreign 
claims, FCHP, export 
regulations and enforcement, 
European Community law, and 
public international law areas. 
He also has taught at 
Georgetown Law Center as an 
adjunct professor. He is 
teaching International 
Commercial Transactions. 

Visiting Professor James 
Forman is a graduate of Brown 
University and Yale Law School. 
While attending law school, he 
was active in BLSA and was a 
book reviews editor for the Yale 
L n ~ v  Journal. Following 
graduation, he served as a 
judicial clerk for both U.S. 
Supreme Court Jus~ice Sandra 
Day O'Connor and Judge 
William Noiris of the Nin~h 
Circuit. Foman worked for six 
years with the Public Defender 
Sewice in WashingLon, D .C., 
where he represented juveniles 
and adults in serious felony 
cases, including murder and 
rape cases. In 1999, he was 
promoted to training director 
for new attorneys at the agency 
and developed  he inaugural 
training program lor the 
independent CJA bar. Forman's 
interesl in ecluca~ional prograills 
for al-risk and court-involved 
you~h led him to start, along 



with a colleague, the Maya 
Angelou Public Charter School 
in 1997. The school is 
recognized as one of the most 
successful programs of its kind 
in the country, combining 
rigorous education, job training, 
counseling, mental health 
services, life skills, and 
dormitory living for school 
dropouts and youth who have 
previously been incarcerated. 
Please visit the school's Web site 
at www.seeforever.org for more 
information. 

Visiting Professor Tomotaka 
Fujita visits the Law School 
March 12-23. He is an associate 
professor specializing in 
commercial law at the 
University of Tokyo Faculty of 
Law Fujita writes in the areas of 
commercial transactions and 
finance and corporate law and 
is teaching, among other things, 
U.S. Transaction Law and 
Corporate Finance. 

Visiting Professor Karthy 
Govender, LL.M. '88, visited 
the Law School in January He 
has been a professor in the 
Department of Public Law at 
 he University of Natal, where 
he has taught constitutional, 
administrative, and family law, 
as well as evidence and clilninal 
procedure. He is also a member 
of the South African Human 
Rghts Con-~mission. Govender 
co-cauglzc Constitutionalisin in 
South Africa 1vit11 David 
Chambers, the Wade H. 
McCree Jr. Collegate Professor 
of Law. 

Adjunc~ Professor Alison E. 
Hirschel earned her B.A. from 
the University of Michigan and 
graduated from Yale Law 
School. She clerked for the 
Hon. Joseph S. Lord 111 in the 
U.S. Distilct Court for the 
Eastern District of Pennsylvania. 
For 12 years, she worked at 

Community Legal Services in 
Philadelphia as a staff attorney 
co-director of the Elderly Law 
Project, and deputy director. 
Since coming to Michigan, 
Hirschel has practiced elder law 
with Michigan Protection and 
Advocacy Service Inc. and the 
Michigan Poverty Law Project. 
Hirschel's praclice has always 
included individual and impact 
litigation, legslative and 
administrative advocacy, and 
community education efforts. In 
1997, she was named the first 
Yale Law School Arthur Liman 
Fellow She also senred as a 
Regnald Heber Smith Fellow 
and has won a number of other 
awards for her advocacy for the 
poor elderly She speaks and 
writes frequently about elder 
law and public Interest Ia~v. 
Hirschel has taught elder law at 
the Law School since 1998 and 
previously taught at the 
University of Pennsylvania from 
1991-1997. 

Visiting Professor Gareth 
Jones was educated at 
University College, London; 
University of Cambridge; and 
Hanrard Law School. Jones 
currently teaches at the 
University of Cambridge but 
has spent many years teaching 
law in the United States as well. 
Among the law schools at 
which he has taught are: 
Hanard, Berkeley the 
University of Texas, the 
University of Michigan, and the 
Universi~y ol Chicago. Jones has 
written extensively on legal 
history (The Histoiy of tlie La~i of 
Chmity, Cainblidge University 
Press), with Lord Goff, a 
nzember of the House of Lords; 
the Supreme Appellate Court, 
011 the Law of Restitution; and, 
with Professor Peter 
Scl-ilechtriem of the University 
of Freiburg, 011 aspects of the 

law of contracts. He is a 
member of the American Law 
Institute and a foreign member 
of the Royal Netherlands 
Academy of Arts and Science, 
as well as QueenS Counsel and 
fellow of the British Academy 
Jones is teaching Contracts and 
a seminar on Select Topics in 
Legal History, whch includes 
the history of the criminal trial 
and a critical study of the text 
of Blackstone's Cornmei1talies. 

Affiliated Professor Riyaz A. 
Kanji received an A.B. in social 
studies from Harvard College in 
1986 and a J.D. from the Yale 
Law School in 199 1. At Yale, he 
served on the Yale Law Joul-t~al 
and won the Potter Stewart 
Prize in the Moot Court 
competition. He senred as a law 
clerk to Judge Betty Fletcher of 
the U. S. Court of Appeals for 
the Ninth Circuit and Justice 
David Souter of the U. S. 
Supreme Court. He spent two 
years as a Skadden fellow at 
Evergreen Legal Services in 
Seattle, where he represented 
10 Native American tribes in a 
trial that vindicated the tribes' 
treaty rights to collect half of 
the annual Washington State 
shellfish hanest. A s  an attorney 
at \alliains Q Connolly in 
\Vasl~ngton, D.C., he litigated a 
wide variety of matters at the 
trial and appellate levels, 
including tribal, constitutional, 
libel defense, and commercial 
cases. He is a principal in the 
firm of Kanji & Katzen PLLC 
that specializes in the litigation 
of cases on behalf of Native 
American tiibes. He is teaching 
a seminar in Contempora~y 
Issues in Native Ame~ican Law 

Adjunct Professor Marvin 
Krislov is the vice president 
and general counsel of the 
University of Michigan. In this 
position, he is responsible for 

the University's legal affairs, 
including establishing goals and 
strategies, serving as senior legal 
counsel to the Board of Regents 
and the University 
administration and its units, 
and managng the University's 
relationships with outside 
counsel. Knslov received a B.A. 
degree, suinlna cum [nude, from 
Yale University in 1982. A 
Rhodes Scholar, he studied at 
Oxford University's Magdalen 
College, where he received an 
h1l.A. degree in inodem history 
in 1985. He served as editor of 
the Yale Lnw]oumal and earned 
a doctor of laws degree from 
Yale Law School in 1988. From 
1988 to 1989 he worked as a 
law clerk for Judge Marilyn Hall 
Patel of the U.S. District Court 
in San Francisco. Prior to 
coming to the University of 
Michigan, he was acting 
solicitor in the U.S. Department 
of Labor. and deputy solicitor 
senring as the primary legal 
advisor to the Secretaiy of 
Labor. He also served as 
associate counsel in the Office 
of Counsel to the President, 
where he handled litigation and 
policy matters; was a trial 
attomey for the U.S. 
Department of Justice's Civil 
Rghts Division, where he 
prosecuted racial violence and 
police brutality cases in grand 
jury invesdgations and at trials 
throughout the country; and 
taught at the National Law 
Center at George IVashington 
Universit)~. He is teaching a 
seminar, The Role of In-House 
Counsel. 

Visiting Professor Minoru 
Nakazato is visiting the Law 
School h4arch 26-April 6 from 
die University of Tolyo Faculty 
of La-cv. His academic speciality 
is tax la~v. Iie also w~ites in h e  
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field of law and economics. 
With Mark Ramseyer, Nakazato 
has mitten about Japanese 
litigation rates and co-authored 
Japanese Law: A n  Ecoizoinic 
Appronclz. 

Adjunct Professor Steven W. 
Rhodes, '73, is the chief 
banluuptcy judge for the 
Eastern District of Michigan 
and serves on the Bankn~ptcy 
Appellate Panel for the Sixth 
Circuit. His undergraduate 
degree is from Purdue 
Universiy He formerly served 
as a law clerk for District Judge 
John Feikens, '41, as an 
assistant U.S. attorney, and as a 
U.S. magistrate. He is a fellow 
of the American College of 
Bankruptcy, and a former 
associate editor of the Ailzericarl 
Banlznlptcy k1.v  J o ~ l ~ x a l  and the 
Michigmz Lmv Reviviav. He has 
lectured and written widely on 
bankruptcy law and procedure 
and has taught at the Law 
School since 1992. He is 
teaching Bankruptcy 

Adjunct Professor Mark D. 
Rosenbaum is general counsel 
for the American Civil Liberties 
Union in Los Angeles. He 
received a B.A. from the 
University of Micliigan and a 
J.D. from flanrard Law School, 
where he was vice president of 
the Harvard Legal A d  Bureau. 
He served as staff counsel for 
the American Civil Liberties 
Union from 1974 to 1984 and 
has been general couiisel since 
1984. Rosenbaum has taught at 
Loyola Law School, Hanrard 
Law School, and the University 
of Southern California Law 
Center. He began teaching at 
Michigan in 1993. His areas of 
expertise include poverty and 
homelessness legislation, 
immigrants' rights, workers' 
rights, civil rights, and First 
Amendment issues. He is 
teaching Fourteenth 

Amendnient and a seminar in 
Public Interest Litigation. 

Adjunct Professor Edward 
R. Stein, '66, specializes in civil 
litigation at Stein, Moran, Raimi 
Gr Goethel in Ann Arbor. He is 
a fellom7 of the American 
College of Trial Lawyers, a 
member of the American Board 

of Trial Advocates, and is listed 
in Tlze Best L m ~ y e r s  in Ame~icn .  
He regularly teaches for the 
National Institute for Trial 
Advocacj~, and is the recipient 
of its Distinguished Senice 
Award and Prentice Marshall 
Faculty Award. He frequently 
lectures on various aspects of 

trial practice, and most recently 
has lectured extensively on the 
use of electronic demonstrative 
evidence. He is co-author ol :he 
National Institute for Trial 
Advocacy's publication, 
PowerPoint Jor Litigators. Stein is 
teaching Trial Practice. 

Law School contribute 

From consideration of 
children's role as witnesses to 
analyses of the U.S. Supreme 
Court's decision to uphold its 
previous i'vlirmzda ruling and 
the role of comparative law in 
legal disputes, Law School 
faculty members were key 
movers in the annual meeting 
of the Association of American 
Law Schools in San Francisco 
in January. 

Professors kchard D. 
Friedman, Yale Kamisar, and 
Mathias Reimann, LL.M. '83, 
were featured in programs that 
brought the perspectives of 
multiple speakers to an issue. 
In other programs, Law School 
professors Michael A. Heller 
and Deborah C. Malamud were 
featured speakers. And in other 
aspects of AALS' work, 
Professors David A. Chambers, 
Lawrence \T! Waggoner, 
Suellyn Scarnecch~a, '81, and 
Dean Jeffrey 5. Lehman, '81, 
play significant roles. 

Friedman, the Ralph W 
Aigler Professor of Law, was 
one of seven speakers in the 
program "What Have We 
Learned about Children as 
Victims and Witnesses in the 
Criminal Trial Process?" 

"Over the past two decades 
courts and scholars have 
grappled with how to meet the 
unique challenges posed to :he 
criminal adjudication process 
by children when they appear 
either as victims or witnesses," 
explained the program notes. 

s to success of AALS9 annual meeting 
"This prograni is designed to 
look back across that period 
and, as to a set of central 
challenges, assess the lessons 
learned and the questions still 
unanswered." 

Kamisar, the Clarence 
Darrow Distinguished 
University Professor of Law and 
a nationally known scholar and 
supporter of the Miranda rule, 
joined three other speakers, 
including Miralzda opponent 
Paul G. Cassell of the 
University of Utah, to discuss 
"The Reaffirmation of Miranda: 
What's Next?" Kamisar and 
Cassell had debated each other 
last fall as part of a symposium 
on Miranda at the Law School. 
(See story on page 3.) 

Reimann, the Hessel E. 
Yntema Professor of Law, 
joined three other speakers to 
discuss "The Role of 
Comparative Law in the 
Conflict of Laws." 

"Although the bulk of 
conflicts cases continue to be 
interstate in nature, the 
phenomenon of 'globalization' 
assures that courts and counsel 
are confronted with an ever- 
increasing number of 
international transactions," 
according to the program for 
the discussion. "At the same 
time, the United States is 
actively engaged in negotiating 
conflicts conventions with 
foreign nations, which requires 
a sufficient understanding of 
their approaches to conflicts 
problems." 

Others from the Law School 
iolved in AALS programs: 
Professor Michael A. Heller 
presented a program on 
property 
Professor Deborah C. 
Malamud spoke on "Labor 
and Employment Law" 
Wade H. McCree Jr. 
Professor of Law David A. 
Chambers co-chairs the 
Taskforce on Racial 
Diversity 
Dean Jeffrey S. Lehman, '81, 
serves on the Conference on 
New Ideas for Experienced 
Teachers, a planning 
committee for 2001 
conferences and workshops. 
Associate Dean for Clinical 
AKairs Suellyn Scameccl-ia, '81, 
serves as a member of the 
Committee on Sections and 
Annual Meeting and as a 
member of the "Resource 
Corps" for special 
committees for 200 1 
Professor Lawrence W 
Waggoner chairs the 
Workshop on Defining the 
Family in the Millenium, a 
planning committee for 
2001 conferences and 
workshops. 
In addition, AALS 
Presidelit-Elect Mary Kay 
Kane is a 1971 graduate of 
the University of Micliigan 
Law School. Kane is dean of 
the University of California's 
Hastings College of the Law 
in San Francisco. 
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Jochen Frowein, M.C.L. '58, 
plays pivotal role in Austrian sanctions issue 
One of the cksive voices raised against 

continuadm of ~ h ~ e a n  Union sanctions 
against Austria,was that of Law School 
graduate JochemFrmein, M.C.L. '58, 
director of the Max Phmk Institute in 
Gemny ., 

Frowein, who was instrumental in 
malung facilities of his institute available 
for the Law School% Reunion of European 
Graduates last summer, was one of three 
experts namkd by European Commission 
officials to investigate human rights and 
political life in Austria. The move came as 
debate sharpened over the sanctions that 
were imposed afwr the strong showing of 
J6rg Haider and Iw nght-wing Freedom 
Party in recent Austrian elections. Haider 
hunself stepped down from the Freedom 
Paws leadership in February 2000 to 
blunt reaction against the party's often 
extreme positions, which many observers 
feared were Nazi-like. 

Despite widespread opposition to the 
positions staked out by Haider and hls 
party, there also was widespread criticism 
that the European Union's sanctions against 
Austria were an unwarranted intrusion into 
Austria's internal affairs. As criticism of the 
sanctiow grew, many observers came to 
believe that EU leaders were looking for a 
way to lift the sanctions without appearing 
to retreat from their oppo~ition to the 
Freedom Party 

"By the beginning of summer, signs of a 
thaw were already apparent," the New York 
Emes reported last September. And 
"European Commission officials, trying to 
build a face-saving way to wriggle out of 
the sanctions, appointed a three-member 
panel to assess human rights and political 
life in Austria before mahng a 
recommendation on lifting the freeze." 

In addition to Frowein, the panel 
included former Finnish President Martti 
Ahtisaari and Marcelino Oreja, a former 
Spanish government minister. As part of its 
fact-gathering and deliberation, the panel 
members visited Austria last July 

"In line with our mandate and based on 
a thorough examination, it is our 
considered view that the Austrian 
government is committed to the common 

jochen Fmwtin, M.C.L. '58 

European values," they concluded in their 
report, issued in September. 

"The Austrian government's respect in 
particular for the rights of minorities, 
refugees, and immigrants is not inferior to 
that of the other European Union member 
states. The legal situation in the three 
mentioned areas is well up to the standards 
applied in other EU member states. In 
some areas, particularly concerning the rights 
of national minorities, Austrian standards can 
be considered to be hgher than those 
applied in many other EU countries." 

Frowein and h~ colleagues took note of 
the Freedom Party's xenophobic 
sentiments, use of libel procedures to 
suppress criticism, and "sadcal elements," 
but also noted that the party's ministers 
"have by and large worked according to the 
government's commitments in carrying out 
their governmental activities so far." 

They also noted that EU member statesy 
sanctions have "heightened awareness of 
the importance of the common European 
values" and "enerped the civil society to 
defend these values." But they felt "that the 
measures taken by the 14 member states, 
if continued, would become counter- 
productive and should therefore be ended." 

The European Union lifted its sanctions 
against Austria four days after Frowein and 
his colleagues filed their report. 
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Hirshon: 

'His face told me 
everything I really 
needed to know' 

ABA President-elect Robert E. Hirshon, '73, 
recalls keenly the event that committed him 
to a career in the law: 

It was the early 1970s, the summer after 
his first year of legal studies, and he was a 
young law student on his first job with 
Pine Tree Legal Senices in Maine. He 
was working in a mill town along the 
AndroscoL~n Rver, the land of to~vn 
where people live generation after 
generation in company-owned housing, pay 
the company rent, and tie their lives to the 
company's health. 

Enter his client: "An elderly gentleman," 
that first client was, "who spoke as much 
English as I did French, which meant we 
were both in trouble." He was behind in his 
rent, "the case involved less than $100," 
and Hirshon was able to keep that worker 
in his home. 

"That event that summer had a profound 
impact on me," Hirshon recalled in a talk 
for the Law School last November. "It made 
me proud to know I was going to be a 
lawyer, that I was going into a profession 
that could make one person's life better. I 
understood then the good that I could do 
as a lawyer. His face told me everything I 
really needed to know" 

Hirshon never lost that insight, nor let it 
dim, but nearly 30 years later he fears that 
many lawyers of his generation have 
switched to pecuniary rather than service 
goals. Too many lawyers today think of 
hours, not help, and profit, not 
professionalism, he said during his lecture 
in the Office of Public Service's Inspiring 
Paths series. He rues the debt that law 
school graduates combine with receipt of 
their J.D. - an average of 995,000 by this 
year. But he defiantly tells young law 
students and new lawyers that "you should 
not be forced to subvert your professional 
goals because of debt." 

Hirshon, a shareholder in Dmmmond 
\Voodsum & Machon of Portland, Maine, 
where he has practiced his entire career, 

American Bar Association Pt-esident-elect Robert 
Hirshon, '73, tells Law School listeners that tlierc is 
roomfo~- pro bono wo!-lz in modem law practice if 
votolg Ia~lyers demand it. Hirshon, who assumes 
presidency of the 400,000-member ABA this Attgust, 
spoke in Novanber as part n{ the Office of Puhl~c 
SeniceS liispiiing Paths speaker seiies. 

assumes the ABA presidency in August. 
He plans to launch discussions with experts 
from throughout the count~y to ease the 
debt burden for law school graduates, 
perhaps with federal help, on the model of 
federal aid for medical training. Meanwhile, 
he praises law schools like the U-M Law 
School that have established debt 
forgiveness and debt alleviation programs 
that allow graduates to take lower paylng 
jobs that the public senrice sector 
often offers. 

But there's no reason that pro bono work 
cannot be a significant part of most law 
firms' practices, too, he says. "I don't buy 
the argument. I don't buy it one bit. Many 

large firms still do significant pro hono work. 
Many lawyers work recgularly in programs 
like the Volunteer Lawyers Project in 
Portland, Maine. I believe the diminish- 
ment of pro llano is not a necessity I believe 
it is a choice." 

Many firms provide health club 
memberships and other, similar benefits, he 
said. "Pro bono can be treated as a benefit if 
that is what you want to do." Student 
inteniewees should ask about p1-0 llono 
work, young associates should push for it, 
and three-to-five-year veterans who have 
become profit-makers for their firms should 
demand it, he said. "My point is that these 
firms are pursuing you just as hard as you 
are pursuing them. Use your leverage." 

"Help somebody Use those talents you 
gained in Ann Arbor to help someone. 
That, I sugest, is the essence of being 
a lawyer." 

Later, in a long, relaxed chat, Hirshon 
elaborated on three other issues facing the 
legal profession: "ridiculously and 
dangerously high" salaries, technology, 
and diversity 

Today's ideal starting job often is thought 
to be one that offers $140,000 a year, a 
major difference from the once-ideal 
position "in which you could make a 
difference," he said. "It's a totally different 
standard today. Sort of a Siren5 call, 
shipwrecking you on the rocks of greed." 
Yesterday's fixed fees have been transformed 
into billable hours. "Now lawyers are being 
measured by what the time sheet spits out." 

Some of this change is shaped by 
technology, he said, and "I think the 
profession has allowed technology to 
become our master." Twenty-four seven, he 
quips - the 24-hour-a-day, seven-day-a- 
week work schedule that laptop computers, 
modems, cell phones, faxes, and other 
devices both make possible and dictate. 

As to diversity, it is "imperative" that the 
legal profession incorporate a rich mix of 
people, he said. "Diversity of backgrounds 
is most apt to lead to a diversity of 
opinions, and that's more likely to lead to a 
better decision." 

Hirshon returns to Ann Arbor in May 
as speaker for the Law School's Senior Day 
ceremonies. 



Graduates offer 
directions on the 
road to clerkship 

Alaska5 liighest court is "a very collcginl court. " 
Alaslta Suprone Court]~tsticc Rohcrt Eastaugli, '68. 

e.ylains dtiling a program at thc Law Scliool in 
Octobel: It5 also a vcl? busy court: "The tinie we 

have to tlzinl: and to writo opinions is v c ~  limited." 

Seeking out and working at a clerkship 
is a significant estension of education and 
training for many Law School graduates 
and the School sponsors programs to 
help students in their hunt for clerkships. 

Often, these programs bring graduates 
back to the L7nl School to share their 
esperiences 111th soon-to-be fellow 
graduates. In one program last fall, Sarah 
Zearfoss, '92, an attorneylcounselor with 
the Law School? Office of Career Senices, 
joined nrith two fellow panelists to offer 
insights into how to get clerkships, what 
being a clerli may involve, and other 
aspects of the clerliship experience. 

Her fellow panelists included Saura 
Sahu, '99, clerk to the Hon. Julian A. Cook 
Jr. of the U.S. District Court for the Eastern 
District of hlichigan; and the Hon. Kurt 
Wilder, '84, of the h,lichigan Court of 
Appeals. 

Said jliilder: in the Court of Appeals' 
pre-hearing division, "I think the most 
exiting thing about the pre-hearing 
division opportunity is that if you plan to 
stay in Michigan, I don't know of an)where 
else you'll be exposed to as much in as 
short a rime. . . . Ultimately, I think that 

learning by doing is the best aspect of 
being a clerk." 

In a separate program last fall, Alaska 
Supreme Justice Robert Eastaugh, '68, 
described the work of his court and how 
clerks contribute to it. 

"Our court, like all state and appellate 
courts evenwhere, is very dependent on 
clerks," Eastaugh said. Alaska's scenic 
beauty is a plus - from his (and his 
clerks') windows he can see h4t. h4cKinley 
more than 200 miles away, and through 
another window, which offers a view of the 
ocean, he sometimes spies Beluga whales 
feeding on salmon. 

The caseload is fascinating - filled with 
the "situational oddities" that reflect 
Alaslza's recent statehood and long 
territorial status, he reported. The court's 
five justices are "intellectually honest and 
hardworking" and make for "a very 
collegal court." The court is "very busy. 
The lime we have to think and to \\rite 
opinions is very limited." 



much more than 
memories 

Thought-provoking 
programs that plumb the 
present and future are as much 
part of Law School graduates' 
reunions as \Volverine football 
and nostalgc trips down 
memory lane. 

For example, the programs 
for last fall's reunion weekends, 
held in September and October, 
included a panel discussion by 
three sitting U.S. Appeals Court 
judges, all members of the class 
of 1965, one of only five U.S. 
law school classes to include 
four or more sitting federal 
appellate court judges; 
discussions of women's 
advancement in the legal 
profession and the future of the 
profession itself; talks by faculty 
members; and other activities. 

Fellow graduates and 
current students packed room 
250 in Hutchins Hall to hear 
the three 1965 graduates 
discuss "Life on the Bench": the 

Facult! mcmhcl-s and Law Scllool sta[fmcmhcrs oft171 tninglc with gt-aduatcs L 
rclttlions, ntldfrcq~rcnt!\r S C ~ T C  as spcaI:cr-s and patlclistsJOl- t r i ~ t l i ( ~ t l  activities. 
Bclolc: Pt?fcssot. Sltcnnan Clal-12 slwal:s on "Pcr-sltnsinn" and (hottom c!fpa,qc) 
Hcnty M .  Butzcl Pyfcssor- elf Law Tkontas E .  Koupct; '60, discltsscs past and 
prcscnt Law School lifc. At light, Rosa Pctcl-s, dilrctot- q f  it~,fnt-nlntion 
t cc l i t~o lop  for- thc Law School, c.x~lains tllc c.lrtcnsivc tcchtiological ad~~crnccs 
that h a ~ ~ c  1 7 ~ ~ 7 1  tnadc at tllc Scliool and Thotnas M .  Coolc?, Pt.(~jc7ssor Etncritus 

Hon. David Ebel, of the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the Tenth 
Circuit; the Hon. H a q  T. 
Edwards, chief judge of the U.S 
Court of Appeals for the Distric~ 
of Columbia Circuit; and the 
Hon. Rosemary Pooler, of the 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Second Circuit. (The fourth 
member of the class of 1965 
who is a federal appeals court 
judge is the Hon. Anthony J. 
Scirica of the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the Third Circuit.) 

With a mis of often self- 
deprecating humor and the 
wisdom of deep es~erience, the 
three judges discussed their 
paths to their current posts, 
their intertwining roles as judge 
and citizen, the role of clerks in 
their courts, and other matters. 
"I got on the bench by saylng 
no," explained Ebel, who was 
appointed to the bench in 1988 
by President Reagan. Ebel first 
turned down a bankruptcy 
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judgeship, then a district 
judgeship. "Then the court of 
appeals position opened, and I 
was nobody's first choice." But 
the alchemy caused by the 
ending of President Reagan's 
second term and the 
Democrats' takeover of the U.S. 
Senate created conditions that 
led to his appro\ral. 

Edwards, who was 
appointed in 1980 by President 
Carter, said he accepted the 
post only on the condition that 
he could continue to teach; he 
has taught at Michigan, New 

York Universit): and Hanard. 
Pooler. named to the bench by 
President Clinton in 1998, said 
her path to the appeals court 
judgeship was "an intenveaving 
of la~v, politics, and luck." 
Lawyers questioned her lack of 
legal practice experience, she 
said, but "as it turned out in 
retrospect, all they wanted was 
someone who would rend their 
papers and be fair." 

Clerks, the three judges 
agreed, are critical to courts' 
efficiency But each judge uses 
clerks differently 

Ebel: "I have to read 
1,01717 pases of substantive legal 
opinion per day I have to wnte 
the equivalent of two law 
journal articles per week. How 
could I do this without clerks? 
They write the first draft along 
lines that I p T e  them." 

Pooler: Wth 42-45 major 
opinions per term, clerks' 
research and drafting skills are 
critical. "I think we've 
succeeded when you can't tell 
who wrote [the opinion] ." 

Edwards: Working with a 
good clerk is "a wonderful 

AZ~ovc, tllc Hon. Hn1-r~ T. Ed~rairls. '65. 
chicfjudcgc qf tltc U.S. Co~trt ef 
ApycalsJor tlic District qf Columbia 
Circuit. a-plains that liis pntl~ to tllc 
halcli lvas "ail intcnvca~~~licg of law. 
politics, and lucl:." Ed\vards. 1~1th 
fcllo~cl paitclists tllc Hnn. Dmid El~cl. '65. 
c?f the LJ.5. Corrii of r\ppcals for  tllv 
Tmth Circ~cit, and t l ~ c  Hon. Rocman! 
Poolcl: '65. of thc U.S. Cotlii of 
Appeals for l lie Scco7td Circltit. 
n l s c t t s ~ ~ d  " ~ i f c  011 Bcncl~" d~ciitig 
onc of thc trunion programs last -fall. 



experience. The experience is 
d y  beyond description. Many 
of my former clerks are among 
my best &ends. . . . 1  tell my 
clerks, We dont disagree. The 
judgments are mine.' The 
smartest law students still don't 
have the experience [to make 
these decisions]. End of 
discussion. I don't want them 
making these calls. That5 my 
responsibility* 

Each reunion weekend also 
included an update from Dean 
JefIrey S Lehrnan, '81, who 
outlined pro- at the Law 
School in the five years since 
the group's previous reunion 
and looked to changes in the 
future. 
There has been "sigmficant 

change in the last few years" 
and the mood at the Law 
School is "very upbeat," 
according to Lehman. Two 
years ago the Law School 
created its Center for 
International and Comparative 
Law to provide cohesion and 
support for its expanding 
intemtioal programs; ths 
year it launched the Olin 
Center for Law and Economics 
to augment and support gruwth 
in the law and economics field. 

The number of symposia 
and conferences has expanded, 
and the entering class also has 
grown from 340-350 in recent 
years to the 367 students who 
began law School this 
academic year. Eight new 
faculty members have added 
depth and richness to the Law 
School, and the new required 
course in Transnational Law 
will broaden graduates' sense bf 
how legal systems interact. 
T m r i o n a l  Law will become 
a graduation requirment in 
2004. 

Class =unions are held 
every five years, and several 
classes come together for the 
Law School3 fall reunion 
weekends. r 

In September, whey the 
classes of 1975, '80, '0b, '90, 
and '95 returned to the Law 
School, ,activities included 
programs like this: 

Professor Sherman Clark 
speakmg on "Pe~uasion." 

''There is a gap between 
what law professors talk about 
and what people care about," 
Clark qlained. You can argue 
consequences - "Do t h  and 
you'll go to jail" - or the 
nonnative argument - this is 
right, -cn ~us t  - or you can go 
for the throat with the 
"meaning and identity" 
argument, what Clark calls "the 
last g n 3 y  bear problem." Asks 
Clark: 'Why is it a bad idea to 5 
wipe out the grizzly bear? What 
we care aboG is what it would 
say about us to kill the last 
grizzly bear." 

A panel discussion of 
"The State of the Profession and 
the Future of Professionalism 
- The Class of 1975 Looks 
Ahead." 

Rosa Peters, director of 
the Law School's Information 
Technology office, explaining 
and demonstrating "New 
Technology at the Law School." 

The Law School is 
expanding wireless computer 
linkages. "The benefit of 

hireless is that the whole 
School becomes a lab," said 
Peters. The Law School is the 
largest wireless unit on The I$IM 
campus at present, she 
reported. "This has been the 
answer to our lab limitati011s." 
Plans also are nderway to 
create four rrnation' ksosks - 
&at yisitors can use to find 

, inforhation and directions at 
1 1 the Law School. 

A panel discussion of 
"United States v. Monison: 
Congress' Powers'\ and Violence 
Against Women." 

"Last tern the Supreme 
Court held that federal 
legislation providing a civil 
remedy for violence against 
women fell beyond C o n p '  

constitutio~l q&," noted he:  

djscu&im. Panelists i?;&ded 
Dave Kopel, '85, of the 
Independen& Institute; Ralph 
W A&la R0f-r of Law 
R&rd Friedman; W ~ m  W 
Bishop Jr. Collegiate Professor I 

of Law Donald H. kgan; and 
Associate Dean and Professor af 
Law m t i n a  B. Wk$tmaa, '74. 
Kopel d e d  the decision "a r 
tremendously positive opinion for 
ciml libqga&zi," but whitman a 

c o u n d  that 'violence against 

I 
women has a p t  ' pact on Y inte~tate commme - &d, 
lodgng, car rend." The decision, 
she said, "is more distubng for . - 

its implications than for what it 
does." . 

-- 



Andapgramon 
"Moving Beyond the Glass 

/ Ceiling: Wonen in the Legal . 
Profession." 

'They don't tell you all the 
mles," complained a "Beyond 
the Glass Cdmg" panelist. 
Getting into the f'um does not 
mean you aIso get into the golf 
or health club, or the top circles 
of power, she said. Another 
panelist, a former U.S. 
government attorney who now 
is with a Washmgton, D.C., law 
firm, said that there is more 
collegwhty among government 
attorneys than private practice 
lawyers. 

In October, the weekend 
reunion of the classes of 1950, 
'55, '60, '65, and '70 included 

progmns like: 
TharnaSM.Coolley 

Profasor of Law Emeritus John 
W Reed discusing "Then and 
Nown at the Law School; 

Former dean Theodore 
St. Antoine, '54, James E. and 
Sarah A. Degan Professor 
Emeritus, ta* on "Change 
and Continuity" in I@ 
education; 

Henry M. Butzel 
Professor of Law Thomas E. 
Kauper, '60, spealang on "The 
Law School Yesterday and 
Todaf ; 

And the panel discussion 
of "Life on the Bench." 

Danial Kim, '90, takes helm of 
ABA Journal 

DcddJ. Kim, '90 

Daniaz J. Kim, '90, former 
interim executive director of 
the State Bar of Midugan, has 
become editor of the American 
Bar Aswdarion's magazine, the 
ABAJourntJ. He took over as 
editor in Nmmber, su~eedmg 
&ry A. Hengstler. 

71 am very excited abodt 
helping to lead the jolsmcrl into 
the futun!," Wim said. "I arn 
loo- forward to using my 
experience as a lawyer, as 
publiskr of Michigan Lawyers 
We&y, and as a bar executive 
to help make the Jounurl a 
m o ~ e  valuable publication." 

Prigr to his service as 
interim executive director, Kim 
previously had served the 
Michigan State Bar as deputy 
executive director and was 
responsible for the State Bark 
marketing department. 

While with the State Bar, he 
developed the e-Journal, an 
electronic publication delivered 

daily by e - d  ta E* 
who prd& an e - d  ad&. 
Kim won a Lu- h a r d  
la@ year h m  tk N a z i d  
Plsso~don of Bar l 3 w a . 1 ~ ~ ~  
(WE) 
Section for creating c-j(mnel; 
in 1999, e~~ received a 
Gold Circle Award from t?ze 
Amexbrl sociely of Association 
Executives. Kim is an NA,BFs 
Executive Ccrud. 

Before joining the State Bar's 
staff, Kim published Whigm-' 
Lawyers Weehty md practiced: 
h with Clark, Hein & 
~ u r n u n t  in Demit. He 
received bachelor3 d e p  
d k J . D .  from the 
University of Michigan. 

The M J w d  is the 
£lagship publication of the 
h e r i m  Bax Amciaurn, 
whose more than 400,000 
members make it the largest - 
volunrapy p m - 4  
membership organization in 
the world. 

Another Law !aooP 
pduate, hbm E. Hkhom, 73, 
is presidtmt-elect of the 
and wiU take over as pFeSidmt 
in August. (See story 0x1 
page 36). 



You can 
home again - 

and make it 

Michael Tenbusch, '96, and 
Daniel Varner, '94, discovered 

over lunch one day how 
computers and sports could 

team up. They were 
discussing young people's 

needs in Motor City. To 
Varner, organized athletics 
could boost the well-being 

and self-concept of many 
young Detroiters. Tenbusch 

had the same role in mind for 
computers. "I said, Dan, I 
want to do the same, but 

these kids need computers," 
he recalled of that meeting in 

September 1996. 

The two Law School graduates decided 
to merge their ideas and launch the group 
Think Detroit, .cvhich quickly has grown to 
enroll 2,000 youngsters in its baseball, 
basketball, and soccer programs and train 
some 20 young people each month in its 
computer familiarity and repair programs. 

Headquartered in the former 
St. Dominic's School on Trumbull Avenue, 
Think Detroit uses city, school, and church 
courts and athletic fields for its sports 
programs and schools and other buildings 
for its computer training classes. Recently, 
it launched computer training for parents 
and guardians of enrolled youngsters. 
Participants who leain to use computers get 
a rebuilt computer to take home with them. 
Computers are donated by area businesses. 

Young Detroiters had few organized 
competitive athletics, Tenbusch exylained 
during a vlsit to the Law School last fall. 
And as residents of perhaps the poorest blg 
city in the country, they also need computer 
and other slulls to break out of their cycle 
of poverty 

"We knew luds needed the character that 
comes with team sports, and we knew they 
needed the tools of the future that come 
with access to technology," Tenbusch told 
the Nav Yol-lz Tinzes last spring. 

Think Detroit participants mirror Detroit 
- 80 percent are African-American and 
10 percent are Hispanic or Asian, Tenbusch 
said. 

Orignally Think Detroit ran separate 
athletic and computer programs, but last 
year it began its Balls and Bytes program, 
which combines athletic leagues with 
computer classes for youngsters over 10. 
The idea is to ensure that participants 
benefit from both the sports and computer 
sides of Think Detroitk program. "A sound 
mind in a sound body," Tenbusch says, 
recalling the ancient Greek maxim. 

The program has expanded operations 
from its beginning in the heart of the ciLy 
and eventually expects to operaLe within the 
entire 18.1 square mile Empowerment Zone. 

"I like Think Detroit because the kids 
grow as a result of learning new skills and 
being good at what they do," says one 
coach in the program who also has a child 
who participates. "They pay attention and 
learn discipline and unity The parents 
come out and it's like developing a 
community Think Detroit has helped us to 
develop our own little family" 

Indeed, adds Tenbusch, paren~s' 
participation as volunteers to upgrade and 
maintain playlng fields has brought an 
esprit de colgs that some neighborhoods 
have not known for many years. 

Tenbusch and Vamer complement each 
other, like bricks and mortar, or pitcher and 
catcher. I'm the front man, the public 
speaker, the public face of Think Detroit, 
Tenbusch says. Vamer is the organizer, the 
lower profile nuts-and-bolts guy who keeps 
things well oiled and running smoothly 
Tenbusch chucked a legal career right away 
to steer Think Detroit. Vamer practiced law 
in Detroit and did criminal defense work 
before shifting fulltime to Think Detroit 
early last year. 

Valner used to quip that Think Detroit 
was his 9 p.m.-5 a.m. job. He enjoyed his 
his union-side labor law practice and, later, 
his criminal defense work, he says. But 
"quite honestly, I knew very early on that I 
didn't want to follow the traditional path. 
Even while I was in Law School I was in 
non-traditional projects, like the Haitian 
Refugee Project," which helped to win 
asylum for Haitians who fled to the 
United States. 

Vamer always had been interested in 
sports, and had come to believe that all kids 
who wanted to play should have the 
chance. And although he first used a 
computer when he came to the University 
of Michigan as an undergraduate, he had 
easy access to computers throughout his 
undegraduate and Law School years and 
came to appreciate their importance. 

It was while he was clerking at the 
Minnesota Supreme Court after Law School 
graduation that he realized that some 
people didn't have such access to 
computers. He had taught and mentored 
youngsters before Law School, and he 
continued the practice in Minnesota. One 
of his student mentees was a young boy 
horn St. Paul named Hasaan. "I would 



bring him to the office at the court 
sometimes," Va~ner recalled. "He'd never 
seen a computer. He couldn't get enough of 
it ." Hasaan's introduction to computers 
made a profound impression on Vamer. 

Think Detroit's founders could practice 
law anywhere they wish. But Detroit is 
home to them, and Think Detroit mirrors 
their attachment to it.  "Detroit is a town 
filled with tragedies and adversity, and also 
a town filled with incredible life and 
beauty," said Tenbusch, who grew up in the 
city and used his wedding invitation list to 
solicit the first donations for Think Detroit. 
He and Vamer raised $23,000 that first year. 

That initial effort drew support from 
echoing-green, a private foundation 
suggested to Tenbusch and Varner by the 

School's Office of Public Senice, then 
from the Kellogg Foundation and the 
Community Foundation of Southeast 
Michigan. Last year Think Detroit got a 
three-year $3 million grant from e-GM, the 
newly launched electronic GM supplier. 
E-GM President Mark Hogan is "a visionary 
in putting this much money with such a 
young management team," Tenbusch said. 

Think Detroit, in fact, has drawn 
considerable attention nationwide - 
especially since an article about the 
program appeared last March in the Ntrv 
lbrh Tin~cs - and now Tenbusch and 
Vzirner find themselves having to turn down 
requests to establish similar programs 
elsewhere. Their own roots, and therefore 
Think Detroit's, reach deep into 
Motor City. 

"I grew up in Detroit. I came of age in 
the '80s, when it was a dangerous place to 
live, and also a beautiful place," Tenbusch 
said. "I grew up in Rosedale Parlz. Twelve- 
and 13-year-olds were c a v n g  guns. 
Between 7th grade and high school five 
people on my block were shot, and four 
died. A 16-year-old friend died at a sweet- 
16 party in a drive-by shooting. It  turned 
out that a friend of mine from grade school 
was the driver." 

Instructor Dachelle Nicholr provides one-on-one timeJor 
students in a computer class sponsored by Think Detroit. In one 

I 

class exercise, students used tihe lnternn to searchlor tips to help A L U M N I 
them with mat11 home\vorl:. One tvoman, rvalting to piclt up her 
son at tlle end oJclass, said the computer sltills and equipment lte 
brings home tvill be shared among all Jamilv rnonbers. "lt'll be a 
fam~(v thing," slie said. Earlier in the day, Nichols conducted 
Thinlt Detroitifirst computer class for adults. The adults leained 
to tct un e-mail accounts. PHOTO el. TCAI P I ~ G E P _ ~  

It  was the kind of waste and v-~olence T I - ~ C ~ I ( >  P\ \ r r \  r P L \ \ C  I I 

he's always hated to see. "I felt there got to Tllink Dctroitkfounders - Danicl Ib~ncr ,  '94, and Micl~clcl filhusch, '96 

be a way we can work through this 
together." 

The answer? Thlnk Detro~t. 



Exelon names Randall E. Mehrberg, '80, vice presidentlgeneral counsel 

Randall E. Mehrberg, '80, has become Committee of Visitors and last fall filed a 
senior lice president and general counsel brief on behalf of 20 Fortune 500 
of Eselon Corporation, a 836 billion corporations in support of the University 
energy company that generates and of Michigan's policy of considering race in 
distributes electricity and gas to some admissions. The trial of the lawsuit 
5 million customers in Illinois and challengng Law School admission policies 
Pennsylvania and has holdings in energy, began in Detroit in mid-January and 
telecomn~unications. infrastructure and concluded in February (See page 5 for the 
energy senices. The firm is headquartered 
in Chicago. 

Mehrberg, formerly an equity partner 
with Jenner Sr Block in Chicago, has won 
widespread praise for his active pro bono 
practice representing HOPE Fair Housing, 
the National Committee for the 
Prevention of Child Abuse, Catholic 
Charities, the ACLU, and mentally ill 
children in connectian with treatment 
issues. In April, he was honored, along 
with two other Jenner & Block lawyers, 
with the Mesican American Legal Defense 
and Educational Fund's Legal Services 
Award for his "esemplanr advancement of 
the legal rights of Mesican Americans." 

He is a member of the Latv School's 

Law School admissions lawsuit update.) 
Mehrberg always has found time amid 

the demands of his legal career for civic 
and community activities. He tutors 
children and senres on the board of 
CYCLE, a Cabrini Green community- 
based organization that provides 
educational support including tutoring 
and scholarship programs. He helped to 
create the Chicago Park District's Green 
Team and the Park Kids Program. In 
addition, he has chaired the Chicago Bar 
Association's Law Exploring Program, is 
an officer and director of Gus Giordano 
Jazz Dance, and is an active supporter 
of Chicago's museums and the Lincoln 
Park Zoo. 

Randall E. Mehrbcrg,'S'O 

Tacha, '7 1, named 
chief judge of Tenth 
Circuit Court of Appeals 

Investiture for the Hon. Deanell Reece 
Tacha, '71, as chief judge of the U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit was held 
in January at the University of Kansas. 
U.S. Supreme Court Justice Stephen Breyer 
presided. 

Tacha previously has been a member of 
the Tenth Circuit Court of Appeals. The 
investiture was hosted by the University of 
Kansas School of Law, the Hall Center for 
the Humanities, the Kansas Bar 
Association, and the Kansas Health 
Foundation. 

Ho11 Dc,il~c-ll Rcece Tacha, '71 
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1949 
The Hon. Avern Cohn of the 
L1.S. District Court lor the 
Eastern District of Michigan was 
honoree for the annual dlnner 
of the ACLU Fund ol Michigan 
and the Detroit Branch of the 
ACLU in December. Cohn was 
honored "lor his dedication to 
the principles of the 
Constitution and the Bill of 
Rights and to the work of the 
American Civil Liberties Union. . . . 
We honor Judge Avern Cohn 
because his career as both a 
lawyer and jurist exemplifies the 
true purposes of the law - the 
pursuit of justice and the 
protection of freedom." 

The Class of 1951 reunion 
will be September 21-23 

Rcx Eamcs, Cltaii- 
Donald G. Lcavitt. Fundrais~ng C h a ~ r  

1951 
Walter J.  Russell and Stephen 
C. Bransdorfer, '56, write that 

1959 
"I am moving to a new phase in 
my life," writes James W. Brehl. 
He has withdrawn from the 
Minneapolis law firm Maun Sr 
Simon, where he was a partner, 
and has returned to St. Paul, 
where he plans to continue his 
professional and community 
activities. He will focus on 
senrice as an ADR neutral, and 
expects to continue handling 
some selected client matters. 

J .  Richard Emens is co-author 
of Fanlily Busincss Basics: 
nic  Gliidc to Family Busincss 
Financial Succcss (AASF 
Publishing, 2000). Based on 
their experience ad~ising family- 
owned or controlled businesses, 
Emens and co-author Beatrice E. 
Wolper prolide techniques and 
practical adlice for anyone 
in\~olved in a family-owned 
business. The authors are 
partners in the law firm Chester, 
MIilcos & Saxbe LLP practicing 
in the areas of business 
planning, family-owned 
business, and corporate law and 
they are family business owners. 

they "are pleased to announce 
the combin~ng of thelr firms' 1960 
law practices and the lormat~on Boris KozolchJ'k, S-J-D-. 
of the law firm of Brandsdorler dlrecfor of the National La\\- 

& Russell LLP' in Grand ~ ~ ~ ~ d ~ ,  Center for Inter-Amencan Free 

Joel V. Soule, '64, 1s of Trade, has been alimrded an 
with the new firm. honoran doctorate from the 

Universidad Naclonal Aut@norna 
- 

I 
de A4ti-sico in recognition of his 

4 5 ~ ~  REUNION high academic merit and his 
contribution through \vork and 

The Class of 1956 reunion teaching to the de~yelopment of 
- will be September 21-23 la\\, in Mexico and the spread of 
Stcphcr~ (Stcvc) C. Br.ansdoi:/c~; Choir ltno\\rledge in international 

commercial law. He also was 
featured speaker for the annual 
membership meeting of the 
Hispanic Professional Action 
Committee in Arizona in 
December. 

The Class of 1961 reunion The Class of 1971 reunion 
will be September 21-23 will be September 21-23 3 

Jamcs N. Adlci; frvinc 0. Hocl:aday J i : ,  Richard R Eumc and 
Lnuwnce h4. Siovi l l~Ji : ,  and Donald E EciJ:ci; Co-Cliairs 
\Villian~ 1: \VcbF, Co-Chairs 

1971 
1964 Laurence J.  Kline has mo17ed 
Paul E. Gillmore, a Cleveland his practice to the Chicago law 
Republican, has been elected to firm Hoogendoom, Talbot, 
his se~~enth  term in Congress. Dmids, Godfrey and h4illigan. 
He garnered 166,665 votes to where he is a partner. He \vill 
beat Dennie Edmon, who continue to focus on estate 
received 60,80 1 votes. planning, business planning. 

and estate and trust 

1965 
The partners, associates, and 
staff of Blatt, Hammesfahr & 
Eatonk Chicago, New York, Los 
Angeles, and London offices 
ha\re joined the international 
lanr firm of Cozen and 
@'Connor, a full-senice law 
firm with a large and 
sophisticated insurance practice. 
Richard L. Blatt, Larry R. 
Eaton, '68, Gregory D. Hopp, 
'84. and Kristv L. Allen, '96. 
are members of the firm. 

ll The Class of 1966 reunion 
will be September 21-23 

Chnr-lcs E. Patterson and 
Alfrctl hl. ButzEa~19h. Co-Cha~rs 

administration. He was a 
partner and founder of Carroll, 
Kline Sr \iVall. 

Richard L. Nygaard is the 
author of Scntcncing As 1 Scc I t  
(Copperhouse Publishing 
Compan); Incline Village, 
Nevada). The book is a 
collection of essays. pre\iously 
published in various law 
reliews, critical of o ffense-based 
sentencing philosophy and 
advocating a correction-based, 
rehabilitative/therapeutic model. 

1968 
Lee Hornberger and Donna 
Stoms were marr~ed August 24 
on hilackinac Island, Mich~gan, 
and now reside in Cincinnati. 
Ohio. Steven E. Kushner has joined 

the St. Louis oflice of 

Steve Hrones recei~ved the Thompson Coburn LLP as a 

Edward J.  Dugan  Private partner in the real estate 

Counsel Award "For Zealous practice area. \Vith estensi1-e 

Advocacy and Outstanding esperience representing clients 

Legal Senices to the Poor" in all phases ol  real estate 

from the Committee fc,r public transa~tionS. he also C O U ~ I S C ~ S  

Counsel Senices of clients on the structurins nnd 

Massachusetts. Hrones is an formntion of business entities 

attorney with the Boston lacv and has helped clients mith 
film Hrones and Garrit): 
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workouts. bankruptcies, and 
reorganizations involving 
troubled projects and 
companies. 

rr 25TH 

Appeals for the Fourth Circuit. 
The Fourth Circuit covers live 

The Class of 1976 reunion mid-Atlantic states, including 
Virginia. A recess appointment will be September 14-16 

Bel-tic N. Butts 111. Chn~t- is temporar). unless approved by 
the U.S. Senate. 

At deadline time, Lany D. 
Thompson of Atlanta was Pennsylvania Go~~ernor Tom 
named deputy attorney general Ridge has appointed 

by President Bush. 
1977 Christopher A. Lewis to the 
Donald W. McVay has been state's ludicial Conduct Board 

Robert G. van Schoonenberg 
has become executive vice 
president, general counsel, and 
secretary of Avery Dennison 
Corporation of Pasadena. He 
has been with Avery Dennison 
for 20 years, and previously 
senled as senior vice president, 
general counsel, and secretary 
"Bob is an executive who has 
made outstanding contributions 
to the success of this company," 
chairman and CEO Phillp M. 
Neal said in announcing van 
Schoonenberg's promotion in 
December. 

named the founding chairman 
of the board of directors of First 
Pacific Bank, a newly organized 
community bank headquartered 
in La Jolla, California, with the 
first branch located in the North 
Count): He continues to 
practice business, tas, and estate 
planning as a shareholder of 
McVay & Corrigan APC. He 
resides in Del Mar with his wfe 
and their three children. 

Ned Othman has joined the law 
firm Duane, Morris & 
Heckscher LLP as a partner in 
the Chicago office. Head of the 
national Corporate Finance 

Shirley Kaigler was elected to a 
three-year term on the State Bar 
of Michigan's Taxation Council 
and will senre as assistant editor 
of its publication, The Michigan 
T i  Lalyvcr. A partner with 
Detroit-based Jaffe Raitt Heuer 
& Weiss, Kaigler focuses her 
practice in the areas of probate 
and trust administration; estate, 
tax, retirement, and business 
succession planning; elder law; 
and health care proxy and 
special needs issues. She resides 
in Southfield, Michigan, with 
her family 

Group, he represents domestic 
and international financial 
institutions and capital markets 
participants in a variety of 
public and private finance and 
investment transactions. He was 
previously a partner with Foley 
& Lardner, Chicago. 

1978 
President Clinton used his 
recess appointment privilege to 
name Roger Lee Gregory, of 
Wilder & Gregory, Richmond, 
Virginia, as the first African 
American on the U.S. Court of 

The 12-member board was 
created in 1993 to receive and 
investigate complaints regarding 
judicial conduct. Lewis is a 
partner in the Health Care 
Department at Blank Rome 
Comisky & McCauley LLP, 
where he concentrates in non- 
profit law, business law. 
insurance replatory law, and 
government affairs. 

Morley Witus has been elected 
to membership in the American 
Law Institute. He practices 
commercial litigation at Barris, 
Sott, Denn & Driker PLLC, 
Detroit. 

Clyde J .  Robinson is 
celebrating his one-year 
anniversary as city atlorney for 
Battle Creek, Michigan. He was 
initially hired in 1980 and held 
assistant and deputy city 
attorney positions before being 
named interim city attorney in 
January 1999 to replace Paul R. 
Levy, '72. 

Mark A. Sterling has rejoined 
the law firm Hogan &c Hartson 
LLP as a partner resident in the 
firm's new Miami office, which 
he helped establish. He 
previously worked for the firm 
from 1979-93. Sterling is a 
member of the firm3 Health 
Group as well as its Corporate 
& Securities Group, practicing 
in both the Government 
Regulation and the Business & 
Finance practice areas. A 
District of Columbia resident, 
he also serves on the Board of 
Directors of Comprehensive 
Care Management Corporation, 
New York Cit~r. 

ll The Class of 1981 reunion 
will be September 14-1 6 1 

1979 
James H. Novis has joined 
Howard & Howard Attorneys 
PC in the law firm's Lansing 
office, where he specializes in 
taxation law with emphasis on 
state and local tax planning and 
controversies. He was previously 
employed by Touche Ross & 
Co. He lives in Lansing with his 
wife and family. 

Amy Wachs Fellner has joined 
the Arizona State University 
College of Law as the WP Carey 
Director of Placement. In this 
role, she works locally and 
nationally with courts, agencies, 
and law firms to place students 
in jobs that are a good fit for 
both the student and the hiring 
entity. Before moving to 
Arizona, she practiced law in 
Ohio and Michigan. She has 
taught courses in substantive 
criminal law, white-collar crime, 
and related topics as a faculty 
associate in the ASU School of 
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Justice Studies, and she taught 
employment law as an ad.iunct 
professor at the University of 
Phoen~s. 

(Marie) Antoinette Thomas 
has been elected to the 
American College of Trust and 
Estate Counsel. She is a partner 
in the New York City firm of 
Carter, Ledyard & Milhurn, 
where she is a member of the 
Trusts and Estates Department 
and head of the Exempt 
Organizations Practice Group. 
Thomas also recently contributed 
a chapter, "Selecting a Not-for- 
Profit Entity" to a West 
Publications work on business 
entities that will be republished 
in a new edition in spnng 2001, 
and a paper, "Estates and 
Foundation Beneficiaries," to the 
New York University 27th 
Conference on Tax Planning for 
50 1 (c)(3) Organizations (1999). 

1 9 8 2  
Patrick J .  Lamb has joined the 
Chicago litigation boutique 
Butler Rubin Saltarelli & Boyd 
as a partner. He continues to 
concentrate in business disputes 
and product liability. 

David Lauth has been 
appointed president of the 
Board of Directors of the Greater 
Twin Cities Youth Symphonies 
(GTCYS). GTCYS is one of the 
nation's largest youth orchestra 
programs. I t  includes eight 
orchestras that sen1e hundreds 
of youth musicians in the upper 
Midwest. Lauth is a partner with 
Dorsey &T Whitney, 
Minneapolis, practicing labor 
and employment law. 

Richard S. Meller, who 
practices in the Corporate 
Department, has become a 
partner in Latham & Watkins. 
based in the firm's Chicago 
office. Among the firm's 21 
other new partners are: 

Kenneth A. Schuhmacher, '90, 
who practices in the 
Financemeal Estate Department, 
in the London office; and 
Charles W. Cox, '92, who 
practices in the Litigation 
Department in the Los Angeles 
office. Latham 6r Watkins has 
more than 1,100 lawyers in 
16 offices in the LJnited States 
and overseas. 

1 9 8 3  
Jonathan Banks has been 
appointed the general counsel of 
the Washington, D.C., office of 
BellSouth Corp. Banks joined 
the BellSouth Legal Department 
in 1995. Since then, he has 
practiced in the Antitrust Group 
in Atlanta, and has been heady  
involved in the company's 
federal and state efforts to n in  
approval to offer customers long 
distance senice, as \\?ell as 
several other FCC proceedings. 

Ellen S. Carmody has been 
appointed a magistrate judge for 
the U.S. District Court for the 
Western District of Alichigan. 
She is a former shareholder with 
the la\\. firm of Lin: Weathers 
& Richardson PC, \\.here she 
practiced civil litigation, 
specializing in commercial and 
employment cases, and in the 
field of mental health law 

Thomas C. Judge has joined 
the Chicago office of Altheitner 
& Gray as a partner. He is a 
member of the firm's Corporate 
Department, where he focuses 
on mergers and acquisitions. 

Jamil Nasir's newest science 
fiction novel, Distatzic Haze, was 
published in h4arch 2000 by 
Bantam Books. 

L7.S. Supreme Court Chief 
Justice William H. Rehnquist 
has appointed Patricia Lee 
Refo, a partner in the Phoenix 
office of Snell & Wilmer, to the 
Judicial Conference Adxisoy 
Committee on the Federal Rules 
of Evidence. The Judicial 
Conference is the national 
policy making body of the 
federal courts. The Advisor). 
Committee on the Federal Rules 
of E~idence determines 
procedures "designed to 
promote simplicity fairness, the 
iust determination of litigation. 
and the elimination of 
unjust~fiable expense and delay" 
I t  drafts amendments and 
proposes Federal Rules of 
Evidence for public comment, 
approval by the Judicial 
Conference and the U.S. 
Supreme Court, and submission 
to Congress. 

Peter Leklne has been named 
\Ice president and assistant 
general counsel for TRW Inc. 
He is in charge of TRW's 
Occupant Safety Systems Group, 
which is the world's leading 
manufacturer of automotive 
safety systems, including 
airbags, seat belts, and steering 
ulheels. 

1 9 8 5  
Sharlene W. Lassiter was 
promoted to associate dean for 
academics at the Northern 
Kentucky University Salmon F? 
Chase College of Law in 
Highland Heights. 

ll The Class of 1986 reunion 
will be September 14-16 lJ 

Arthur Lic,qal, Chair 

1986 
G. Eric Brunstad Jr. was 
reappointed as a x~siting lecturer 
from Januav l-May 3 1, 2001, 
at Yale University School of Lxv. 
He is a partner at Bingham Dana 
LLP, resident in the firms 
Hartford office, where he 
practices bankruptcy law with 
an emphasis on bankruptcy 
appeals. This past March he 
argued a bankruptcy appeal 
before the U.S. Supreme Court. 
He has published several articles 
on bankruptcy law, one of 
which has been quoted by the 
Supreme Court. His most recent 
article is "Bankruptcy and the 
Problems of Economic Futility: 
A Theory on the Unique Role of 
Bankruptcy Lanr." 55 Busitzcss 
h\%' 499 (2000). 

Steven M. LaKind has been 
promoted from managng 
director to corporate managing 
director at Julien J. Studley Inc. 
LaKind joined Studley in 1995. 

Robin K. Magee received the 
Hamline University Community 
Social Action Award and the 
International Leadership 
Institute's annual award for a 
decade of work in pursuit of 
social justice and equalit!: 
h4agee teaches property and 
criminal law and procedure at 
Hamline University School of 
Law, St. Paul, Minnesota. 



Scott E. Munzel has joined the 
law firm of Bodman, Longley Sr 
Dahling LLP as a senior attorney 
practicing in the Ann Arbor 
office. He concentrates his 
practice in real estate 
development and zoning law, 
real property law, and municipal 
law. 

Megan I? Noms,  Detroit, was 
elected secretary-treasurer of the 
Detroit Metropolitan Bar 
Association. A principal in the 
Detroit office of Miller, Canfield, 
Paddock and Stone PLC, she 
practices in the firm's Labor 
Department concentrating in the 
area of employment litigation 
defense. Noms is co-author of 
the Schlei and Grossman 
Emplovntcnt Discrimination Law 
supplement on the Americans 
with Disabilities Act (1998 and 
2000). 

Michael I? O'Neil has been 
elected a partneddirector of 
Sommer Sr Barnard PC, where 
he has been of counsel since 
July 1999. He represents clients 
in matters relating to bankruptcy 
and creditors' rights, commercial 
litigation, and non-profit 
corporations. Prior to joining 
the firm, he was a partner w t h  
Freeborn & Peters, Chicago. 

1987 
Reginald Turner, a partner in 
Clark Hill of Detroit and vice 
president of the State Bar of 
Michigan, has been named to 
Detroit's school reform board to 

n o t e s  

complete the two-year term of 
the former chairman, which 
ends in March 2001. 

1988 
David R. Downes has moved to 
the U.S. Department of the 
Interior to senre as senior 
advisor on trade and the 
environment with the Office of 
the Secretary. He helps the 
department address the growing 
implications that trade and trade 
policy have for its resource 
conservation responsibilities in 
a global economy. He was 
previously a senior attorney 
with the non-profit Center for 
International Enlironmental 

Washington, D.C. 

A 
IN- 

Samuel W. Silver received the 
fourth annual Earl G. Harnson 
Pro Bono Award, p e n  by 
Schnader Harrison Segal & 
Lewis LLP, in recognition of his 
distinguished record of and 
commitment to pro bono service. 
His pro bono services have 
concentrated on capital 
punishment, handling 
numerous difficult cases on the 
trial and appellate level. Silver is 
a member of the Litigation 
Department and the Mass Torts 
and Products Liability Practice 
Group in the Philadelphia office 
of Schnader Harrison. 

Jack Williams has rejoined the 
law firm King Sr Spalding as a 
partner with the Business 
Litigation Practice Group in the 
Atlanta office. Since 1995. he 
had senled as assistant U.S. 
attorney for the Northern 
District of Georgia, where he 
primarily prosecuted business 
crime and public corruption. 
Williams began his legal career 
at King & Spalding. 

1990 
Elizabeth B. Bryant was named 
a Minnesota Super Lawyer by 
the Publications qf Minncayolisl 
St. Paul Magazine, Minnesota Law 
D Politics, and Zvin Citics 
B~isincss Monthly. The distinction 
is based on the votes of 
attorneys from across the state, 
which are reviewed by a panel 
of 150 leading lawyers from 
30 practice areas. The final list 
includes lawyers within the top 
point totals representing the top 
five percent of lawyers licensed 
to practice in Minnesota. Bryant 
is a partner with the law firm 
Zalk & Bryant PA, Minneapolis, 
and practices in the area of 
family law. 

Thomas H. Howlett, a partner 
at The Googasian Firm PC, 
Bloomfield Hills, Michigan, has 
been appointed chairman of the 
State Bar of Michigan's Law and 
the Media Committee, which 
concerns itself with the 
relationship between courts, 
lawyers, and the electronic and 
print press. Howlett 
concentrates his litigation 
practice on behalf of clients in 
matters relating to catastrophic 
injury and death. He and his 
wife, Kim Ruedi Howlett, '91, 
live in Beverly Hills with their 
daughters, Jemma, 5, and 
Tessa, 2. 

The Class of 1991 reunion 
will be September 14-1 6 

1991 
The Ann Arbor office of the law 
firm Plunkett & Cooney PC h2s 
named Juliet E. Pressel to its 
Insurance Law Practice Group. 
She concentrates her practice in 
civil litigation. 

1992 
Victoria Aguilar has become 
general counsel and \ice 
president for Legal and 
Regulatory Affairs, for NxGen 
Networks Inc., Denver, 
Colorado. She previously senred 
as vice president of Public 
Policy, Law and Human 
Resources for Colorado-based 
Firstworld Communications. 

Anthony I? Cho has been 
named a shareholder of the law 
firm Howard & Howard 
Attorneys PC. Based in the 
Bloomfield Hills, Michigan, 
office, he focuses his practice on 
antitrust, intellectual property, 
telecommunications, and 
commercial litigation. He resides 
in Beverly Hills with his wife 
Tricia, and daughter, Madison 
Alana. 

Patrick R. Kitchin was named 
president and chief executive 
officer of Investigation Logic 
Inc., an investigation and legal 
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services firm headquartered in 
San Francisco. Investigation 
Logic works with attorneys and 
companies throughout the 
United States performing 
litigation support and due 
diligence investigations. Kitchin 
was formerly a litigation 
associate with the law firm 
S e d p c k ,  Detert, Moran & 
Arnold. 

Michael A. Mazzuchi has been 
made a partner with Cleary, 
Gottlieb, Steen & Hamilton, 
Washington, D.C. 

Tom Shaevsky has accepted a 
position at the Institutional 
Trust Division at Comerica 
Bank, Detroit. 

Charles (Chip) Tea has been 
elected a partner of Kirkpatrick 
& Lockhart. He resides in 
Pittsburgh with his wife, 
Melissa, who is also an attorney 
with the firm. 

1993 
Colleen Barney, Newport 
Beach, California, appeared on 
the Wall Street journal Report 
(CBS) to discuss estate planning. 
In 1996, she became California's 
youngest certified specialist in 
estate planning, trust, and 
probate law. 

Robert A. Henry has been 
named a partner in Snell & 
Wilmer, headquartered at the 
firm's Phoenix office. Henry, 
who joined the firm in 1994, 
concentrates his practice in 
commercial, environmental, 

employment, OSHA defense, 
and real estate litigation. 

David M. Saperstein and Susan 
Knoppow announce the birth of 
Samuel Isaac Knoppow 
Saperstein on September 20. 
Samuel has one big sister, 
Miriam. Saperstein practices 
municipal and insurance 
defense in the Detroit office of 
Garan Lucow Miller PC. His 
recent article, "The Abominable 
Snowman, the Easter Bunny, 
and 'The Intentional Tort 
Exception' to Governmental 
Immunity: Why Sudul I! 

Hamtramck was Wrongly 
Decided" can be accessed in the 
publications section of 
garanlucow.com. 

Howard Sendrovitz has left 
Rosenman O Colin, New York, 
and now practices securities 
litigation as \ice president and 
senior attorney at Morgan 
Stanley Dean Witter, New York. 

Jeffrey Sherman has become a 
partner in Faegre & Benson 
LLP in its Denver office. He 
joined the firm last year after 
practicing with Otten, Johnson, 
Robinson, Neff & Gagonetti, 
PC. He concentrates his practice 
on corporate finance and 
securities, e-commerce. and 
technolog). and software. 

Douglass M. Ravburn, Dallas 
has been elected a partner of 
Baker Botts LLP, where he 
concentrates his practice on 
securities law, mergers and 
acquisitions, and general 
corporate matters. 

Philip Stamatakos has been 
elected national partner in the 
Chicago office of the law firm 
Baker & McKenzie. His 
corporate transactional practice 
has particular emphasis on 
domestic and international 
mergers, acquisitions, 
divestitures, joint ventures. 
privatizations, commercial 
contracts. and corporate 
counseling. He and his family 
reside in the Chicago area. 

1994 
Barbara J. Gilbert has become 
a shareholder at the Montgomery 
Alabama, law firm of Capell 
& Howard PC. She specializes 
in litigation. 

Nevada Governor Kenny Guinn 
has appointed Rick R. Hsu to a 
four-year term on the State 
Commission on Ethics, which 
enforces the Nevada Code of 
Ethics and related ethics laws 
applicable to all public officers 
and employees. Hsu practices 
la\v in Reno for the law firm 
Mialther, Key h4aupin, Oats, 
Cox &z LeGo): where he has 
been employed since 
graduation. 

Allan Katz recently moved to 
Dallas and is now an associate 
with the law firm Winstead 
Sechrest & Minick PC. The 
focus of his practice is comnlercial 
real estate. 

Steve Mellen has joined the law 
firm Bernstein Litowitz Rerger 6r 
Grossman LLP, New York City 
as an associate specializing in 
securities and class action 
litigation. 

Greg Teufel has joined the 
Pittsburgh office of the law firm 
Schnader Harrison Segal & 
Lewis LLP A siuth-year associate 
in the Litigation Department, 
he continues to practice 
commercial litigation, with a 
growing focus on employee 
benefits litigation. 

1995 
Peter C. Beckerman has left 
private practice after five years 
with Dorsey & Whitney LLP, 
Minneapolis, to join the chief 
counsel's office at the Food 
& Drug Administration, 
Washington, D.C. He now lives 
in Washington with his wife, 
Kim Gross, and their one-year- 
old daughter, Eleanor Lorraine 
Beckerman. 

D. Andrew Portinga was 
elected secretary/treasurer of the 
Michigan State Bar Young 
Lawyers Section for a one-year 
term ending September 200 1. 
He is an attorney with Miller, 
Johnson, Snell & Cummiskey 
PLC, Grand Rapids. 

STH REUNION 

The Class of 1996 reunion 
will be September 14-16 

Co-Cl~ailr 

I 
Carol E. Dicon nild hlirnnda C. h!~lc. 

1796 
Nathaniel Cade Jr.. an associate 
at h4lchael Best & Friedrich 
LLP, Milwaukee, was appointed 
to the \Visconsin State Bar's 
Standing Committee on 
Professional Ethics. The 
committee formulates and 
recommends standards ;~nd  
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' \  

methods for ethics phd conduct, 
considers and makes 
recommendations for 
amendments to the Rules of 
Professional Conduct, and has Sherwood Ake 

authority to express opinions H. Winston Hathaway 

mgardmg proper professional 
conduct. Cade's practice Lawrence E. Hartwig 

includes products liability, Thomas A. Paulson " 

Harry Paul, jWarner construction law, insuranke Clifford L. Ashtbn 
defenx, and business litigation. " 

Robert Tiemey has joined the 
law firm Bracewell & Patterson 
LLP as an associate in the 
Houston office. He practices in John Vincent Moran 
the fm's Litigation Group. Lester H. Rose 

Theodore VanDellen q&P*~sp;C. December 7,2000 
ZOOG' Louis 6. Baker 

Thomas W Diver 
Jay Wootten Sorge Sr. November 8,2000 
William Stanley Wtlson 
Hany B. Wise Jr. 
Peter I? Price Novernbez 24,2000 
Robert U! Richardson November 24,2000 

November 14,2000 
December 17, 1999 

Milton B. Clickerson 
James B. Dunkel Jr. 
George Neff Stevens (S.J.D.) September 23, 1998 

and Pease LLP as an attorney in 
the Cleveland office. 

Erwin C. Heininger " October 3,2000 
Tricia L. Knight has joi Robert J. Reichert 
Milwaukee office of the Hugo A. Walfred 
Michael Best & Friedric Hotward M. Handelman December 14,1999 
as an associate. Her practi Hsn. Edward M. Yampolsky 

focuses on employment 
relations law. 

Roy W. Christknsen 

Alison J. Maki has joined the mcllafd MI: Gates 
' Bernard M. Gelber 

ociate. She was a cum laud 
graduate, serving as Selection 
Committee coordinator for th 
Michigan Journal of Gender G, December 1,1999 
Law and as senior judge for the 

nm M. Ha* 
A m y  R, Tempktan 



The 2000 
Entering Class I 
Total applications ...................... 3432 I 

Total matriculants 367 I ........................ 
. Male ........................................ I ................................... Female .I58 I 

student will tailor his Law School experience and professiond 

opportunities to his own personality and goals. In previous Spling 

issues, we have given you a statistical profile of the entering clitss 

and presented profiles of members of those entering classes. This 

spring, in tandem with the statistical snapshot of the l aw Sch~ol's 

entering class, we offer a sampling of what some students have 

done as they pursue their legal studies and move into their careers: 

Second-year law students Joshua A. Brook and Noah S. Leavitt 

travel to The Hague to work on the German side of a case 

against the United States befare the European Court of Justice. 

Five students win fellowships to work with refugee and asylum 

agencies in North America, Europe, and Africa. 

................. 'ercent female .43 percent I ...... Percent students of color 28 percent 
(Native American, African American, 
Mexican American, Other Hispanic 

' 
American, Asian American, 
Puerto Rican American, 
MultiethnicIOther Ethnicity) 

.... I Percent Michigan mident 25 percent 

................................. Mean age .24 

....................... Youngest member .20 

Eldest member ........................... .44 

Source: Office of Admissions Report 
to Committee of Visitors, October 20 

1 Law student Amy Liu helps pave the way for presidential 

I campaign visits. 
Third-year law student Jerod Gerson provides the push that 

I wins freedam for a human rights activist imprisoned in Burma. 

I A recent graduate and a soon-to-he graduate win prestigious 

I Skadden Fellowships to work in the public interest sector in 



From Hutchins Hall to 

- BY JOSHUA A. BROOK AND 
NOAH S. LEAVITT 

It was 10 (a.m. Monday morning 
' (4 a.m. Ann Arbor time) and wephad,jzlst 

amzived.on.the red-eye from Detroit., We had, 
come to The Hague.to observe oral arguments 

in the- ~ a ~ r a n d  case, a complex international 
legal dispute involving que52iom about tihp 
dean penalty, treaty hterpretatioa, criminal 
' . procedure, I* federalism, and &mediesl.for " 

wrongfu~ acts of stat0e. 



For us, this was the culmination of a 
year of intense exposure to the 
international legal order, which had begun 
only a few weeks after Dean Jeffrey S. 
Lehman, '81, welcomed our first-year class 
to Ann Arbor. 

The matter before the world's highest 
judicial body began as a simple bank 
robbery on January 7, 1982, when Karl 
and Walter LaGrand held up the Valley 
National Bank in Marana, Arizona. In the 
course of the botched robbery, the brothers 
stabbed to death Ken Hartsock, the 63- 
year-old bank manager. 

Although they had lived in the United 
States since ages five and three, 
respectively, Walter and Karl LaGrand were 
German nationals, having been born in 
West Germany to a German mother and 
American fathers, both U.S. servicemen. 
Throughout their childhood, the brothers 
sufiered from serious physical and 
emotional neglect, malnutrition, and 
illness. 

The 1963 Vienna Convention on 
Consular Relations (VCCR), to which the 
United States is a party, required Arizona 
authorities to inform the brothers without 
delay of their right to assistance from the 
German Consulate. However, the brothers 
were not informed of this right. They were 
subsequently tried, convicted, and 
sentenced to death. Germany contends 
that, had the brothers been informed of 
their rights, the German government 
would have provided crucial mitigating 
evidence regarding the LaGrands' troubled 
upbringng. 

The LaGrands appealed their 
convictions and sentences to the U.S. 
Supreme Court, which upheld both 
decisions. However, because the LaGrands 
had not raised the VCCR violation in state 
proceedings, the rule of procedural default 
barred them from raising it on laabens 
corpus review before the federal courts. 

Karl LaGrand was executed by lethal 
injection on February 24, 1999. Then, in 
an attempt to save Walter, Germany filed a 
claim before the World Court - only 

hours before the scheduled execution. 

Although the Court issued a provisional 
measure calling upon the United States to 
"take all measures at its disposal to ensure 
that Walter LaGrand is not executed," the 
older brother was asphyxiated in the 
Arizona gas chamber the following day. 

Under domestic law most legal issues 
would be mooted by the deaths of Karl and 
Walter LaGrand. However, under 
international law Germany could still 
pursue its claim based on the wrong it 
suffered as a result of the treaty violation. 
The International Court of Justice (ICJ) is 
not a court of criminal appeal, but, as the 
highest judicial body within the United 
Nations system, the court has jurisdiction 
over claims of treaty violations. 

Germany asked the ICJ to declare not 
only that the United States breached the 
treaty by not informing the LaGrands of 
their rights, but also that the application of 
the doctrine of procedural default in VCCR 
cases can lead to a violation of the treaty's 
requirement that domestic law gve "full 
effect" to the treaty's obligations. Germany 
asked the court to declare that the United 
States is under a duty to alter its domestic 
practice (although the specific changes 
should be left to the discretion of the 
United States). 

For its part, the United States 
acknowledged that it violated the Vienna 
Convention. The American lawyers 
reiterated previous apologies for the 
violation of the treaty and reviewed the 
efforts undertaken by the State Department 
to improve VCCR compliance. However, 
the United States also argued that the 
violation did not prejudice the LaGrands 
(i.e. they would have been sentenced to 
death anyway) and that the remedy sought 
by Germany was unwarranted. The 
American lawyers argued that based on the 
text of the treaty and the intent of the 
parties when the treaty was negotiated, the 
VCCR does not require countries to modify 
their domestic laws to reverse convictions 
or sentences tainted by VCCR violations. 

The case was not explicitly about the 
viability of the death penalty in inter- 
national law, but it took place in the context 
of an intense worldwide controversy over 
capital punishment. While the death 

penalty is a hotly-debated subject in the 
United States, western European nations 
regard the punishment as inhuman. For its 
part, Germany abolished capital 
punishment in 1949 and recently has 
taken a leading role in the worldwide 
campaign to eradicate the death penalty 
U.S. executions are typically met with vocal 
protests from the European Union, even 
when no European national is condemned. 

How did we, two students with one 
year of legal training, wind up in the Great 
Hall of Justice? 

In October 1999, barely six weeks into 
our 1L year, we submitted our applicatiom 
to intern with Professor Bruno Simma at 
the International Law Commission (ILC). 
Although we had not yet taken the basic 
International Law course, a summer at the 
UN sounded intriguing. Around the same 
time we heard about the LaGrands at one 
of the Law School's "Hot Topics in 
International Law" discussions and learned 
that Professor Simma lhad a significant role 
in preparing the case for Germany. 

Ln May, after handing in our last exam, 
we packed our bags for Geneva. Our first 
day of work, we ambled up the Rue du 
Lausanne to the Palais des Nations, a 
massive complex ("the most heavily- 
utilized conference center in the world," 
according to UN literature) that sits atop a 
hill, l o o h g  across Lake Geneva toward 
snowy Mount Blanc, the highest peak in 
Europe. Peacocks roam the impeccable 
grounds, adding a regal touch to the 
bureaucratic ambiance. The placidity 
provides an ironic backdrop to the 
discussions of war, crisis, and suffering that 
transpire within. 

The ILC is composed of 34 of the most 
accomplished lawyers and scholars in the 
world who meet to "codify and 
progressively develop" international legal 
norms. The ILC has been convening 
annually since 1947 to write the rules that 
govern intemational relations. Some of the 



commissionb most significant projects 
indude the procedures governing treaty 
interpretation and the draft statute of the 
hternational Criminal Court. 

Our role was to track the IWs work on 
reservations to treaties, diplomatic 
protection, unilateral acts of states, liability 
for certain trans-boundary harm, and, most 
si@cantly state responsibility The rules 
of state responsibility deal with the 
ascription of wrongfulness to countries. 

' The rules also catalogue the permissible 
remedies to redress such wrongful acts. By 
the end of the summer, we had assisted 
Professor Simma with a report on the ILC 
session to be distributed to the Committee 
of Legal Advisors on Public International 1 

Law of the Council of Europe and an 
article for the Nqrdic Journal of IntemtiomZ 

- Ckr learning "curve" remained nearly 
vertical, as wery day provided a new 
insist into s a n k  intriguing aspect of 
international law. For example, from the 
start, it seemed that a certain gravity 
emanated from the commission. We 
learned that this seriousness relates to the 
very process through which international 
law is generated. Because international 
courts and tribunals afford significant 
weight to the conclusions of publicists and 
academics (much more, for example, than 
high courts in the United States), there was 
a constant awareness that the comments of 
these 34 experts could be cited to support 
a particular principle of law in a future 
case. Indeed, as we later saw in The Hague, 
both the Germans and the Americans 
quoted ILC reports to provide authority for 
their arguments. 

Because of its preeminent position in 
international lawmahg, the ILC is 
fiequently analyzed, quoted, and 
&cussed. Indeed, a constant stream of 
visitors passed through the conference 
room, giving us the opportunity to meet 

lawyers and scholars from around the 
world. We ne*~ knew who we would - 

encounter when we amved at work: one 
day it mi&t be a judge from a wnr crimes 
tribunal, the next a scholar an rnari 
law, the nerd a human rights lawyer, r a 
mediator from an intergmve~ental 
organization. We even met a' few other 
Americans. I 

While at times the &scussio& seemed 
abstract, we faced a major reality check in 
June, when the commission took its fouq 
week recess. We accompanied Professor 

The litigants' requests 1 

Sl- to Germany where he directs the 
'Institute for Public International Law at the 
University of Munich, and began working 
in earnest on the LaGrand case. 

At the Institute we met Professor 
Sim- assistants, who are themselves 
accomplished lawyers and lecturers. In 
Germany, legal training resembles a 
doctoral program more than a profHonal 
school, which explains why most of the 
people we met seemed to be research 
assistants. (They also seemed to speak at 
least three or four languages fl~ently 
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The United !Stat& 
requests the court to adjudge and declare that: 
(1) There was a breach of the United States 
obligation to Germany under Article 36, paragraph 
1 (b), of the Vienna Convention on Consular 
Relations, in that the competent authorities d the 

I United States did not promptly give to Karl and 
Walter LaGrand the notification required by that 
Article, and that the United States has apologized to , 

Germany for this breach, and is taking substantial 
measures aimed at preventing any recurrence; and 

(2) All other claims and s ~ & l i l o n s  01 the Federal ' 

;i&i \a,ke ~!IIII b*; Republic of Germany are &missed. - I 
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leaving us awed and humbled with our Scribbled notes in the margins of our class 
stumbling, present-tense-only French.) We notebooks contain lists of possible 
were warmly welcomed (in English) to the challenges that the United States might 

. . _ _ ...,..i.... " .-.l "-- . - - - 1 

Institute and treated with the utmost raise in November and Germany's best 
kindness during our stay. responses to them. 

On our first day in Munich, one of Then, the week before we left for The 
Professor Simma's assistants handed us a Hague, Texas executed Miguel Angel 
thick binders containing Germany's 300- Flores, a Mexican national who, like the 
page brief for the LaGrand case and the LaGrands, had not been informed of his 
U.S. response. "Read these," he told us, right to consular assistance and was 
"there is much to do." thereby prevented from raising the issue on 

Accordingly, with many of the other appeal. Mexico and a number of European 
assistants, we spent the next three weeks countries vigorously protested the 
analyzing the documents in order to figure execution, drawing considerable 
out how Germany could best present its international media attention. The Flores 
arguments before the court in November. case was the immediate backdrop for the 
Our task was to develop Germany's ICJ's consideration of the LaGrand matter, 
demand that the United States provide heightening the drama of the proceedings. 
"assurances and guarantees of non- On Monday morning, the Great Hall of 
repetition," which are, as we had recently Justice crackled with drama. Beneath the 
learned, among the remedies available to vaulted gothic ceiling, wood paneled walls, 
injured states. Specifically, Germany and brilliant stained glass windows 
wanted the United States to develop a depicting symbols of law and justice, eager 
systemic way of preventing the "procedural journalists scrambled for inteniews. The 
default" problem from recurring. Using ICJ numerous television cameras indicated the 
precedent, customary international law, global significance of the dispute. (The case 
and recent ILC reports, we tried to shape was featured prominently on CNN and in 
arguments to support Germany's request. the Intet-national Herald-Tribune, for 
Our role was particularly exciting because example.) Last summet; second-year law studaits Noah S. 

i we drew heavily upon what we had been Each party had assembled impressive Leavitt and Joshua A. Brook worked as intenls with 
learning in Geneva about state legal teams. Among those sitting with Affiliated O\lc)-seas Faculry member Brttno Simma 

responsibility. Suddenly, the amorphous Professor Simma and his two assistants at tlie International ~ a w  Commission of the United 

concepts we had been listening to became were the legal advisor to the German hTations in Ga to~a ,  Switzerland. T h q  also hclped 
Professor Sirnma prepare Gomany? arptmmt 

much more real. Foreifl Office, an attorney from b~ forc  the International Coun ofJusticc (ICJ) in the 
When we returned to Ann Arbor for DeVevoise & Plimpton, the German LaGrand Case (Germany v. United States). The 

our 2L year, we remained involved with ambassador to The Netherlands, and case in\*olvcs two German nationals who ~\~crc  tried 
the LaGrand case. While we had been Professor Pierre-Marie Dupuy from Paris, a and ultimately aecutcd in Arizona without bcing 
away over the summer, American courts longtime friend of the University of informed o f  their right to assistance from thc 

heard several cases with similar breaches of Michigan Law School, who wore the Gcrman Consulate as required by tlic L7ioina 

the Vienna Convention. Discussing these resplendent red robes that French lawyers ConvCntiori On CorlSU1ar Relations. two 
shtdents traveled to The Hague in No~wnl?er to 

decisions with Professor Simma gave us a wear when they appear before the highest obselT,c plocccdingr At lCI had 
chance to update our arguments. court of their country. On the American riot yet announced its decision. 

The semester was a bit surreal. While side were several l a y e r s  from the State 
our classmates were d1-y cleaning suits for Department, the attorney general of 
their on-campus interviews, we were Arizona, a professor of comparative 
scanning LESIS for references to "Vienna criminal law from Zurich, and faculty 
Convention," "execution" and "LaGrand." members from NYU and Johns Hopkins 

who specialize in human rights law and 
international relations. 

"Veuillez vous asseoir. Lc? seance est 
ouverte," announced Judge Guillaume, 
President of the ICJ. 
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At the table in front of us sat the 
German team. After a brief introduction by 
Gerhard Westdickenberg, legal advisor to 
the German Foreign Office, that stressed 
the abiding friendship and respect between 
the two countries, Professor Simma began 
his arguments. Pressing Germany's demand 
for assurances and guarantees of non- 
repetition, Sirnma argued, "an apology may 
constitute an adequate remedy in isolated 
cases but it is neither sufficient nor 
appropriate if illegal conduct has become a 
consistent pattern, as is unfortunately the 
case here." 

On Tuesday, the United States presented 
its response. Nearly every interpretation of 
domestic and international law was 
disputed. Although we knew that this was 
the normal way the arguments would 
proceed, it was jarring to see how 
persuasive the American lawyers were. 
Having been immersed in the German 
arguments, it was unsettling to hear the 
intense critique rhat the United States 
applied to Germany's position. 

By Friday afternoon, we were 
exhausted, having ridden the roller coaster 
of litigation. The emotional ups and downs 
were compounded by our dual loyalties. 
We often found ourselves wrestling with 
complex feelings about working for the 
German team against the United States. On 
one hand, we were proud to be able to 
contribute to a case that would put 
increased pressure on the United States to 
limit executions, especially since the 
United States acknowledged committing an 
internationally wrongful act that may have 
led to the execution of two people. 
However, although we share the 
Europeans' opposition to capital 
punishment, we sometimes found 
ourselves resenting other countries' 
intrusions into American sovereignty It  was 
uncomfortable to hear our own country 
condemned, especially given the historical 
relationship between the two nations. 

When we left on Friday, we turned 
to take a final look at the Peace Palace, 
dramatically set against a wet North Sea 
sky, streaks of blue piercing the gray 1 

Refugee and 
Asylum Law 

 isl loads of tourists-were busy snapping 
photos of the scene. We paused, tqing to 1 fellows work on 
;etain as much of the week as we couid. 

That week was the culmination of an ) three continents 
incredible year of exposure to and 
participation in intemational lawmaking. 
We had been gven the opportunity to 
learn from a master and had been gven 
access to the hallowed halls of intemational 
justice. We marveled at the fact that one 
year ago we barely knew what state 
responsibility was. 

Two days later we were back in 
Hutchins Hall, trying to catch up with our 
coursework. At one level, it was 
unbelievable that we were back in our 
assigned seats, as if the LaGrand case had 
never really happened. Yet, on a deeper 
level, our classes took on a greater 
significance. We had more appreciation for 
concepts such as jurisdiction and statutory 
interpretation and their relevance to 
international disputes - indeed, to matters 
of life and death. And we could not have 
asked for a better "classroom" than the 
World Court. 

Wefeel extremely jbrtunate to have had 
thki oppol-tunity during our legal training and 
are gratejul to the Law Scl~ool and the Center 

for International and Coinparative L a t v  for 
supporting programs that enable students to 

have such experiences. We are especially 
gratefil to Professor Bruno Simmafor his 

mentoring and encouragement. 

If you would like to learn more 
about the LaGrand case, you may 

visit the Web site of the 
International Court of Justice at 

www.icj-cij.org. 

Five Law School students will join 
forces with refugee workers in the 
United States, Europe, and Africa 
this summer after winning 
fellowships through the Program in 
Refugee and Asylum Law. 

The students will gain experience and 
insight by working on a variety of issues, 
from the repatriation of women to 
assessing the Zambian government's 
policies on the detention of refugees and 
asylum seekers. Each fellow will work with 
an agency well-known for its work in the 
field and under the supervision of a 
ranlung agency official. 

This year's fellows are Vanessa Bedford, 
Tracey Glover, Libby Marsh, Barbara 
Miltner, and Archana Pyati. 

Bedford will work in the Policy and 
Advocacy Division of the European 
Council on Refugees and Exiles (ECRE) in 
London. She will do comparative research 
on international refugee law, answer 
queries from refugee lawyers throughout 
Europe, and report on judgments of UN 
bodies and other agencies that deal with 
human rights, torture, children's rights, and 
similar issues. 

A graduate of the University of 
California at Berkeley, Bedford will earn her 
J.D. in 2002. "When I heard of this 
fellowship it excited me as much as the 
first time I read the UN Declaration of 
Human kghts, and the first time that I saw 
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lawyering as the pathway to activism that 
was intellectually challengng," she wrote in 
her fellowship application. 

Glover, who earned her bachelor's 
degree from the University of Michigan and 
twice has studied in France, will work in 
Washington, D.C., with the legal 
department of the U.S. and Caribbean 
Regon Branch Office of the United Nations 
High Commissioner for Refugees. She will 
monitor countries' compliance with the 
Refugee Convention, draft advisory 
opinions, and write status 
recommendations for applicants for 
protection in jurisdictions that lack specific 
determination procedures. 

Last summer, Glover was a legal intern 
at the Tahirih Justice Center in Virgnia, a 
nonprofit agency that specializes in 
working with asylum claims for immigrant 
women who are the victims of gender- 
based persecution. She recounted some of 

the experience in her application: "The N m I v  namedfellows in Refugee and Asvl~tm Lati, 

most that I worked on gather with Program Director oltd P~fessorJames C. 

last summer was a case for an Afghan Hathaway. From left, front row: L i b b  Marsh, 
Hathaway, Archana Pjlati; back row, Barbara 

who was persecuted by the Taliban Milmel: Vanessa Bedford, and Tracq Glovet: The 
because her humanitarian aid work. . . . fellows will work at refugee and asylum groups in 
Her story, like so many other refugee Afn'ca, Europe, and the United States this summet: 
stories that I heard this summer, was both 
devastating and inspiring. Although 
appalled at what people live through, it 
was tremendously satisfying to be able to 
offer comfort to people, and more 
importantly, to help ensure their safety and 
freedom from future harm and trauma." 

Marsh will join the fellowship 
program's newest participating institutional 
member, Human hghts Watch, in 
New York, where she will work in the 
Women's hghts Division. She will evaluate 
the effectiveness of UN High Commissioner 
for Refugees practices in allowing women 
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1 A humbling, 
( empowering experience 

Amy Liu watched with more 
detachment than most of us as the promise 
of settling the 2000 presidential election 
bounced like a Ping-Pong ball from court 
to court. 

It wasn't a lack of concern on Liu's part. 
She was more involved in the race than 
most of us, m fact. She simply was exhausted. 

Taking off a tern from law school, she 
had worked nonstop since summer as part 
of the advance team that prepared for 
presidential candidate A1 Gore's campaign 
visits. Eight hours of sleep usually came as 
the total of two or more nights' rest. One 
set of five days took her to four states. 
Working with up to a dozen colleagues, 
she helped arrange visits to Los Angeles, 
Michigan, Pennsylvania, Wisconsin, 
Arkansas, New Mexico, and elsewhere. 
The advance team would join forces with 

1 locally based organizers to arrange each 
visit. "There were many people in addition 
to the advance team who worked on the 
visits," according to Liu. 

"You didn't have a lot of free time. 
You worked long hours," she said. Team 
members "formed very intense relation- 
ships" in the crucible of the campaign. 

Like determined contestants battling 
into the 15th round of a title bout, she and 
her team always figured that come Election 
Day their work would end - either in 
jubilation or despair. 

When Election Day failed to decide the 
election and it became clear that overtime 
would be played out in the courts, Liu 
settled back to wait, having come through 
what she calls a "formative" and "empowering 
experience that left her more committed 
than ever to the democratic process. 

"This has been a very empowering 
esperience because I've realized that I - 
and everyone else - has access to the 
political process," she explained. "Not only 
access but the opportunity to affect the 
political process. " 

"Many people espected me to come 
away from this experience more cynical, 
but it's led to exactly the opposite reaction. 
I saw firsthand that our government and 
political system is made up of real people, 
people who have their daily struggles and 
successes like anyone else." 



"I think we're very lucky in this country, 
that we have the luxury to be cynical of the 
political process, but I think that deep 
down most people aren't as cynical as they 
pretend to be." 

Neither were Law School officials. Liu 
said that Law School Assistant Deans David 
Baum, '89, and Charlotte Johnson, '88, 
were supportive of her decision and very 
helprul to her when she had to register 
absencee to resume classes this term. 

Before joining Gore's advance team, Liu 
also had traveled a bit for President 
Clinton, to Monroe, Michigan, and New 
York. She felt the significance of her 
participation perhaps most keenly in New 
York City, where her father had driven a 
taxicab and worked at odd jobs after 
immigrating from Taiwan in the 1960s. 
Her mother also came to the United States 
from Taiwan, to which her grandparents on 
both sides had fled from mainland China 
with Chiang Kai-shek and his Nationalists 
in 1949. 

Today her parents again live in Asia, in 
Shanghai, where her father works for an 
American company They moved to Hong 
Kong late in her high school career, and 
she worked in the island city after college 
before entering law school. 

Now here she was, she said, in the Big 
Apple, the daughter of immigrants, telling 
people "I'm here working for the President." 

"It's both humbling and a source of 
pride to know where my family has come 
from," she explained. And as for working 
with the White House and the Gore 
campaign, "It's been a folnlative esperience, 
and one t h a ~  has changed profoundly my 
outlook on the political process." 

Enough to push her toward a political 
career? 

"It hasn't ~nade my decision for me," she 
answers, "but it's certainly p e n  me much 
more knowledge to malze a more informed 
decision about a possible career." 

It also meant, )7ou can be sure, that she 
listened closely on December 13 as one- 
time candidates Gore and Bush addressed 
the nation after the U.S. Supreme Court 
announced the 5-4 vote that decided the 
presiclenlial election. 

Fellows work 
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to make informed and independent 
decisions about when and under what 
conditions to repatriate, with special 
emphasis on the issue of refugees returning 
to Afghanistan from Pakistan. 

A graduate of Colby College, Marsh also 
has studied at San Francisco State 
University and Academy of Art College and 
participated in the University of 
Pittsburghk Semester at Sea program. 
While in San Francisco, she was a 
counselor with WOMAN Inc. (Women 
Organized to Make Abuse Nonexistent), an 
agency that works with battered women. "I 
advised all types of women in acquiring 
restraining orders, finding safe shelter, 
securing jobs, and generally starting a new 
life free of the emotional and physical 
burden of abuse," she said in her 
fellowship application. 

Miltner will work in London, England, 
with the International Secretariat of 
Amnesty International. Her work will 
involve her in monitoring asylum reception 
policies for countries around the world and 
linlung refugee concerns into the Amnesty 
International urgent action network. 

A graduate of Georgetown University, 
Miltner enrolled in law school "to gain 
esposure to human rights law in all its 
forms, and to understand the mechanisms 
that respond to individuals in need of 
protection." 

"I am at once fascinated by refugee law 
and intimidated by it, particularly because 
of its inherent potential for life-threatening 
conseq~~ences," she noted in her fellowship 

application. "Despite this challenge, up 
until now, refugee law is the only type of 
law I have ever contemplated practicing; it 
is compelling, fulfilling, challenging, and 
terribly personal work involving very real 
risks." 

Pyati, a Brown University graduate who 
worked last summer in Phnom Penh 
through the Law School's Center for 
Cambodian Law and Development, will 
work in Zambia with the Lusaka-based 
National Office of Jesuit Refugee Service 
URS). Her dutles will include assessing the 
Zambian government's policies on the 
detention of refugees and asylum-seekers. 
She also will be involved with JRS' efforts 
to increase awareness of legal rules among 
members of the service's prison monitoring 
project and to devise a strategy to bring 
detention practice into line with 
international law. 

"International human rights, well 
documented and agreed upon, are not 
easily ensured," she noted in her fellowship 
application. "Pressure from other nations, 
even through the United Nations, is not 
always effective, as it can hinder the 
development that is needed to improve the 
judicial systems, for example, that would 
improve government accountability" 

"This year, thanks to the generous gift 
of Ron, '66, and Jane Olson, we have 
achieved our goal of placing five Michigan 
fellows in the leading refugee protection 
agencies in the world," said Professor 
James C. Hathaway, director of the Refugee 
and Asylum Program. "This is an 
extraordinarily talented group of students, 
with energy and commitment. They will do 
Michigan proud, and affirm our reputation 
as a school that is dedicated to sharing our 
refugee law expertise wid1 the world." 
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Law student Jared Gensel: left, and justjreed 
human rights activist James Mawdslq 
celebrate MawdsleyS releasefrom solitay 
confinement in Burma upon MawdslqvS 
return to England in October 

'You , 

Jared Genser recalls his involvement in 
the early morning celebration as being like 
"an out-of-body experience." It was last 
October, about 5 a.m., and he was on the 
list that allowed him to pass quickly 
through the special hea\y security that 
cordoned this comer of London's sprawling 
Heathrow Airport. 

Only hours before he had been listening 
to law professors in Hutchins Hall. Now he 
was part of the select group with security 
clearance to be the first to greet human 
rights activist James Mawdsley after his 
release from imprisonment in Burma. 
\I\.aiting in the VIP lounge with Genser 
were representatives of the Jubilee 
Campaign, an international human rights 
organization he had worked with to free 
Mawdsley, members of Mawdsley's family, 
and representatives from the British 
Forei'gn Office. 

For Genser, a third-year law student 
who grew up in the Washington, D.C., 
area, this trip came as the whirlwind 
climax to what had been his stubborn, 
optimistic effort on behalf of a man he 
might never meet unless Burma's military 
rulers could be convinced to free him. 
Mawdsley, a devout Roman Catholic and 
equally devout opponent of the Burmese 

government's treatment of its ethnic 
minorities, had been sentenced to 17 years 
in solitary confinement for advocating 
democracy and distributing leaflets in that 
south Asian country. 

The military leaders of Burma, which 
they call Myannmar, had arrested Mawdsley 
twice before: In 1998 they arrested him 
and tossed him out of the country He re- 
entered later that year without a passport, 
was arrested, convicted, and sentenced to 
five years solitary confinement; he was 
deported after 99 days. 

In August 1999, he entered the country 
again, legally and openly despite later 
Burmese claims to the contrary, and began 
distributing leaflets. He quickly was 
arrested and said he was "absolutely 
delighted" when Burmese authorities made 
him a cazue celebre by sentencing him to 
17 years imprisonment. During the 
60 weeks that he spent in solitary 
confinement, he was beaten, denied pens, 
writing paper or a radio, gven food his 
parents sent only after it began to rot, and 
subjected to 24-hour-a-day fluorescent 
lighting. The round-the-clock lighting 
damaged his eyes and made it impossible 
for him to read. 

"I paced instead," he told a reporter. 
"I walked 15 miles a day around the inside 
of my cell. I wrote two chapters of a book 
in my head about my experience." He 
maintained a regmen of 200 physical 
exercises a day. "I'm probably in better 
condition now than I've ever been," 
he quipped when he landed in England. 
"No fags or beer, and all that fresh 
mountain air." 

Mawdsley was just a name in news 
reports to Genser when he headed for 
London last spring to do an externship at 
the AIRE Centre, a human rights 
organization whose director, Nuala Mole, 
is a frequent speaker at the Law School. 
True, Genser was no stranger to human 
rights work: 

I1 He had received Amnesty Inter- 
national's Honored Activist Award for his 
pivotal role in organizing the 50-group, 
5,000-person protest of Chinese president 
Jiang Zemin's visit to Harvard University 
in 1997. 

In spring 1998, he brought Chinese 
dissident Wei Jingsheng to speak at 
Harvard's Kennedy School of Government 
in response to Jiang's speech. 

A short time later, at the request of 
the Dalai Lama, he and other organizers of 
the protest met with the exiled Tibetan 
leader. 

W After his first year at the Law School, 
he worked for a law firm in Washgton, D.C., 
where he researched the successful asylum 
claim of a Rwandan woman and helped to 
draft a brief to the UN Commission on 
Human bghts' Worhng Group on 
Arbitrary Detention on behalf of 26 
Sudanese who were put on trial and 
threatened with crucifixion after a bombing 
in Khartoum. Although five of the 
Sudanese were beaten to death while in 
captivity, Genser's work contributed to the 
release of the 2 1 survivors. 

These experiences and his work on 
Mawdsley's case led him to file his 
successful application late last year for a 
Law School Bates Fellowship to continue 
such work. 

At the AIRE Centre in March last year 
he spotted an article in the Evening 
Standard about Mawdsle): a British citizen. 
"After seeing the article, I asked my boss. a 
prominent human rights l a y e r  named 
Nuala Mole, if I could contact his parents 
to see if a petition had been submitted to 
the United Nations on his behalf," he 
explained in his Bates Fellowship 
application. "Not surprisingly, I had an idea 
for taking his case to the UN Commission 
on Human hghts' Working Group on 
Arbitrary Detention because of my 
involvement in the Father Hillary Bomn 
A1vu2 case [in Sudan]. Having seen this 
process work before, my hope was to 
duplicate the results for James Ma~rdsley" 

At Mole's suggestion, and because the 
UN does not require that you be a l a y e r  
to represent someone, Genser took the case 
with him when he returned to the United 



Freed h u m  rights ~ctivist James Mawdsley, 
flanked by his pmts, m w m  rcportm' questions 

during a prcss c m f ~ e  at Heathruw Airport in 
October afccr his mleasefrom a Burmese prison. 

States in the summer. Once back in 
1 the United States, 'I thought it would be 

I helpful to get the support of many 
senators and members of Congress. This 

I would serve two purposes: 1) -vur on -, 
the U.S. State Department to get more 
involved in the &, and 2) lighr a fire 
under the British Foreign Office." 
He peppered congressional staffers 
with telephone calls, and eventually 
convinced five senators and 
18 reprrsentatives to sign the letter. 
"Meanwhile, throughout August, I had 

been regularly lobbying Markus Schmidt, 
the secretary to the Worlung Group on 
Arbitrary Detention. . . . The Burmese were 
given until August 6 (with an extension) to 
respond to thepetition, They never 
replied." 

Schrmdt called Genser late in September 
to report that the Working Group had 
ruled that Mawdsley "was being arbitrarily 
detained under international law on all the 
counts I had alleged in the petition." 

"The allegations, unrebutted, 
demonstmte-the violation of all norms of 
hir play and justice," the Working Group 
said. "Mr. Mawdlsey was not informed of 

1 the reasons for his hismest; he was detained 
incommunicado without legal advice or 
representation; his tnal is a mockery of all 
legal principles applicable in jurisdictions 
where the rule of law prevails." 

Also, the Working Group added, "when 
he was sentenced for 12 years in relation to 
his activities in August 1999, b earlier 
sentence for previous activities in 1998 
was revised and he is now to serve a 
sentence of 17 years. The five years 
sentence now added is for an offence in 
which the sentence had earlier been 
commuted and Mr. Mawdsley been 
deported. This mode of sentencing is also 
contrary to all considerations of due 
process." ' As is usual in such cases, Burmese 
authorities were given an advance look: 
they received the decision two weeks 
before it would be made public, on 
October 10, so they could respond outside 
of the public arena. They did not respond, 

but the day aftsthey received the 
decision, Mawdsleyk guards beat him with ( LZ student, 
truncheons dnd broke his nose. 

"Once October 10 came dong, I I graduate recc ive 
received the text of the judjpent, the 
~ritish demanded James' +portation, the I Skadden 
United States did two days lath, and 
Britain cabled about 4-0 of its ambassadors ( Fellowships 
around the world to request theirlbst 1 

governments make a sunilar demand," "I am pleased to report that two of our 
according to Genser. ''I received an e-mail I om - one s m d e ~  ~d pduate - 
from the U.S. State Department on the were a w d d  Skadden Fellowships to 
morning of October 16 that James would ,rk at oTb,'K , be released and an hour later a telephone diRctor of Office of 

the Jubilee Cam~ai&n ~~nf imung mblic Service at the Law s&oolw 
this information. I then bought a ticket to hew SdlOOl cOmmhdv , 
London and quickly got on a plane." in December. Matthew Ddez ,  a 2000 

So Genser was among those d l -  graduate, will use his fellowship &rant to ' 
wishers who assembled to greet Mawdsley worlr with the hT5n, Cornminee for 
when he came home at 5:08 that October wts h w a s ~ o n ,  D.C., while marY after 416 &ys in mvek bh, wha p(juats in 200 1, 
solitary coqfinement and lu long trip will join the Children5 Law Center (CLC), 
home, Mawdsley stepped off the plane still *o  so D,C. 
wearing the flip-flop q d a l s  he had worn Drexler and Sankar& are the ninth and 
in prison, trousers supplied by the British Law RcipimB of this 
ambassador to Burma, and a shirt provided prstiaous f e u o d p  since 1995. ~h 
by his mother. are "alums" of the Law Schoolh* Qlild 

Genser and Mawdsley were about to AdVOcacy hw Clinic (aC). 
meet for the first time. "He came off the " Children's Law Center, where Sadcaran 
plane with his mother," Genser recalled. "It do his~~e~owship, was founded by 
brought tears to my eyes, it was vkry another Lhw School and CALG alumnus, 
emotional, completely surreal. James Marsh, '90. 

"James embraced me, and said, You Accorchg to Drexlerk grant proposal, 
saved my life.' " he plans "to emre  that civil rights and fair 
"h reflecting over the past few weeks housing obfi&ations are Rquired and 

about James' release, it continues to feel enfoxed he demolition and redeVelapap 
like an out-of-body qerience~" G e n ~ r  merit of public housing fedeml 
says. , funds, such as HOPE VI and the L a w  

"I cannot believe that international Income Housing Tax Credit, are used." 
prwure and the decision of the UN 'Through this project," D d e r  wrote 
provided the British, American, and other his p m p o ~ ,  will 
governments with the leverage they needed housing residents and fab housing 
to demand James MawdsleyS  lease, let ' ' 

advocates in up to three co-unitiies 
alone that the Burmese government undergoing demolition and redmlopmmt 
listened. While I have had a few moments of pubfiF housing using HOPE VI and 
to celebrate our collective victory, the other federal hnding." working with the 
object of James' protest remains intact - residents and advocates, they will -. 
and that is where I wish to focus my next 
campaign." 
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dctermlne tne discriminatory impact that 
federal programs have caused in the past 
and may continue to cause in the future. 

Dresler also plans to litigate a class 
action case in federal court to establish and 
enforce non-discrimination mechanisms 
and pro\Isions in the redevelopment of 
public housing. 

He points out that it has only been 
through litigation that the federal 
government and local housing authorities 
have made any changes in their approaches 
to the issue of segregation. 

Drexler worked for two years with the 
New York City Department of I-Iomeless 
Senfices prior to matriculating at the Law 
School. While earning his J.D., he served 
as a student attorney with the Legal 
Assistance to Urban Communities Clinic; 
was a Kellogg Summer Fellow for the 
Child Advocacy Law Clinic; worked as a 
legal intern with the Legal Assistance and 
Defender Association, Juvenile Division; 
and was a student attorney for the 
Advanced Clinical Law Program Sr Family 
Law Project. 

"Housing work is primarily 
accomplished through working with local 
communities and community organizations 
to develop solutions to a particular 
community's needs. My ex~erience has 
given me both the inspiration to pursue 
civil rights law as a career and the 
knowledge to work effectively with 
communities to achieve the goals outlined 
in my project," Dresler's proposal reads. 

Finally Dresler ties the relevancy of 
public interest work to contemporary 
society: "Only when public interest 
lawyers, communities, and its individual 
members all understand both the law and 
thc community's needs and capabilities, 
can we together work to fomn~ulate effective 
solutions to respond to individual 
circumstances. Communities need public 

- 
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and meet their pressing needs. I hope that 
through my project's work with 
communities to end discrimination in 
public financing these goals can be realized 
as well." 

Vivek Sankaran states. "The goal of my 
Skadden project is to ensure that children 
who witness domestic violence in 
Washington, D.C., live in safe and healthy 
environments." I t  is shocking to learn that 
in liashington, "Children are not entitled 
to court-appointed counsel in custody or 
domestic violence proceedings. and judges 
frequently award custody and visitation 
rights to batterers." 

Sankaran's es~eriences as a volunteer at 
SafeHouse in Ann Arbor, n~hich is a shelter 
for battered women and their children, 
pro\ided him with graphic esamples of the 
needs of the frequently forgotten ~ictims of 
abuse - the children who see it 
happening in their homes. At SafeHouse, 
Sankaran encourtered children who 
suffered from severe development problems 
after witnessing violence. He also learned 
about the ways batterers manipulate the 
legal system in order to gain custody of 
their children. only to use the children to 
get back at the s u n i ~ ~ o r .  

\Vhile working at SafeHouse, Sankaran 
"also represented abused and neglected 
children throush the Child Advocacy 
Clinic." The clinic provided him with the 
opportunity to give the children "a voice in 
the legal system. . . . The esperience made 
me realizis the ponrerfrrl role that the law 

can play to restore and maintain stability in 
a child's life." 

His realization provided the spark for 
his Skadden proposal. Now, under the 
direction of the CLC legal director, 
Sankaran will senre as a pardian ad liten1 
for children e ~ ~ o s e d  to domestic liolence 
in custody disputes and abuse and neglect 
cases. "In custody cases, my work nil1 
focus on crafting custody and visitation 
orders that ensure the safety of the child 
and helping the child obtain senices, such 
as counseling, not traditionall!. available in 
the proceedings." He points out that "no 
other organization provides representation 
for children in these matters." And, in 
abuse and neglect cases, he wil l  
"concentrate on maintaining the sthilit!. of 
the family unit by advocating in support of 
nonabusing parents, who in protecting 
themselves, are often accused of failin: to 
protect their children." 

Each year. the Skadden program awards 
25 fellowships to people committed to 
furthenng law in the public interest. 





The follo\ving cxcoyt isfr-om The Mystery 
of Courage, p~rhlishcd i i ~  fa22 2000 by 
Hni-vord Lh~ivcrsity Press. Rcprint here is 
!I? pci7nission. 

I t  is precisely in the domain of rescue 
that twentieth-century battle has made its 
peculiar addition to the styles of the heroic. 
Our war stories often become rescue stories 
e\.en when they start out as efforts in the 
old genre, sometimes, it seems, in spite of 
thcmselves. The film Saving Piivato Ryan 
thus ineptly shifts from a powerful 
representation of a very particular 
Normandy in\rasion to a general story of a 
rescue mission that could have been 
situated anywhere. It is in World War I that 
stretcher-bearers get Victoria Crosses and in 
Vietnam that medics get their Medals of 
Honor. General Birdwell, for instance, 
Anzac commander in the Great War, said 
that if he had thousands of Victoria Crosses 
to hand out he would give them all to 
stretcher-bearers. Nearly one-third of 
Vietnam Medal of Honor citations allege 
some kind of rescue purpose, either 
centrally as in the case of medics and 
helicopter pilots, or as a motive adding 
further luster to grand charges and 
defenses in the conventional style. 
Admittedly, in the Vietnam War, because 
of the peculiarities of American strategy, 
rescue figured more prominently as a 
standard part of operations than it did in 
the pitched territorial battles of the world 
wars and Korean campaicgns, but Vietnam 
simply continues a trend already well 
established earlier in the century. The 
virtue of those assigned the task of rescue 
- medics and stretcher-bearers - rises, it 
seems, as war becomes more nearly total, 
so [hat informal tnlces to gather in the 
wounded get harder to establish. 

In the Civil War, the Medal of Honor 
was more likely to be awarded for 
recovering the regiment's colors; and one 
who stopped in the midst of a charge to 
aid a fallen companion was liable to be 
accused of cowardice or, if serving under 
Stonewall Jackson, to be esecuted; the 
helper was seen to be trolling for a morally 
worthy excuse to justify not goincg korward. 
Abner Small (in Tl~c Road to Richnlond, 

Harold Adams Small, ed., University of 
California Press, 1939) tells of another 
soldier of suspect courage at 
Fredericksburg, this one, honrever, blessed 
with very strong legs: 

In company F was a solider named 
Oliver Crediford, a large man, of great 
physical strength. A fellow soldier 
named Levi Barker fell wounded, and 
Crediford picked up Barker and started 
for the rear. 

"Crediford!" the captain shouted. 
"Come back into the ranks! Leave that 
man where he is!" 

"Cap'n." he shouted back, "you must 
think I'm a damn fool to let Barker die 
here on the field." 

He kept on going and was seen no 
more in the battle. If he kept his head to 
save his skin, I suspect he was the only 
man that did. 

But within 50 years not stopping to 
rescue begins to require some justification. 
When R.H. Tanmey abandons a wounded 
man at the Somme he suspects his own 
motivation for rno\ing-fon\~a~-cI: "I hate 
touching \\rounded men - moral 
cowardice, I suppose. One hurts them so 
much and there's so little to be done. . . . 
So I left him. He grunted again angrily, and 
looked at me with hatred as well as pain in 
his eyes. It was horrible." Cowardice either 
way but with a clear sense that the failure 
to rescue requires some excuse beyond 
merely alleging the duty to continue 
moving fonvard. Frederick Manning 
captures nicely the resentment the men 

start to feel when an order not to stop to 
aid a stricken comrade is issued the night 
before going over the top. The troops find , 

it evidence of the callousness of the rear 
echelon to their plight. Says one character: 
"The bloody fool that wrote that letter 
[ordering them not to stop to help the 1 

wounded] doesn't seem to know what any ~ 
ordinary man would do in the 
circumstances. We all know that there 
must be losses, you can't expect to take a 
trench without some casualties; but they 
seem to go on from saying that losses are 
unavoidable, to thinking that they're 
necessary and from that, to thinking that 
they don't matter." Still, the motives of 
someone not specifically assigned the duty 
of rescue remained suspect when he halted 
his advance to aid a stricken comrade. 
There was a difference between coming in 
from danger to escort a wounded man to 1 
safety and going out to pull him in. Thus 

' 

the voice of an officer on the Mame: 
"A few slightly wounded men approached, 
each attended by two or three solicitous 
friends. . . . These willing helpers were 
gently pushed back into the fray." 

By casting our heroic stories as 
narratives of rescue are we arguing for a 
kinder heroic ethic, life-sa~ing rather than 
life-destroying? Are we witnessing the 
democratizing of courage and the heroic on 
the battlefield as we saw courage earlier 
espanding to include the constant, patient, 
and perseveting? Medics need have no 
special physical attributes or martial skills. 
Indeed they are every man or could be 

i 
I 

1 
1 

1 
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every woman, and as such they hold for all 
of us the possibility of grand action, even if 1; 
we do not have the body of Aja.. or the 
ability to kill other human beings when it I/ 
is in our best interests to do so. I 

Who, after all, got assigned to these 
rescue details but the worst shots, the / 1 

1 1  

meek, the gentle, the miserably unmartial, ! 
the musicians. those. that is. whose bodies j, 
and style did not predict the usual kind of '~ 
courageous soul3 Take for example this 8 ;  

portrait of Corporal Side: 1 



I ContinuedJrom page 65 

Side is a remarkable soldier. He looks 
less like a soldier than any man I have 
seen in France, and that is saylng a 
good deal. He is short, cross-eyed, 
bandy-legged, and has a preference for 1 boots and clothes sires too big for him. 

I In civil life 1 believe he is a rag picker, 
and the character of his profession 1 adheres, as it i i l l l  to the man. He joined 

I the battalion two years ago as a 
stretcher-bearer, and on the first of July 1 carried stretchers under f~re 
continuously for twenty-four hours. 1 Anyone who knows the weight of a 
loaded stretcher and remembers the 

, heat, the condition of the ground, and 
1 what the firing was like upon that day, 

will agree with me that the Victoria 
Cross would have expressed rather less 
than Side's deserts. However, he for his 

I bravery was promoted to full corporal 
I in the fighting ranks. 

1 I 

1 These jobs required more exposure to 
1 fire than even the fighting men faced. The 

1 medic, as more than one Medal of Honor I citation reveals, must hold up the plasma 
I bag in the free-fire zone. Stretcher-bearers 

must suppress all urges to hit the deck 
j amidst exploding shells, lest they kill their 

cargo. And each time they come out, they 
, must muster the will to go back into the 
I  inferno for another load. 

Part of the explanation for the rise of 
the heroics of rescue is more homely, I 
think. Rescue comes to dominate as the 
style of mechanized warfare allows for less 
opportunity for individual heroic acts in 
the old style. The distances separating 
combatants increase; opportunities for 
glorious charges and single combat become 
rarer, and in the case of Vietnam there were 
very few conventional battles to generate 
conventional heroics. The only humans 
seeking immediate attention, who can look 
you in the eye, are comrades to aid, not 
enemies to hll ,  for these have become 
invisible. In the conditions of mass 

I 

dehumanizing warfare, the rescuer and 

indeed the rescued are rehumanized, 
reindividualized. Rescue also becomes 
more rational, in spite of the irrational 
obsession with it, when medical care rises 
to a level at which the wounded are likely 
to sunrive if saved, although that hardly 
explains the rescue of corpses, as ancient a 
motive for grand action as there might be. 

Rescue in\~olves special rules; it is 
almost as if it touched on something as 
deeply instinctual as self-presenration; thus, 
Robert Graves says a soldier would run a 
1.0 risk of death to save a life, even 1 in 
20, in certain circumstances, to pull in a 
wounded enemy. Rescue has a magcal 
power to motivate action. John Keegan 
notes how difficult it is to get armies to 
overcome the inertia that self-protection 
imposes without recourse to some higher 
object than holding ground or getting new 
ground to hold: "That higher object is the 
rescue of comrades in danger." Some have 
suggested that there is a basic human need 
to help as much as there is a basic need 
for help. 

The special nobility of rescue seems to 
immunize it from certain contingencies of 
success or failure. The glory of the medic 
who rushes out to save a man who is 
beyond saving is not tarnished by the 
ultimate futility of the deed. Whether the 
practical goal is accomplished or not bears 
no relation to the worthiness of the risk 
undertaken. Not so the courage of attack, 
and to a somewhat lesser extent, defense. 
There the merit of the deed is tied up in 
some quite complex way with the success 
or failure of the enterprise, with its 
practical purpose. More medals are thus 
awarded for deeds that lead to victory than 
for equally grand action that has the 
misfortunate to take place in the context of 
a general defeat. Glorious defeat is a rather 
narrow category; most defeats are clouded 
in suspicions that the general level of 
courage was not sufficient to the demands 
of the situation. Going down grandly in 
defeat is delicately contingent on several 
key variables that mark the thinnest 
difference separating glorious failure from 
dark comedy. 

To risk life to give life or comfort seems 
to have a special motivating power for 
soldiers, who must welcome the 

opportunity to have their courage manifest 
in something other than the destruction of 
life. The ascendance of the rescue narrative 
can be seen as the continuing espansion of 
courage into kinder areas even if such 
kindness takes place in an inferno of 
shellfire. But so to shift courage's terrain 
may also transform, if not utterly then at 
least subtly, courage's substance and inner 
life. Philip Caputo in a eulogy to his friend 
Levy. who died trylng to rescue a man who 
was "beyond saving" makes Levy all that is 

William 1. Miller, the Tltomas G. Long 
PI-ofesso7- of Law, holds a P1t.D. (in English) 
and aJ.D. )om Yale University. He has ;; 
written extensively on the bloodfezld, I 

especially as it is manifested in saga 
( I  

Iceland. In the last few years ?he has turned 1 
his attention to the emotions of social and 
moral stratification and most recentk to at / I  

least one virtue - courage, which provides 
the theme of his latest book: The Mystery 
of Courage (Harvard University Press, 1 
2000). Other books include The Anatomy 1 

of Disgust (Hnrvard University Press, 
1997) (cltosen best book in anthropology/ 
sociology by the Association of American 
Publishers); Humiliation (Come22 ' 1  
University Press, 1993; papcrbaclz 1995); 
and Bloodtaking and Peacemaking: Feud, 
Law, and Society in Saga Iceland :I 
(University of Chicago Press, 1 990). ' I  
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courage and sacrifice: "Yours was the 
greater love. You died for the man you 
tried to save." Caputo, bitterly and in a 
way that recalls Christ doubting whether 
his father had forsaken him, has Levy die 
pro patria. "It was not altogether sweet 
and fitting, your death, but I'm sure you 
died believing it was pro patria. You were 
faithful. Your country is not." Rescue 
makes battle become the place for 
courage as an imitation of Christ, dying 
to save others, in which courage becomes 
love, but without Christ's knowledge that 
he held the winning hand, more than an 
imitation then, a true surpassing. 

Part of the unfathomability of this 
soldierly greater love is that his self- 
sacrifice is not for a friend, but for a 
comrade. There's a difference. Friendship, 
according to one soldier, "implies rather 
more stable conditions" than 
comradeship, which seems to be 
characterized by "a spontaneous and 
irreflective action . . . at one moment a 
particular man may be nothing at all to 
you, and the next minute you will go 
through hell for him. No, it is not 
friendship." Another wonders at the 
mystery of the soldier who "will rescue a 

I 
wounded man under heavy fire to whom 
an hour before he would have refused to 
lend sixpence." Comradeship arises in a 
field of pain and misery and is largely 
bounded by it: friendship occupies softer 
and more pleasant terrain. Friendships 
can exist for a lifetime without ever 
having the issue of such ultimate sacrifice 
be any more than a dimly and 
romantically imagined hypothetical. 
Soldierly comradeship, in contrast, exists 
primarily against a backdrop of shared 
misery or danger. Like courage, 
comradeship is mysterious, or just 
baffling, in a way that friendship is not. I 
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A FRIEND OF  MINE WHO TEACHES 
JAPANESE LAW at another law school once recounted to me 
his academic job-search stor). When he was "on the market" in 
the mid-1970s. several schools expressed interest, thanks at least 
in part to his unique Japan-flavored resume. Other schools didn't 
quite know what to do with him. At one prominent school. he 
was flatly rejected on the grounds that the school's need was not 
for a specialist in Japanese law, but for a specialist in comparative 
law. I think at that time they must have thought him to be 
somewhere between quaint and alien. 

Much has changed in the past 25 years. Many more l aye r s  
deal regularly with Japan, scholars are more interested in learning 
lessons from the comparative study of Japanese legal institutions, 
and students realize the value, both in the academic sense and in 
the real-world employment ser?se, of formal study of Japanese 
law. The University of Michigan Law School has embraced this 
change. Thanks in large part to a faculty exchange program nlth 
the University of Tokyo. most of my colleagues have taught in 
one capacity or another in Japan. Many others make regular \%its 
to do research, lecture, and consult. Such faculty experience is 
one reason why I believe that outside of Japan, the best place in 
the world to study Japanese law is Ann Arbor, Michigan. 

The following three articles reflect some of my colleagues' 
recent activities in Japan. The first, by Rob Howse, discusses the 
Japan-U.S. whaling dispute from a World Trade Organization 
perspective. The second, by Rck Lempert, a frequent 
commentator and author on Japanese lay participation, discusses 
costs and benefits of citizen participation in the legal system, 
focusing particularly on juries. The third, by Ronald Mann, is a 
comparative institutional analysis of the differences in credit card 
use in Japan and the United States. 

In these three articles, the authors bring to bear their 

legal education formidable skills as scholars of U.S. and international law to 
analyze issues and problems that affect Japan. None of them 
claims es~ertise in Japanese law, but such expertise is not always 
required. Both Japanese and American audiences have much to 
gain from hearing the opinions of esperts trained with the type of 
legal and analytical skills that are so highly valued and cultivated 
in the United States. 

For me, as a teacher and student of Japanese lam, there are 
additional advantages to being surrounded by people like Howse, 
Lempert, and Mann. Unlike my friend who sought a law school 
teaching job 25 years ago, my colleagues "get it." Most of my 
colleagues not only understand the value of studylng law and 
legal institutions in Japan, but, as the following articles show, they 
also share the curiosity that motivates me to do it. Some may 

I nevertheless find me unusual, but I'm pretty sure it's not solely 
because I study Japanese law. 

I Assistant Professol- qf Law Mark D. West dimcts the 
Law ~chool i lo~~ancss  L c p l  Studies P~-ogram. 



Tllcfollolving essay, which disc~lsscs the trade and cnvironincnt jurispnldolce of the 
World 3 a d c  Organization and its implications for theJapan-U.S. wllaling dispute, is 
excc~ptedfrom "M~lltilatcralism, Unilateralism, and Bilatci-alism in U.S.-Japan fiadr 
Relations: A W T O  Law Pcrspcctivc," a paper the a~lthor delivered at the conkrence on 
Japan-U.S. trade relations. held at Kcijo Uilivcrsity, Tokyo, last spring. A complete copy 
of the papel: which disc~lsses two additional W T O  casrs, one involving the European 
Union cllallnlgc to Section 301 of the U.S. trade legislation, and the other involving the 
Canada-U.S. Allto Pact, is availablcfrom tllc a~ttllor orfrom Law Quadrangle Notes. 

In Z~rtles, a case arising in the late 
1990s, the WTO Appellate Body (AB) 
considered an appeal from a panel that 
found a U.S. embargo of shrimp fished 
with turtle-unfriendly technology a 
violation of Art. XI of the GATT, and not 
justifiable under Art. XY. Much along the 
lines of the earlier Ti i~~~~/Dolp l~in  panels, the 

justification under the particular heads of 
Art. .XY (in this case, eshaustible natural 
resources) and made the strong statement 
that: "It is not necessary to assume that 
requiring from exporting countries 
cotnpliance with, or adopting certain 
policies (although covered in principle by 
one or another of the esceptions) 

I panel in Turtles basically esc1ud;d from the prescribed by the importing country, 

I possibility of Art. SS justification unilateral 

I trade measures targeting environmental 
practices or policies in other countries as 
per se inconsistent with the spirit or 

I 
character of the multilateral trading system. 
(In this case, unlike the TiindDolphir~ cases, 
the panel had relied in a very loose and 
imprecise way on the language in the - ., 
preambular paragraph of Art. XX, or 
"chapeau" about "unjustified and arbitrary 
discrimination. ") 

CAN 
Upon appeal, the AB took a very 

different approach. It viewed unilateral 
trade measures targeting other countries' 
policies as in principle capable of 

AB'OUT 

renders a measure a priori incapable of 
justification under Article XY." However, in 
examining whether the U.S. embargo was 
in relation to the conservation of 
exhaustible natural resources, the AB body 
raised, without answering it, the question 
of whether some kind of territorial nexus 
between the country taking the measures 
and the resources being consenred was 
necessary to satisfy the requirement that 
the measures be "in relation to eshaustible 
natural resources." The AB considered that 
it was not necessary to answer this 
question, because even if such a nexus 
were required, it would be satisfied in this 
case, apparently by virtue of the fact that 
some of the endangered species of sea 
turtles migrated through U.S. territorial 
waters. But what if none of the turtles 
swam through U.S. territorial waters? 
Would the AB have viewed the "commons" 
nature of the endangered species, as 
reflected in relevant international 
agreements, as a sufficient nexus with U.S. 
interests, again assuming one is actually 
required? It is possible that the AB body 
was divided on whether a nexus was 
required, and what kind of nexus it might 
be. Perhaps the AB, or some of them, were 
groping towards something equivalent to 
the "effects" doctrine in international 
antitrust. 

Having found the U.S. embargo to be 
justified under Art. XX(g), the AB went on 
to consider whether the United States had 
met the requirement under the "chapeau" 
of Art. XX that the measure not be applied 
"in a manner that would constitute 
arbitrary or unjustified discrimination 
between countries where the same 
conditions prevail, or a disguised 
restriction on international trade." Here, 
the AB found several elements of arbitrary 
or unjustified discrimination in the 
application of the scheme: the U.S. had 



engaged in serious negotiations with some 
countries to deal wilh its conservation 
concerns bi.1~ had not made comparable 
eflorts w i ~ h  the complainants in  his case; 
althougll [he slatute provided flexibility as 
to what equivalent technologies employed 
by other countries' shrimpers could satisfy 
the requirement of turtle-friendliness, 
when the scheme was applied, all shrimp 
not caught with the U.S.-prescribed TED 
technology were embargoed; and customs 
decisions on which shrimp could be 
imported, and which not, under the 
scheme were apparently arbitrary and non- 
transparent. The AB strongly implied that 
the straightforward extraterritorial 
application of domestic environmental 
regulation, indifferent to divergent 
conditions that prevail in different 
countries, would be unlikely to satisfy the 
requirements of the "chapeau." It suggested 
that the detailed application of embargoes 
of this nature would be judged against the 
expectation (found within certain 
international environmental agreements 
themselves, e.g., the Rio Declaration) that a 
state would not normally resort to 
unilateral action of this kind without 
having first seriously attempted to enter 
into negotiations with the other state(s) 
concerned, in order to find a way of 
achieving the environmental objectives in 
question in a manner consistent with the 
different conditions prevailing in the other 
state(s) 

While being faithful to the entire text of 
Art. XY, which does not per se exclude 
such unilateralism, the AB arguably struck 
a balance that is beneficial to the 
enhancement of multilateral or pl~rilate~al 
cooperation to solve environmental 
commons problems. On the one hand, a 
state that contenlplates unilateralism 
cannot go forcvard with it - as an 
automatic reflex, as it were - without 
being prepared to make a significant 
investment in the attempl to achieve a 
cooperative solution, which includes 
addressing different conditions in the other 
countries that may make them justifiably 
reluctant to adopt U.S. environmental 
standards. On the other hand, a state or 
states t h a ~  refuse to enter into serious 
negotiations and frustrate cooperative 

solutions to environmental commons 
problems will not be protected against 
unilateralism by WTO law. In sum, the 
effect of the balance struck in Turtles is to 
create significant incentives for all sides 
caught in a trade and environment dispute 
to negotiate. 

The Tt~rtles ruling has significant 
implications for the current dispute 
between the United States and Japan with 
respect to whaling. Whales are an 
endangered species, protected under a 
multilateral environmental agreement to 
which both the United States and Japan are 
signatories, The International Convention 
for the Reguh~ion of Whaling. Under the 
Convention, the International Whaling 
Commission (IWC) may impose 
restrictions on whaling to safeguard whales 
as an exhaustible natural resource. Such 
decisions are to be taken by supermajority 
vote. Pursuant to these procedures, the 
Commission has enacted a moratorium on 
whaling. However, Art. V:3 of the 
Convention allows individual signatories to 
lodge objections to decisions of this lund 
by the IWC, within a specified time frame, 
with the result that the decision in question 
is not binding on that signatory Thus, 
Norcvay has engaged in conlmercial 
whaling subsequent to the moratorium, 
pursuant to an objection that it filed within 
the required time period. While Japan did 
not file such an objection, it has for some 
time vigorously opposed the moratorium, 
arguing that there is scientific evidence that 
a complete ban on commercial whaling is 
no longer necessaiy to protect the viability 
of the species. Japan's manner of protesting 
the moratorium has been to engage in 
killings of whales for purposes of scientific 
research, which is permitted under an 
exception to the Whaling Convention. 
Under the practice of the Commission, this 
exception is interpreted nail-owly; its 
guidelines in effect create a least restrictive 
means test, asking whether the research 
result could be achieved by non-lethal 

means, and also whether the sought 
research results are actually required for 
legitimate scientific purposes. When Japan's 
proposal for much expanded scientific 
research-based killings of whales was 
examined in the Scientific Committee of 
the IWC, the opinion of scientists was 
deeply divided as to whether the proposed 
activity would meet the guidelines for 
application of the exception, and the 
Committee was unable to endorse the 
Japanese proposal as consistent with the 
exception in Art. VIII of the Convention. 
Accordingly, the IWC promulgated a 
resolution stating that "gathering 
information on interactions between 
whales and prey species is not a critically 
important issue which justifies the killing 
of whales for research purposes'' and that 
"information on stock structure, which 
may be relevant to management, be 
obtained using non-lethal means." 
Therefore, the Japanese govelnment was 
urged to refrain from issuing the permits 
proposed under its program. 

Japan, however, refused to comply with 
the resolution and proceeded to issue 
permits for the whaling in question. After 
expressing U.S. concern through subtler 
measures of diplomatic pressure, President 
Clinton, fin all?^, in the fall, announced one 
sanction against Japan - a prohibition on 
Japanese fishing in certain U.S. waters - 
and the administration is currently 
considering trade sanctions pursuant to the 
Pelly Amendment. The Japanese 
government has made suggestions that it 
could commence a WTO action in the 
event that trade sanctions are imposed. 

How would such a dispute be resolved 
under INTO law as interpreted in the 
TLLI-tles case? There would be obviously no 
difficulty in characterizing the whales as 
exhaustible natural resources kvitllin the 
meaning of Art. XX(g). What, however, of 
the requirement that there be a rational 
relationship or connection between such 
sanctions and the protection of whales as 
an exhaustible natural resource? In the 
Turtles case, the AB found that such a 
rational relationship could exist ~vllere the 
trade measures were designed to "influence 
countries to adopt national regulatory 
programs" that would serve the protection 





conclusion thai a ban on all shrilnp would 
necessarily be "dispropor~ionately wide" in 
scope and reach, if such a ban could 
reasonably be viewed as appropriate LO the 
kind of suasion at issue. Trade in whale 
pleat and by-produc~s is already banned by 
virtue of the Convention on Iniernational 
Trade in Endangered Species (CITES). 
Thus, the sLatemenL ol Lhe AB in Ttu-tles 
leaves us wondering what additional 
measures would be disproportionately wide 
in scope and reach. What about import 
restrictions on Japanese automobiles? Or 
television sets? In [he ReJolomntlated Gaolilze 
case, the AB severely criticized the panel 
below for interpreling the language 
"relating to" in Art. XX(g) in such a way as 
to assimilate the kind of fit required 
between a measure and objective in the 
case where the treaty language used the 
word "necessary" to the kind of fit required 
in the case of Art. XX(g). So we know from 
Refol-i~~t~laled Gasolilie that the AB cannot 
have in mind here a test as strict as that of 
least-i-estrictive-means. 

My sense is that what the A6 is saying 
here 1s that the trade restricting scheme 
must be rationally coherent in light of the 
objective it purports to serve. Such rational 
coherence might be undennined, for 
example, if the scheme sanctioned Japan 
not only for killing whales but also other 
species not endangered or not protected as 
such under international lam? Such 
coherence could also be undermined if the 
choice of imports to which the sanctions 
apply were chosen in such a way, not to 
maximize appropriate commercial pressure 
on Japan, but to m~\imize protective rents 
to dolnes~ic Alnei-ican producers for whom 
the P ~ O ~ U C L S  in question represent fierce 
import competition. Another example 
might be a case where  he scheme provides 
for the sancLions to continue, say, for SLY 
months after the offending conduct has 
been discon~inued. Such an extension 
could be regarded as punitive or 
protectionist or both, but not as well- 
tailored LO the goal of inducing the other 
state to engage in the desired 
~onsenmtionist behavior. 

Thus, the recommendations of the 
commerce secretary to the president 
should take into account the AB's concerns 
that measures under XX(g) not be 
disproportionately \vide in scope and 
reach, by designing a scheme that avoids 
fea~ures not well-tallored or closely 
connected to the goal of stopping the 
offending whaling, or which would seem to 
allow other purposes or goals (protection 
of domestic industries) to intmde into and 
disrupt the means-ends coherence of the 
overall scheme. Discussion so far appears 
to revolve around restricting imports of 
Japanese fish products into the United 
States. To the extent that the dispute 
revolves around Japan's fisheries practices, 
and more importantly to the extent that 
these are not products that are in 
competition with domestic U.S. 
production, this seems a sensible approach. 
To the extent that products that are in 
competition with domestic U.S. production 
cannot be avoided for the sanctions to have 
the needed impact, the import restrictions 
could be balanced by export restrictions, 
say of pollock and salmon. Thus, any 
protective benefit to U.S. producers in the 
fisheries sector could be balanced by an at 
least equivalent burden LO those producers 
(and the export restrictions would put 
further pressure on Japan, because these 
are products favored by Japanese 
consumers). 

A different challenge posed by this 
dispute for WTO law is that Japan may 
possibly argue that the U.S. measures are 
not rationally related to consel~ation of 
exhaustible natural resources, because the 
Japanese practice at which they are targeted 
does not impair the conservation of those 
resources. Here, Japan would present the 
scientific evidence that it clai~ns to be able 
to nluster that certain whale populations 
have increased to the point where talungs 
are not endangering. Could one really say 
that the "scientific" lzillings, even on the 
scale notv engaged in by Japan, make a real 
difference as to whether the species are 
endangered or not? 

But it only takes a moment's reflection 
on the "tragedy of the commons" to 
appreciate  he speciousness of such a 
potential line of argument. The tragedy of 
the corninons does not occur because an 

individual user, unconstrained, depletes the 
commons to the point of exhaust~on - 
indeed an individual user might well have 
enough incentives in terms of future 
availability of the commons resource to 
itself, not to deplete to that extent. The 
tragedy occurs because the unconstrained, 
or uncoordinated exploitation of the 
commons by multiple users has the 
combined effect of exhausting the 
commons resource. 

The real issue, therefore, is the relation 
of the conduct being sanctioned to the 
collective management of the commons 
resource in question with a view to 
avoidance of a tragedy of the commons. 
Refusing to abide by a resolution of the 
IWC that suggests its conduct falls outside 
of what is permitted under the multila~eral 
regime for the management of whales as a 
global commons resource, Japan has 
effectively defected from a cooperative 
approach to the management of this 
commons resource. Where defections go 
unsanctioned, such regimes of multilateral 
cooperation may well unravel. In 
sanctioning such defection, the U.S. 
measures would be rationally related to 
presening a multilateral regime for the 
conservation of whales. 

The application of the U.S. measures 
would also have to be consistent with the 
"chapeau" of Art. LY. Here, it should be 
recalled that in the TL~-tles case, the AB 
found "unjustified discrimination" within 
the meaning of the "chapeau" because the 
U.S. scheme was applied differently to the 
complainants than to some other count~ies. 
One source of consternation in Japan about 
the possibility of United States trade 
sanctions is that the United States has not 
sanctioned No~xmy, which actually has an 
active commercial whaling industry, having 
reserved against the obligation to 
implement the IWC moratorium, as no~ed 
above. Despite its reservation, the I\VC has 
also promulgated a resolution urging 
Nolway to stop whaling. Is, then, the 
application of trade sanctions pursuant to 
the Pelly Amendment against Japan but not 
Nonvay "unjustified discrimination" bmthin 
the rneaning of the "chapeau"? 1 do not 



believe so. The meaning of "unjustified" 
must be read in light of the Rio Convention 
objective of advancing multilateral, 
cooperative solutions to environmental 
commons problems, noted by the AB in 
TLU-tles . However objectionable Norway's 
behavior may be from the perspective of 
conservationist values and policies, Norway 
is not "cheating" or defecting from the 
relevant multilateral regime. Japan is using 
a "loophole" in the Convention that the 
TSVC has determined that it is not entitled 
to use under the circumstances, and is thus 
threatening the coherence and integrity of 
that regme. Nol-cvay is operating under an 
objection or resenlation to the IWC 
decision on a moratorium, which it is 
legally entitled to, under the terms of the 
treaty itself. I believe the United States is 
justified in taking into account this 
difference in the character of the two 
countries' behavior from the perspective of 
sustaining the legal and institutional 
framework for cooperative management of 
the exhaustible resource in question. 

It is true that Japan questions, not 
without some justification, the premise of 
the current approach of the multilateral 
regme, i.e., whether a ban is any longer 
necessary for preservation of the species in 
question. The IWC itself, since 1994, has 
been developing an alternative approach, 
based upon catch limits set in light of best 
available information on the situation with 
regard to individual species. However, 
there are considerable uncertainties in 
estimates of whale populations. Therefore, 
in the absence of solving issues with 
respect to the reliability of data, it is 
understandable that the IWC has yet to 
implement this alternative approach; this 
could be said to reflect the precautionary 
principle, which the AB, in Hormones, 
viewed as an established principle of 
international environmental law, albeit not 
of international law more generally 

In any case, the bargaining costs of 
obtaining agreement among a range of state 
actors with divergent interests on specific 
catch limits could be sufficiently high that 
a moratorium might remain the most 
efficient rule, even if, in a world where 
bargaining costs were zero, the optimal 
conservation rule would rather consist of 
more specific limits on takings. 
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Thefollowing essay is based on a talk 
delivered last summer at an internutiofla2 
confemce on lay participation in criminal 
justice decision making organized by the 
Federation ofJapanese Bur Associations, - BY RICHARD 0. LEMPERT 
which held sessions in Tokyo, Osakq and 
Kyoto. This talk was given in Tokyo. 
Speakers wen from Argentina, Brazil, 
Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, TURIES , japun, Russia, Spain, and the United States. 

1 

INVE STME NTS 
IN DEMOCRACY 

The topic I have been asked to address 
at this conference is "Why should citizens 
participate in the administration of justice?" 
An easy answer is that citizen participation 
is unavoidable. Citizens today participate 
in the administration of justice, as plaintiffs 
and defendants, as witnesses, as police 
officers who make arrests, as court staff 
and, of course, as lawyers and judges. 
Moreover, even when people might avoid 
participation, they often have a duty to 
participate. The police officer should not 
ignore criminal behavior, and the good 
citizen who witnesses a crime should 
cooperate with authorities. 

I am aware that when I respond to the 
question posed to me in this way, I am not 
answering the question that those who 
invited me here intended to ask. The 
question I am here to address is why 

should citizens participate in the 
administration of justice as jurors or, along 
with professionaljudges, as members of 
mixed tribunals? But to begin by thidmg 
about the many ways that citizens do 
participate in the administration of justice 
puts the latter question in perspective. One 
might ask, why should citizens participate 
in the administration of justice in every 
way except as lay jurors or assessors; that 
is, except as people sharing responsibility 
for the ultimate decision? In other words, 
in a democracy, shouldn't the burden of 
proof be on those who want to exclude 
citizens from judicial decision making? (I 
shall focus my response to this question on 
jurors rather than on lay assessors because 
the system I know best uses juries. I shall 
say a few words about lay; participation as 
assessors at the end.) 

Opponents of the jury system make 
several arguments. One is that or* 
people don't do a good job of judging; that 
is, deciding legal cases requires the kind of 
experts we call judges. The evidence from 
the United States, beginning with the 
classic study of the American jury by Harry 
Kalven and Hans Zeisel, offers only partial 
support to this arguinent. Kalven and 
Zeisel found that in both c r i r n d  and civil 
cases, judges' verdicts agreed with juror 
verdcts about three-quarters of the time. 
But even when the judge and jury 
disagreed, Kalven and Zeisel turned up 
little to suggest juror mistakes or 
confusion. Rather, cases of disagreement 
tended to be close on the facts to begin 
with, with no apparent effect of factual 
complexity; that is with no reason to 
believe that the differences were due to 
iurv misunderstandings. Research since 
ktiven and Zeisels w&k, including 
research that listens in on and evaluates the 
deliberations of mock jurors, consistently 
finds that jurors do a relatively good job in 
evaluating facts. Moreover, when jurors 
seem to make factual errors, as in some 
complex cases, there is often little reason to 

' believe a judge would not have been 
equally confused, and some evidence, 
admittedly anecdotal, suggests that often 
juror confusion is due to the failure of the 
judges or attorneys to do their job well. 

Jurors do not, however, do all their 
tasks equally well. Mock jury studies and 
interviews with actual jurors after trials 
indicate that jurors often misunderstand 
the law that the court has told them to 
apply. This does not appear to be because 



system. Some of these juror "horror 

stories" have even reached Japan. 
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thsls ordinary peopk are hised. It is m e  
tha p apk haye biases, lsuz judges are 
pe 2, too, and it is n mistake to think 
b judicial training tames their biases. In 
fact, &em is good reason to believe that the 
& i s  of jurors pose Eess of aidanger to 
justice than the biased of judges. This is 
bea2pse j m  decide cases in groups of 
from six to twelve people. Usually these 
p u p s  include people with diiering biases, 
meaning that in the group deliberation 
process, biases can cancel out. Judges, if 
they decide as inhviduals, may be 
influenced by their biases without realizing 
it, and even when judges deliberate in 
groups of three, as they may do in 
important cases in Japan, their sirmlar 
tr- and status means that their biases 
are more likely to coincide than are the 
biases of randomly chosen lay people 
deciding in larger groups. Moreover, judges 
may be accountable for their decisions in 
ways jurors are not. In the United States, 
there is at bast anecdotal evidence that 
concerns about reelection have affected 
judgeki decisions in particular cases, 
including the decision to sentence to death. 
In Japan, Professor Mark Ramsayer has 
provided convincing quantitative evidence 
that judges whose decisions do not please 
the government are more likely than others 
to receive undesirable judicial assignments. 

Moreover, juror biases are not 
necessarily bad, and they are often not 
what jury critics expect. Kalven and Zeisel, 
for eSinple, found that in about 80 
percent of the criminal cases in which 
juries and judges disagreed about verdicts, 
the jury acquitted a defendant when the 
judge would have convicted. The jurors, 
according to Kalven and Zeisel, seemed to 
be applying a more stringent test of what it 
means to prove someone guilty beyond a 
reasonable doubt. Such a leniency bias is 
not necessarily a bad thing. It may be truer 
to the laws standards than the standards of 
judges who are used to seeing mainly 
guilty defendants. 

One can, of course, imape  juror biases 
that are more dearly undesirable in the 
m e  that, unlike the leniency bias, they 
run counter to the nomu of, the law. Where 
people have been injured, for example, 
jurors are often accused of harboring a 
gene1 pro-plaintiff bias and, more 

spe&lly, biases that favor poorer over 
wealthier parties in persloml injury cases, 
individuals q r  corpmtions in products 
liability suits, and patients wer domfs and 
hospitals in malpractice acfiom. But 
research lends little support to these 
stereotypes. Takmg all civil litigation 
together, defendants win lslwsuits about as 
often as plain& do. Moreover, Kalven and 
fibel fbnd  h t  when judges and jurors 
&greed in personal injury ass, there 
was no directionality tp their disagreement. 
Judges found for plaintiffs when jurors 
found for defendants almost as often as 
jurors found for plain& when judges 
found for defendants. Medical malpractice 
d products liability trials, in which pm- 
plaintiff biases might be thought to be 
especially likely show greater defendant 
success rates than most other types of civil 
litigation. Indeed, the plaintiff win rate in 
medical malpractice cases brought against 
doctors is only about 20 percent, lower 
than plaintiff success rates in all other civil 
litigation categories with enough cases for 
separate evaluation. 

I Jury experiments by Valerie Hans and 
others are consistent with these results. 
Professor Hans h d s  that although there is 
some tendency in negligence cases for 
mock jurors to find against large 
corporations when on the qame facts they 
would find for individual defendants, this 
does not result from prejudices fahring 
poorer litigants over wealher ones or 
individuals over corporations. Rather, it is 
because jurors hold large corporations to 
higher standards of responsibihty than they 
hold ordlnary people. This is not 
unreasonable. A large corporation, whch 
can collect accident data or do safety 
research, is better able to foresee 
possibilities of danger h n  individuals 
e n w n g  in the same kinds of activities. 
Greater foreseeability should be associated 
with findings of negligence and awards of 
punitive damages, since tort law often 
makes these awards turn on foreseeability 

Closely related the bias ~ ~ n t  is 
the argument that juries are imt id  in 
o k r  ways. No me who has argued that 
juries me irrational has ever supported the 
argument with systemtic evidence. Rather, 
support is sought in "mazy jury" stories, or 
anecdotal evidence of jury verdicts that 
seem so absurd as to condemn the jury 
system. Some of hest juror "hmor storiesn 
have even reacbed Japan. But I doubt i f the 
full stories are reported here, for seldom do 
they make the news, even in the United 
States. Often, when the full story is known, 
it turn out that the jury's decision was a 
rational verdict, given the case it head. 

For example, I know that many people 
in Japan hard  news of the McDonaldS 
coffee spill case. In that case, a Texas jury 
awarded about $200,000 in actual damages 
and $2.7 million dollars in punitive 
damages to a 79-yearald woman named 
Stella Liebeck, who V i e d  herself when 
she spilled a cup of hot coffee that a local 
McDonald5 franchise had sold her. The 
verdict sounds crazy, doesn't it7 A company 
must pay almost $3 million for h e  
carelessness of an elderly woman who 
spilled coffee on herself. On these facts, 
which is all most people know of the 
McDonaldS case, it appeaxs that the jury 
has either lost its sense or was playing 
"Robin Hood" with a large corparation's 
money It may surprise you to h o w  that 
severaljurors in the McDonaldS case began 
with the same thoughts about Mrs. 
Liebeck5 claim that you probably had. 
When they heard the case briefly described 
during the jury selection stage, they too 
thought zhat her request for damages was 
outrageous, and several later said they 
wanted to be on the jury so that they could 
decide for McDonaldk and make a 
statement condemnifig greedy 
irresponsible plaintiffs. But once these 
ordinary people were on the jury, they 
learned facts that most people who have 
heard of the verdict do not know. They 
learned that McDonald5 kept its coffee 20 
)degrees hotter than other fast food 
restaurants, at a tempemture that could 
scald people. Not only did McDonald's 
h a w  that its coffee was dangemly hot, 
but it had more than 700 coffee burn 



complaints in the year before Mrs. Liebeck 
burned herself. Yet the company still 
required its franchisees to serve their coffee 
scalding hot. Nor was Mrs. Liebeck a 
greedy plaintiff. Instead, she was a woman 
who had been burned so severely she had 
been hospitalized, and her daughter, a 
nurse, had had to take a week off from 
work to care for her. Despite her pain and 
expenses, Mrs. Liebeck orignally asked 
McDonald's for just $8,000 to cover her 
hospital and medical expenses. 
McDonald's, however, only offered her 
5800. Later, McDonald's turned down 
other offers to settle, and the company also 
rejected a substantial arbitrator5 award for 
Mrs. Liebeck. So, far from being irrational, 
the McDonald's jury's verdict reflects a 
justified popular reaction to the callousness 
of a company that had tolerated hundreds 
of coffee bum victims (settling threatened 
suits in some cases) and apparently would 
have been willing to tolerate hundreds 
more had a jury not sent a message that its 
indifference to the injuries it caused was 
outrageous. 

A fourth reason why we might want to 
deny ordinary citizens the right to 
participate as decision-makers in the justice 
process is that juries cost money It is true 
that citizen participation is likely to be 
more expensive than a system that relies 
entirely on judges for legal decisions, 
particularly if the value of the time jurors 
spend hearing cases is factored into the 
cost. The question is what to make of this. 
Although jurors represent an added 
expense, if the Japanese system is like the 
American one, the cost of having a jury 
system is only a small fraction of the costs 
of administering justice, and will be trivial 
when compared to sums we are willing to 
invest for other purposes. It would not 
surprise me if a Japanese jury system could 
be maintained for a year for less than the 
amount the nation's Pachnko players put 
into their machines in a day 

More important, however, are less 
tangible possible costs. If Japan were to 
adopt a jury system, changes in the way 
trials and appeals are handled and, indeed, 
the way lawyers are trained, would 
probably have to follow Trials to juries 

would, no doubt, be concentrated 
proceedings rather than proceedings that 
might extend over several years. Pretrial 
proceedings would become more 
important than they are today, and a need 
for extensive discovery might arise. Young 
lawyers would have to be trained not only 
in the art of creating a dossier to please a 
judge, but also in how to argue orally to 
convince ordinary people. The koso appeal, 
in which facts and law are both reviewed, 
would probably be replaced in jury cases 
by appeals where only questions of law 
were heard, as was the case when Japan 
last had a jury system. 

I have referred to these changes as 
possible costs. But they may also bring 
with them benefits. Pretrial discovery 
procedures might, for example, foster 
settlements, leading to the quicker 
resolution of many cases and lower costs. 
Concentrated trials, if they promoted 
speedier case resolution, might also lower 
financial costs and would surely lower the 
psychologcal costs that people pay when 
they must wait years for verdicts. I, as an 
outsider, cannot strike the balance between 
costs and benefits for you. I can only point 
to factors that Japanese policy makers 
might want to consider in deciding 
whether to adopt a jury system. 

I am afraid my discussion of the issue of 
citizen participation in thz administration 
of justice has to this point proceeded in a 
somewhat backwards fashion. I first 
pointed out that citizens in fact participate 
in the administration of justice in many 
different ways. I then asked why, with all 
ths  citizen participation in the justice 
drama, should ordinary citizens be 
excluded from the final act, the point at 
which litigation culminates in judgment. 
This question led me to present some of 
the arguments commonly gven against 
citizen participation as jurors, and to share 
with you my belief that what some people 
see as telling arguments do not hold up 
well when confronted with empirical 
evidence. 

Now I shall turn the question around 
again. This time I shall answer it the way it 
was asked: Why should citizens participate 
in the administration of justice? The first 
reason, as we have seen, is that, at least 
when they are asked to find facts, citizens 

serving as jurors do a pretty good job. Not 
only are they usually similar to professional 
judges in their decisions, but in some 
instances when jury verdicts disagree with 
judge verdicts, jury verdicts are superior. 
They may, for example, have a higher 
threshold for proving guilt than judges, 
and their threshold may be more consistent 
with the law5 requirement that guilt be 
proved beyond a reasonable doubt. 
Moreover, when jurors do not conform 
strictly to the law, it may, from a social 
policy or moral standpoint, be a good thing 
to allow the law to be slightly leavened 
with popular values. 

Perhaps the most important attribute 
that juries have is that they are the one 
non-bureaucratic element in our system of 
administering justice. The presence of 
decision-makers for whom cases are not 
routine means that each case is addressed 
individually with fresh eyes and is not 
decided on the basis of superficial 
resemblances to prior decided cases. 
Moreover, as an outsider the jury does not 
have ongoing experiences or relationships 
with other justice system "regulars", like 
the police or prosecutors. Jurors' decisions 
are not likely to reflect either blind faith in 
the ability of these other justice system 
actors or a need to get along with them. 

It is important that people do not make 
a career of jury duty This allows jurors to 
return unpopular verdicts without fear of 
government retribution, such as an 
assignment to an unimportant court in an 
obscure b u ~  cold community in northern 
Japan. Jurors also don't face personal 
consequences if their verdicts are 
misinterpreted. Thus, a jury could return a 
substantial verdict against McDonald's for 
the company's irresponsible insistence on 
selling scalding hot coffee when it had 
ample reason to know the coffee was 
dangerous. A judge, however, might be 
reluctant to return such a verdict, for the 
dlfficulty of communicating to the public 
the justification for a seemingly silly result 
might mean that a large verdict for the 
plaintiff would interfere with the judge's 
chances of reelection or promotion to a 
higher court. Also, in some states in the 
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%@&by bdMdmkd cmmtki&, a$$$ in the powerful role of jurors, it ib diEou11t participation in the administration of 
d ~o spend sumf*of mcmey to & j %  for an oppressive g o v e ~ ~  to maintain rT justice with jumr participation. But as 1 
drfrrt thr judge ~ h a a  he nn for reelection. ~r~itself, H e ,  I think it no coin&= that & recognized at the outset of rhis paper, in 

theu,&t r ju* doed lulthove to fear 

only because it a p p w ,  to oknd  the mle 
of law and kb Wifre *th the lad 
prrd~tabi3ity but a h  because nullifcation 
does not always m e  good causes. Dunng 
the civil rights era, for example, a jury in 
Mssbippi nuwed the law by acquit- a 
whte defendant who had W d  a black 
youth, alkgedy because the youth had 
wbtled at a white woman. (But the white 
trial judge who presided over the trial most 

; likely w&ld ha& done the same thing.) 
I Juries have also nu&d moZ n o d b u t  

unpopular crimes, like hunting qpt of 1 

sewn and, at one time, drunk dhving. 
1 But there are also celebratedas w e b  
I less publicized cases in which jury 
I nuUifieation protected people from 

oppressive legjsktion, or st& between 
them and rhe state in sitvations yvhere 
ordinary laws were violated but eharges 1 were bmught not to vindicate these laws 
but td punish people for asserring freedom 

i and challenging authority Jury dullificiation 
in these circumstances not ody thwarts 
oppress* legal actions, but imho sends a 
powerfiil message to authorities about 
oEcial overreaching and uses of sate 
power that the people will not tolerate. 

1 More commonly and less symbolically, 
nullification writ small can soken the 
harshness of the f o d  law in particular 
circummces. Thus, from medieval times 
juries have returned verdicts that f . d  

I people who had killed in self deknse but 
i could not meet the l a d  formal requisites 

for acquittal, and t o w  meicy killers are 
I seldom convicted of first degree murder, 

although their crime tits the letter of 1 the law 
I do not mean by thp db~ussimaf 

nullification to claim that s jury system is 
required for a free society If I were so 
foolish, examples like those of Japan or the 
Netherlands would immediately contradic~ , 
me. But I do suggest that when citizens 

jury systems, which s p d ~ 5 1 ~ + u t  
continental Eurqe a k r  h e  French 
revoluticm, disappeared in countria lilce 
Spain, Gmnmr, and RriSsia when these 
c o u n ~  a p e  under authorrimtan contral. 
Japan itself ma);%e an exampk. Its jury 
system originated in 1923 and was most 
extensively used in rhe, 1920s, the pre-war 
period when democratic freedom was 
probably at its peak in Japan. As more 
militaristic elements came to dominate the 
Japanese government, the use of juries in . . .  Japan dunmshed substantially so that by 
the time they were suspended, in the midst 
of the Second World War, they were hardly 
being used at all. 

Thus, I suggest that to invest in a jury 
system is to invest in democracy, for juries 
are- incompatible with unpopular, 
authoritarian rule. As long as jury service is 
open to most adults, the jury is a 
fundamentally democratic institution. 
Juries are people governing themselves. 
Indeed, citizens senring on juries take 
responsibility for govemment action in a 
more involving, immediate, and 
consequentla1 way .than they do as voters 
in free elections, that other quintessentially 
democratic institution. A belief in 
democratic self-government is another 
reason to involve ordinary citizens in the 
administration of justice. 

A final reason why citizens should be 
involved in the administration of justice is 
that people like jury duty Not every juror 
is happy with the experience, and some 
people, primarily for financial m o n s  or 
reasons of convenience, try to avoid jury 
duty, but most jurors when questioned 
after their service report that it was a 
largely positive experience, and many say 
that they came away from their service 
thurlung better of the legal system than 
they did before they started. Members of 
juries that have reached unanimous 
verdicts are particularly likely to be 
satisfied and to feel that their jury reached 
the correct decision. 

. . 
: many cowuries citizen participation in the 

justice system takes a Merent form; 
citizens participate alwgside p r w ~ n a l  
judges as lay axxssors in mixed tribunals. 
Citizen participat&m @f this sort can have 
some of the m'es of juror participation 
and avoid some of the drawbacks. Lay 
assessors, like jurors, don't have the 
camrist interest in verdcts that judges 
sometimes have, and citizen: judges in 
mixed tribunals, like citizens on juries, are 
actively engaged in their own government. 
Moreover, lay assessors are unlikely to have 
the problems understandmg rhe law that 
jurors have, for they deliberate with judges 
who can explain what laws mean. Mixed 
tribunals also allow more flexibility in how 
cases are presented. Jukies seem to demand 
concentrated trials, but mixed tribunals 
might be adapted to a trial at intervals 
system like that in Japan, though the time 
these trials stretch out would probably 
have to be a lot shorter than it now o h  is. 

Mixed tribunals come in many forms.. - 

They differ in the number of judges and in 
the ratio of lay to professional judges, in 
how lay judges are chosen, in the length of 
the terms that lay judges serve, and in the 
degree of agreement that is needed to 
return a verdict. Assessments of mixed 
tribunals and of the value of the citizen 
input they allow depend on how the 
tribunals are organized in these and other 
respects. 

Nevertheless, from my perspective as a 
person who has done jury research in the 
United States, citizen participation in 
mixed tribunals lacks some of the 
advantages that come with citizen 
participation through jury systems. Thls is 
because the evidence suggests that mixed 
tribunals are dominated by their 
professional judges, even when lay 
assessors ournumber the professional 
judges on panels. Judicial dominance is not 
surprising. Most jurors want guidance born 
the judge presiding over the case. They 
complain about too little judicial help, 
rather than too much. If the trial judge 
actually deliberated with the jury, jurm 



would feel a strong, if not overwhelming 
temptation to defer to his knowledge and 
experience. But in jury deliberations the 
judge is not present to defer to. Since 
judges are necessarily present in mixed 
tribunals, deference by the lay assessors is 
natural, and it seems regularly to occur. In 
Japan, where deference to age and status is 
built into the culture more than in Western 
societies, lay assessors would likely be even 
more influenced by professional judges' 
opinions than the lay participants in 
European mixed tribunals. Also, although 
lay assessors could, in theory be chosen to 
serve for any length of time, even for single 
cases, in practice lay assessors in mixed 
tribunal systems serve for extended periods 
of time, sometimes several years, and for 
some people lay j u d p g  becomes a 
primary job or a vocation. Thus, many of 
the advantages that accrue from the non- 
bureaucratic aspects of citizen involvement 
d m i m h  over time. After six months or a 
year of lay assessing, a citizen may no 
longer have a fresh eye and may enjoy 
much the same relationship with courtroom 
regulars that professional jhdges do. 

Lay assessor systems also compare 
poorly to juries as institutions that 
democratize participation in the 
adrmnistration of justice. Rather than being 
chosen at random, lay assessors are often 
people who seem specially qualified to take 
on the role of judge. In addition, far fewer 
lay assessors than jurors are needed to hear 
cases in a given period, so citizen 
participation in the justice system is not 
nearly so widespread. 

If Japan chooses to involve ordinary 
citizens as decision makers in the 
administration of justice, the temptation 
will be to move to a system of mixed 
tribunals, since that is a far smaller step 
and one less disruptive to current 
procedures than a move to a jury system. 
But if Japan chooses the timid option, it 
will be out of step with developments 
around the world, where countries like 
Spain and Russia, whch once had and 
then abolished jury systems, are reinstating 
them, sometimes replacing the jurisdiction 
of mixed tribunals. Yet more importantly, if 

I am an outsider and hqitate to judge a 
country I don't know well, but it appears 
from where I stand in the United States 
that Japanese d a q g c q  is robust enough 
and its citizens civic minded enough to 
make a success of the jury system. The 
mixed tribunal system is a compromise. If 
Japan wants the reality of meaningful 1 
citizen participation rather t h y  just the 
appearance of citizen involvement,lit 
should opt for a jury system; 

Finally, let me caution you that the* are 
some things you should not expect from a 
move to a jury system or a system of mixed 
tribunals. The current movement in Japan 
to involve ordinary citizens in deciding 
legal cases received, I have been told, great 
momentum from several cases in which 
judges deciding alone sentenced men to 
death for murders the men did not 
commit. Ironically, avoiding mistaken 
verdicts like these is not a good reason for 
greater citizen participation in the 
administration of justice. All humans and 
human institutions make mistakes. There is 

no guarantee that a jury would have 
decided these death penilty cases 
differently p n  the judges who heard 
them, and there is every reason to believe 
that on a mixed tribunal, the citizefi judges 
would have endorsed the professional 
judges' judgement. But even if a jury 
would have decided these death penalty 
cases correctl$'there would be other cases 
where a jury would be mistaken when a 
judge or a mixed tribunal would have 
decided correctly The case for greater 
citizen involvement in the administration 
of justice in general and for involvement 
through a jury system in particular does 
not lie in the avoidance of mistakes qjudge 
would make. Rather, it turns on tlfe other 
virtue of citizen participation, particularly 
the virtues associated with the link 
between citizen participation and 
democracy, and with the value of having as 
decision-makers a group. of people who are 
not part of the od$.nary justice bureaucracy. 
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Japan moves to a system of mixed tribunals, 
it will not secure most of the gains that a 
move to a jury system will bring. 
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One of the most important aspects of 
consumer payment systems in the 
United States is the widespread use 

Thefollowing essay is excerptedfrom a 
paper prepared duringfall2000 during - -  - - 
the authork stay in Tokyo as a visiting 

scholar at the Institutefor Monetary and 
Economic Studies at the Bank oflapan. 

More details and the longer 

of credit cards. American consumers 
use credit cards to pay for about one- 
fifth of their purchases each year. 
That pattern of use is not universal. 

Consumers in other countries use cards to 
pay for purchases much less frequently - 
statistics from the Bank of International 
Settlements suggest about 62 card-based 
payment transactions per person per year 
in the United States, but many fewer such 
transactions in other countries. For 
example, JapanS economy has only four 
such transactions per person per year. The 
question has important policy ramifications 
both because of the benefits of card-based 

version of the paper are available payment systems (low-cost payments that 
via two Web sites: enhance the efficiency of the retail sector of 

http://www-personal.umich. edd-nnann/credi020 cards. htrn 
and http://www-personal.umich.edu/-mannljapan. htm 
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the economy), and also because of the 
problems that come with them - 
including the likelihood that the high rate 
of credit-card use in this country is related 
to this country's high rate of consumer 
bankruptcy - the highest of any 
industrialized country. 

The question naturally arises whether 
there is something about the card that is 
unicluely attractive to certain types of 
consumer personalities - perhaps the 
relatively profligate and confident 
consumers of the United States - so that 
credit cards are more attractive in some 
countries and less attractive in those 
populated by consumers of a more 
cautious and prudent inclination. Or, 
alternatively, is the relative use of credit 
cards driven by aspects of the institutional 
backgrounds of particular countnes that 
make cards more useful and effective in 
some countries than others. 

This paper attempts to explore the latter 
alternative. I argue that the success of 
credit cards in different countries generally 
can be esylained for the most part by the 
institutional background of the countries in 
question. Specifically, I identi$ three 
institutional factors associated with the 
growth of credit cards: 

H A regulatory environment that 
permits free participation by banks in the 
credit-card market (because depositary 
institutions are best-placed to develop 
card-based payment products) 

Low telecommunication costs 
(because low telecommunication costs 
foster an effective anti-fraud system) 

H The size of the national retail 
economy (because of economies of scale in 
implemeilting technological improvements 
to the system). 

PATTERNS OF USAGE 

In the market for retail purchases in the 
United States, the credit card is a massive 
success: it was used in 1998 for 14 billion 
transactions worth almost $1.1 trillion 
dollars, about $76 per transaction. 
Department of Commerce statistics indicate 
that in 1998 credit cards were used in 
about 17 percent of all transactions, for 
about 21 percent of the value paid in all 
American payment transactions. For the 
most part, those transactions were 
conducted as revolving-credit transactions. 
Under American practices, that means that 
the cardholder decides each month what 
share of the total account balance it will 
pay back; the cardholder is required to 
make only a tmy minimal payment, in an 
amount that often would not amortize the 
entire balance for several years. In practice, 
somewhat more than half of American 
cardholders take advantage of that option 
to defer payment of some or all of their 
credit-card account balance each month. 
The payments that they do make are made 
for the most part by writing a check and 
mailing it to the issuer. 

The contrast with Japan is considerable. 
First, Japanese consumers plainly do not 
use cards as frequently as American 
consumers: One recent study, for example, 
indicated that even excluding cash 
transactions (by all accounts the dominant 
method of point-of-sale payment in Japan), 
credit cards accounted for only 10 percent 
of the value of payment transactions. 
Industry statistics indicate only Y20.76 
trillion of credit-card transactions in 1999, 
about 5 percent of the Y400 trillion of 
Japanese consumer spending las~  year. That 
reflects purchases of about $1500 per 
capita, compared to about $3500 per capita 
in the United States. As you would expect 
given the larger role of cash payments in 
Japan, the average credit-card transaction is 
much larger in Japan than it is in the 
United States, in the range of Y25,000 
(about $225). 

Perhaps the most important feature of 
the Japanese transactions is the limited 
extent LO which they involve credit. The 
overwhelming majoiity - 80 percent or 

more - of Japanese credit-card 
transactions are settled by ikkai barai 
(which means something like "payment in 
one cycle"). Under ikkai bwai ,  the 
consumer agrees (at the point of purchase) 
that the transaction will be paid to the 
issuer in full on  he next monthly payment 
date. 

The full implications of ihhai barai for 
the credit-card system come from its 
interaction with the general absence of the 
check from the Japanese consumer 
paynenr system. The ordinary Japanese 
consumer pays bills by a credit transfer or 
a prearranged debit transfer (similar to the 
automated clearinghouse transactions 
American consumers often use to pay 
mortgages or other regularly recurring 
bills). Thus, in the credit-card transaction, 
the customer's consent to ikhai bnrai 
amounts not only to a general commitment 
to pay in one month - analogous to the 
American cardholder's general commitment 
when it signs a credit-card slip that it will 
repay "in accordance with the agreement 
with the card issuer." The consent to il.zl.zai 
bai-ai also includes an authorization for a 
transfer out of the customer's account to 
pay the transaction shortly after the last 
day of the payment cycle. Because the 
cardholder at the point of purchase already 
has given the issuer access to a specified 
amount of funds in a specified account, the 
transaction resembles much more closely 
an American debit-card transaction than an 
American credit-card transaction. 

After the end of each payment cycle, the 
issuer sends the cardholder a statement 
summarizing the charges. Absent an 
affirmative and timely objection by the 
cardholder, the issuer causes the funds to 
be transferred from the cardholder's bank 
account to the issuer's account on the 



des~gnaled date When the cardholder uses 
ihl:al b a ~  m,  there typically is no i n ~ e ~ e s t  or 
olher charge lor the delerral or payment 
Iiom ihe date of  he trarlsaclion to  he 
monlhly paylnenl date Thus,  he 80 
percent (01 grealer) share of transactions 
pioccssed by ~l?kal balm involves no 
slgnlficanl exlension of credit by [he issuer 

EXPLAINING 
THE DIFFERENCES 

IL is not difficult to accept the limited 
estent to which credit cards have caugh~ 
on as a consumer payment system in 
Japan. Among other things, there is the 
strong reliance on cash by Japanese 
consumers, which leaves a relatively small 
noncash payment-systems market for credit 
cards. Also, although Japank economy is 
one of the largest in the world, it is 
somewhat smaller than the United States', 
which gives Japan marginally less access to 
the economies of scale ill deplo)mlent of 
iechnology to facilitate effective card 
systems. 

It is much more difficult, however, to 
understand why Japanese cardholders 
borrow so rarely even when they do use 
the cards. The most obvious esplanation is 
the simplest, but also the least salisfying: 
Japanese cardholders by nature are more 
cautious, and averse 10 b o r r o ~ m g ,  than 
American consumers. Thus, you might 
think that it is natural thai they should use 
credit less. That habll could be connected 
to the substantial literature attempting to 
explain what seems to be the higher 
predilection to save of  he individual 
Japanese consumer. From that perspective, 
the other side of a higher predilection for 
savings would be a lower tendency to use 
consuiner credit. If the analysis starts fi-om 
that point, il should be no surprise that the 
Japanese coizsumer credil marliet as a 
whole is inuch smaller pcr capita than the 
American consumer credit market. The 
American consumer credit nlarltet is now 
in the range of S 1.2 trillion (about $4,400 
per capita). The Japanese marl<el is inuch 
smaller, about Y30 trillion (aboul $2,200 
per person) 

IL probably would be an exaggeration to 
deny that explanalion entirely It does, 
however, have a number of obvious 
problems. The first is [hat much of the 
academic lilerature explains the higher 
savings rate not as a special aspect of the 
Japanese personality, but instead as a resul~ 
of other institutional features of the 
Japanese economy For example, some 
scholars think the higher rale or savings is 
caused by the Japanese system for 
intergenerational transfers of wealth, while 
others view it (even now) as an artifact of 
Japank stage of industnal development. 
Although those explanations would explain 
a lower rate of consumer spending, they 
provide much less direct support for the 
lower rate of consumer borrowing that 
appears in the credit-card market. 
Specifically, they provide little support for 
the specific observation in question: a 
lou7er rate of borrowing in those 
transactions in which consumers choose to 
purchase by credit card. 

To explain that pattern, it seems more 
useful to 1001; to the specific history and 
structure of the Japanese credit-card 
market. Perhaps the most obvious thing 
about the structure of the market is the 
strong role that nonbank issuers pla~7 in 
that market. In the United States, cards 
issued by banks account for almost two- 
thirds of the market: Visa has about 
38 percent of the market and Mastercard 
about 21 percent of the market. In Japan, 
by contrast, the role of the banks is quite a 
bit more limited. As of 1998, cards issued 
by coinpanies affiliated with banks were 
responsible for only about 'F9 percent of 
Japanese credit-card shopping. Cards 
issued by retailers accounted for another 
29 percent; cards issued by slzil~pa~~ knislla 
(a non-bank type of credit-sales company) 
for another 17 per-cent. Those nuinbers 
might not seem so different from the 
American numbers, but they obscure a 
more fundamental point: the limited role 

It is much more difficult, however, to 
understand why Japanese cardholders 
borrow so rarely even when they do 
use the cards. The most obvious 
explanation is the simplest, but also 
the least satisfying: Japanese 
cardholders by nature are more 
cautious, and averse to borrowing, 
than American consumers. Thus, 
you might think that it is natural 
that they should use credit less. 
That habit could be connected to the 
substantial literature attempting to 
explain what seems to be the higher 
predilection to save of the individual 
Japanese consumer. 



bank-affiliated issuers play with respect to 
credit; bank-affiliated issuers had only 13 
percent of the extended borrowing (kappu) 
done by credit cards. 

The lirmted role of banks in the credit- 
card system surely is related in a general 
way to the limited attention that banks in 
Japan have devoted to consumer finance. 
Even now, notwithstanding the financial 
pressures that have confronted the 
Japanese banking industry in the late 

' 

1990s, it is not clear that Japanese banks 
have turned wholeheartedly to consumer 
finance. 

But the felatively limited bank role in 
the credit-card market in particular has a 
more specific explanation: a long (and not- 
yet-ended) history of regulatory exclusion 
from the market. Given the success that 
American banks have had in the credit- 
card market, it is surprising to learn of the 
tradition limiting the participation of 
Japanese banks and their affiliates in that 
market. The precise reason for the 
exclusion is not entirely clear. Mark 
Ramseyer and Frances Rosenbluth argue 
that the exclusion generally was designed 
to protect smaller credlt companies that 
would have suffered from competition with 
the banks. At least in part, at some times, 
however, it also seems to have been 
designed to protect retaders as well. 

In any event, for whatever reason, banks 
(but not their affihates) were entirely 
barred from issuing credit cards until 1982. 
Not until 1992 were banks or their 
affihates permitted to issue cards that 
allowed revolving credit. And not until this 
year have Japanese banks and their 
affiliates been permitted to issue cards that 
include a variety of other borrowing 
options typical of the industry 

To be sure, the exclusion of banks from 
the credit-card market does not necessarily 
preclude the development of a market for 
credit-card lending. Nevertheless, as 
explained above, the development of the 
industry in the United States does suggest 
that Japan3 long exclusion of banks from 
the market can explain much of the limited 
use of credit in the credit-card market. One 
way to look at the Japanese card market - 
with its ikhai barai-dominated payment 

structure - is to view it as just starting to 
move beyond the payment cards that 
populated the American market in the 
1950s and lqd0s. It is not a coincidence 
that the creht card first introduced in 
Japan (in B960) was modeled directly on 
the American Express and Diner's Club 
payment cards. Without banks in the,/ 
marketplace, the industry has for the most 
part been static since that time: the 
products avdable to consumers have not 
been sufficiently attractive to produce the 
consumer reaction visible in the United 
States. 

Tlus is seen most clearly in the , 

institution of revolving credit, whch is so 
strangely missing from the Japanese credit- 
card market. At least part of the answer 
must be the relatively unattractive features 
of that product as it exists in Japan. 
Specifically, "revolving" credit in Japan does 
not permit the freely chosen, month-to- 
month varying payments typical of the 
American cardholder. Rather, the 
cardholder agrees, at the time that the card 
is issued, that any transactions designated 
as "revolving" will be paid back over a 
prearranged schedule (perhaps 10 percent 
per month, perhaps Y10,000 per month). 
The product is designed in that 

Still, it is difficult to understand 
why the non-bank players in the 
credit-card industry have not 
stepped into the void to provide the 
seductive products that American 
banks have designed to facilitate 
the profitable extension of so much 
consumer credit in the 
United States. 

cumbersome way fir a reason: in the 
absence of checks, it is much less practidal 
for the Japanese cardholder to make the 
odd-amount monthly payments than it is 
for the American cardholder who normally 
pays by check. But despite that practical 
cause for the payment method, the fact 
remains that the so-called revolving credit 
traditionally offered to Japanese consumers 
is not nearly as convenient as the product 
available in the United States. 

Still, it is difficult to understand why the 
non-bank players in the credit-card 
industry have not stepped into the void to 
provide the seductive products that 
American banks have designed to facilitate 
the profitable extension of so much 
consumer credit in the United States. It is 

present purposes, the most important h g  
about the program is that those customers 
are selecting revolving credit for a 
staggering (for Japan) 91 percent of their 
purchases. The companyk underwriting 
relies heavily on a credit-scoring model, an 
approach that seems to resemble closely 
the models used by American issuers. The 
use of h technology is particularly 
surprising given the relatively limited 
availability in the Japanese consumer- 

I 
finance industry of consumer financial 
information. 

Perhaps the most persuasive point 
supporttng h e  importance of the exclusion 
of banks is the recent history of the credit 
card in Japan, which in the last few years 

I 
clear that the major players are aware of 
the of revolving credit; most of 
them have simply failed in their efforts to 
persuade their customers to use it. My % 

answer is the one suggested above, that 
banks are best-placed to develop credit- 
card products that facilitate large amounts 
of bonowing. The exclusion of banks from 
the Japanese market during the period that 
those products were developed in the 
United States - when depositary relations 
seemed to be crucial to successful credit- 
card issuance - stifled development of 
those products until the last few years. 

The plausibility of that analysis is 
bolstered by a significant recent innovation 
in the Japanese credit-card market: the 

depositary institution - suggests that me 
same developments in information 
technology that foster successful credit-card 
lending by American monoline banks - 
with no depositary relations with their 
customers - have shown the way to 
similar products in Japan. 

As you would expect, based on the 
American market experience, the product 
seems to be successful, at least initially, in 
attracting customers; ,the company has 
issued more than 500,000 cards in the first 
18 months of the program (more than a 
third of them to customers with no 
previous relationship with the lender). For 

1999 inkduction by at least one 
consumer-finance company of a credit card 
that offers the type of revolving credit that 
has been so successful ih the United States. 
The identity of the issuer - a consumer 
finance company not affiliated with any 

(since bank-affiliated issuers were - 
permitted to issue cards with revolving 
credit) has displayed a marked 
convergence with the American pattern of 
usage. First, Japanese use of credit cards 
almost doubled between 1994 and 1998 

84 THE UNIVERS? OF MICHIGAN LAW ~ H O O L  





(from 362.8 million transactions to 720.7 
million transactions). Interestingl~~, the 
amount of the transactions rose by only 
about 40 percent (from Y12.5 trillion to 
Y17.8 trillion), which resulted in a decrease 
of the average transaction by about 28 
percent (from almost Y34,500 to just under 
Y25,000) - still much larger than 
American transactions, but apparently 
dropping, as the credit card seems to 
displace a larger and larger share of cash 
transactions. 

Second, on the specific point of 
relevance - the use of borrowing with 
credit cards - it is clear that the gross 
amount of borrowing is increasing (by 19 
percent in the last three years), and that the 
share of borrowing among bank-affiliated 
credit-card transactions is growing 
particularly rapidly (by 74 percent in the 
last three years). It would be imprudent to 
gn7e much weight to evidence of a 
macroeconomic trend appearing over such 
a short period of time - less than an 
entire economic cycle -but if the trend 
continues, it would move Japanese usage 
patterns closer to those in the United 
States: with more transactions, of a 
significantly smaller amount, and with 
more frequent borrowing. 

To summarize, it may be that part of the 
difference in the use of credit in credit-card 
transactions arises from something different 
about the "taste" of the Japanese cardholder 
for borrowing, but a substantial part of the 
difference also must be attributable to 
differences in the institutional framework 
within which the card has developed, and 
in which it is used. 

THE EFFECTIVENESS 
OF THE SYSTEM 

It is fair to wonder whether the same 
circumstances that have limited the use of 
credit in the Japanese credit-card industry 
have undermined the effectiveness of the 
system. The question is particularly 
important, because a first glance at the 
Japanese system suggests that it does quite 

a poor job. At least compared to the 
American system, the Japanese system is 
relatively expensive to the merchant who 
takes the card and also endures relatively 
high losses from fraud. In both cases, 
however, a closer look at the systems 
suggests that the raw differences in the 
statistics overstate the severity of these 
problems. Both problems are related to the 
limited use of credit and thus, like that 
phenomenon, do not seem to be long-telrm 
aspects of the system. 

In assessing the cost of a payment 
system, the most relevant cost is the cost to 
the end-users, the parties to the payment 
transaction. For a credit card, the simplest 
indicator of that cost is the discount fee 
that a merchant pays when obtaining funds 
for the transaction from the card system. 
For the Visa and MasterCard credit-card 
systems that dominate the United States 
market, the discount fee varies widely 
depending on the type of merchant, but 
normally ranges between 1.5 to 5 percent, 
with most merchants seeming to pay 
something less than two percent. The 
discount fee for American Express (the 
largest competitor) is about 2.75 percent. 
Although it is difficult to get specific 
information, the discount rates in Japan 
seem to be somewhat higher. Published 
sources suggest that rates often are above 
5 percent, but in fact rates seem to be quite 
a bit lower. Based on my interviews, my 
impression is that a typical rate is more 
coinmonly in the vicinity of 3 - 3.5 percent. 

The most persuasive explanation for the 
higher discount fees is the paucity of credit 
tralisactions. In the United States, credit- 
card issuers rely heavily on revenue from 
interest that their cardholders pay on 
borrowed funds. Thus, they can operate 
profitably with a relatively smaller reliance 
on revenue from the merchant. For 
example, credit-card issuers in the United 
States derive 88 percent of their revenues 
from finance charges (including late fees), 
and only 10 percent from interchange fees. 
In Japan, revenues from interest are a 
relatively small portion of the revenues of 
the card issuer, about 23 percent over the 
industry as a whole, but only 14 percent or 
the revenues of bank-affiliated card issuers. 
Thus, the issuer's operations can be 
profitable only if it obtains a relatively 

higher share of revenue from the merchant 
and the cardholder. In Japan  hose fees 
amount to 77 percent of all industry 
revenues, but 86 percent of the revenues of 
bank-affiliated issuers. And in fact, the 
apparent discount rates of 3 - 4 percenl are 
not out of line if they are compared to the 
rates that American Express charges for its 
payment card rather than the rates Visa and 
MasterCard charge for their credit cards. 
Because American Express faces the same 
lack of interest income that Japanese 
issuers do, its discoun~ rates provide a 
more appropriate benchmark for comparison. 

To be sure, the discount rates do appear 
to be cognizably higher than those that 
American Espress charges in the United 
States. But several structural explanations 
make that slight difference readily 
understandable. Most obviously, a 
merchant's selection of an acquirer in the 
United States occurs in a relatively 
competitive market characterized by a 
small number of clearing networks with a 
large number of potential acquirers in each 
network. Thus, in the United States, a 
typical merchant can gain access to the 
Visa and MasterCard systems from any of 
literally dozens of banks, as well as a large 
number of sophisticated third-party 
acquirers. First Data surely has a 
dominating share of the market (more than 
40 percent), but there are such a large 
number of competitors of significant size 
that the market is relatively competitive, in 
the sense that there is extensive intra-brand 
competition notwithstanding the limited 
inter-brand competition. And even if 
American Express is the sole way for a 
merchant to get access to its cardholders, 
history shows that the rates that American 
Express can charge are aifected by the rates 
that the larger Visa and MasterCard 
systems charge. 

In Japan, by contrast, a merchant 
wishing to accept credit cards is confronted 
with a market featuring a large number of 
clearance networks with a relatively small 
number of potential acquirers in each 
market. Most merchants who accept credit 
cards find it necessary to make arrange- 
ments with several of the large Japanese 
systems, because most of those systems 
clear and process their own transactions: 
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a typical merchant might accept a dozen or 
mre  different cards and some accept as 
many as 25. Thus. for each of those 
systems, the merchant faces a single v t e m  
operator with whom it must reach an 
agreement. It should be no surprise if the 
charges in that market were hgher than 
they are in the United States. 

On the other hand, that problem should 
be mitigated in the next few years, with the 
incmsing tendency of all of the Japanese 
systems to issue cards with the Visa and 
Mastercard brand; cards with those brands 
can be cleared through any entity that is a 
member of those networks. If competition 
among members of those networks lowers 
the rates for acquisition of transactions of 
those brands, the large market presence of 
those brands should put pressure on the 
discount rates for other brands in Japan 
just as it has in the United States. 

One last explanation for the higher 
discount rates is the relatively small size of. 
the Japanese system. If discount rates are 
affected by economies of scale in the 
development and use of information 
technology, as I believe, then it would be 
natural for the Japange_system - in 
which fewer consumers use their cards less 
frequently - to be somewhat more 
expensive per transaction than the 
American system. That explanation does 
not necessarily suggest a long-term 
difference, but it does support a pattern in 
which Japanese rates tended to lag above 
slowly decreasing American rates. Although 
the information that 1 have is sketchy, tktls 
seems to be the case: Industry observers 
and executives believe that the rates have 
been dropping already during the last few 
years. Thus, higher discount rates seem 
unlikely to be a long-term problem for the 
system. 

Another feature important to the 
effectiveness of a payment system is 
reliability: how well does it prevent 
unauthorized transactions? On that point, 
again, the raw data suggests that Japan has 
a problem. Specifically, the b u d  rate in the 

That problem shodd be mitigated in 
the next few years, with h e  
increasing tendency of all  of the 
Japanese systems to issue cards with 
the Visa and MasterCard brand; cards 
with those brands can be cleared 
through any entity that is a member 
of those networks. If competition 
among members of those networks 
lowers the rates for acquisition of 
transactions of those brands, the large 
market presence of those brands 
should put pressure on the discount 
rates for other brands in Japan jw gs 
it has in the United States. 



United States is about 0.06 percent (six 
cents per $100). In Japan, by contrast, the 
fraud rate was much higher, about YO. 13 
per Y100 - Y27 billion last year in losses 
from fraud, of which Y9 billion was from 
forged credit cards. The much larger 
United States system had only $155 
million in losses from forged cards. 
Looking specifically to losses from forged 
cards, the Japanese rate of about 4.3 basis 
points is about three times the American 
rate of 1.3 basis points. 

One possibility I initially considered was 
that the high fraud is associated with the 
diminished statutory incentive for Japanese 
card issuers to prevent unauthorized 
transactions. Under the Tmth-in-Lending 
Act, American issuers are barred by law 
from shifting the risk of unauthorized 
transactions to their cardholders; Japanese 
issuers face no such constraint. It is 
possible, then, that the difference in legal 
treatment could lead to a lower level of 
care by the card issuer. On reflection, 
however, that explanation does not seem 
plausible. For one thing, Japanese issuers 
in practice retain the risk of unauthorized 
transactions, because they purchase 
insurance for much of that risk and 
voluntarily cover most of the losses that the 
insurance does not cover. Because they 
purchase that insurance from third-party 
insurers, it is fair to expect that the rates 
that they pay in the long run are affected 
substantially by their performance. 

Moreover, it is clear that the fraud rates 
in both countries are not stable, as you 
would expect if the rates were associated 
with differences in the legal framework. In 
the United States, for example, the fraud 
rate has fallen by more than half in the last 
decade. Similarly, the fraud problem in 
Japan is relatively recent; fraud losses in 
1999 were 45 percent higher than they 
were just two years earlier in 1997, with 94 
percent of the increase attributable to losses 
from forged cards. 

It is more plausible to attribute the 
losses to exploitation of short-term 
vulnerabilities in the Japanese system. Most 
obviously, the Japanese system uses 
contemporaneous telephone authorizations 
much less frequently than the American 

system, apparently because of the relatively 
high cost of Japanese telecommunications. 
Without those authorizations, the potential 
for fraud is much higher, because the 
system has no practical way to identify a 
card that bears a valid number, even if the 
magnetic stripe fails to include the 
information that would appear on a 
legtimate card. 

But it is most implausible to regard that 
difficulty as a permanent feature of the 
system. It is unlikely that Japanese issuers 
and merchants will tolerate for long 
substantial losses from fraud that easily 
could be eradicated by simple 
authorization procedures that are standard 
operating practice in the United States. 
Thus, it is not surprising that the industry 
already is implementing responses that 
target that problem: industry sources 
explain that as of late 2000 or 2001 most 
department stores and hotels in Japan will 
process transactions without any floor at all 
- seeking online authorizations for all 
transactions regardless of size. Another 
response that seems to be appearing in the 
market already is an increasing tendency 
for large store-related issuers to adopt the 
Visa and Mastercard brands. Use of those 
brands gives the issuers access to all of the 
anti-fraud technology that has been 
effective in the United States. 

But no technologcal advance can solve 
the problem entirely Even contemporaneous 
authorizations are to some degree 
vulnerable to sophisticated cards created by 
skimmers (who obtain not only the card- 
account number, but also the other 
information on the magnetic stripe of the 
legtimate card). The only existing defense 
against those cards is the relatively 
vulnerable capacity of issuer-based esFert 
computer systems to detect questionable 
patterns in the usage of cards. And to some 
degree, Japan's high fraud rate is caused by 
two unfortunate features that make it a 
likely target for such attacks: the high 
telecommunication costs that continue to 
deter merchants from consistent 
authorization of transactions and its 
proximity to the Asian locations where the 
most sophisticated card forgers seem to 
reside. To the extent those features are 
ineradicable, the Japanese credit-card 
industry will continue to endure fraud 

losses somewhat higher than those in the 
United States. 

In the end, the two systems operate 
quite differently, in markets of different 
sizes with different constraints on the 
players, facing a customer base that 
arguably has a significantly different taste 
for the credit card. Thus, 1 finish my 
analysis not the least bit surprised by the 
many differences in the way the cards 
function in the two countnes. If anyth~ng. 
it is surprising that the results are 
convergng as rapidly as they are. 

Ronald J. Mann, t1zc Roy E and Jean 
Humpre  Prclffitt Research P~fesso?-  of Law, 
joined the Untvcrsitv o f  Michigan Law School 
faculty in 1997 after teaching at Waslzincgton 
University Sclzool of Ln\v. He received his J.D. 

from tlze University o f  Texas at Austin, where 
he graduatedfirst in his class and wcls 

managing editor o f  the Texas Law Review. 
After law school he clerkedforJz~stice Lewis E 
Powell o f  the U.S. Supreme Court and was an 
assistant to the solicitor general of the 
United States. Mann also practiced as a 
commercial real estate lawver in Houston, 
where he represented both developers and 
lenders. His c u m n t  research foc~ues on 
software development, letters of credit, and on 
policies for pavment systems ~ u e d  in electronic 
commerce. He also recently published a 
textbook, Cases, Materials, and Problems on 
Payment Systems and Other Financial 
Transactions. He teaches variow courses 
related to real estate transactions, commercial 
transactions, and intellectual property. 
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Dear Graduates and Friends, 

Thank you for your commitment to the Law School. We are pleased to w o r t  that the School 

recorded gifts of over $11 million in Fiscal Year 2000, and &ts to the Law School Fund 

totaled just over $2.6 million. 1 

Your generosity continues to provide a foundation for law School activities. As I have 

mentioned in other letters, these activities are t a h g  place more and more in the'international a 

sphere. Thls past year, we welcomed 49 graduate students and iesearch scholars, who anived 

from 26 countries. And our 1,067 JD students are demonstrating an ever-increasing 

appreciation for the value of a background in international law Our Center for International 

and Comparative Law continues to provide support for our students as well asthe mimy 

faculty who are working on international legal concerns. 

Our Legal Practice Program, launched with support from the Law School Fund, is now firmly 

ensconced as pan of the first year experience, preparing our students in the craft  persuasive 
writing and the science of legal research. Anecdotal feedback from law firms, whch have hired 

our graduates as new associates, confirms that their writing skills are now very very good. 

Alumni support also continues to help us to attract and retain an exceptional faculty. With the 

generous support of two alumni, we established two new professorships this year, the Ralph 

W Agler Professor of Law and the Irwin I. Cohn Professor of Law. And we continue to 

welcome visitors from around the world who add immeasurably to our classrooms. 

We could not provide the outstanding opportunities that are the hallmark of a Michgan 

education without your support. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

H.R. 2 



LEADERSHIP 61FTS 
Cash gifts mceived fm July 1,1999 to Jisne 30,2000 

$1,000,000 AND ABOVE 

Anonymous Donor 

Emmalyn E, Freeman Trust 

Elizabeth A. Long Estate 

$100,000 - $499,999 

Anonymous Donor 

Bergstrom Foundation 

J. Frederick Colombo Estate 

Elkes Family Foundation 

Ralph M. ~ r e e d n  Residuary Estate 

Ruth Tuttle Freeman Trust 

The Herbst Foundation, Inc. 

James & Lynelle Holden Fund 

Bill Jentes, '56 and Jan Jentes 

Hugh C. Johnson Estate 

Kirkland and Ellis Foundation 

Elizabeth J. Macomber Estate 

Theodosia W Milkton Estate 

Jack D. Sweet, '57 and Margaret D. Sweet 

S. K. Yee Foundation 

$50,000 - $98,000 

Carl D. krnstein, '64 

Leo R. Beus, '70 and Annette Beus 

Litvak Foundation 

Ronald L. Olson, '66 and Jane Olson 

LEADERSHIP PLANNED GIFTS 
Planned gij& of $50,000 or mmc receivedfran 

July 1,1999 to June 30,2000 

Life Income Agreements 

Robert B. Dunn, '40 and Ruth H. Dunn 

Harold Rosenn, '41 and Sallpnne E Rosenn 

Samuel Zell, '66 



ANNUAL GIVING LEADERSHIP 
NATIONAL CHAIR 
Robert B. Fiske '55 

F :..+ 

w%999-2000 FlRM PARTICIPATION PROGRAM 

NATIONAL VICE CHAIR 
Dennis Earl Ross '78 

FIRM CAPTAIN & CO-CAPTAIN 
Fred E. Sddegel'66 
Ronald S. Okada '85 
Daniel W McGill'74 
Michael J. Sauer '79 
Charles Hansen '50 
Donald B. Miller '73 
Timothy W. Mast '64, 
Lisa J. Stevenson '96 
George D. Ruttinger '73 
George H. Vincent '82 
Gary J. McRay '72 
Susan Grugan Faller '75 
Kathleen M. Allen '97 
Dewey B. Crawford '66 
Paul Alexander '71 
Smart M. Lockman '74 
John E Zabriskie '84 
Stuart E. Grass '71 
Charles E. Harris 111 '81 
Charles M. Tea I1 '92 
Lee N. Abrams '57 
Lydia R.B. Kelley '89 
Michael E Coakley '82 ' 
Carl H. von Ende '68 
David R Eberhrt '92 
E Curt Kirschner Jr. '85 
Richard A. Earle '68 
Charles V Thornton 111 '67 
Renee M. Schoenberg '76 
David M. Armitage '76 
Scott E Zimmerman '63 
Stephen E Lindsay '72 
Brian D. McCabe '93 
Paul M. Lurie '65 
Ncmh A. Finkel '94 
Bradford L. Livington '79 
Susan Diane McChy '75 
John M. Forelle '70 
Gary A. MacDonald '88 
mmothy A. Nelsen '72 
William C. Pelster '67 
Eric A. Oesterle '73 
Robert D. Labes '88 
Dale E. Stephenson '82 
Stevan D. Phillips '70 
Linda L. Bunge '94 
Larry J. Titley '72 
Charles S. DeRousie '73 
Peter L. Gustahon '70 
James J. Rabaut '90 
Gregory E. Schmidt '97 
Karen M. Gaffke Asner '94 

rn FIRM 
Baker & Daniels 
Baker & Hostetler 
Barnes & Thornburg 
Braun Kendrick Finkbeiner P.L.C. 
Bryan Cave LLP 
Butzel Long 
Clark Hill PLC 
Covington & Burling 
Crowell & Moring 
Dinsmore & Shohl LLP 
Foster Swift Collins & Smith PC 
Frost Brown Todd LLC 
Gardner Carton & Douglas 
Gardner Carton & Douglas 
Heller Ehrman White & McAuliffe 
Honigman Miller Schwartz and Cohn 
Hopkins & Sutter 
Katten Muchin & Zavis 
Kirkpatrick & Lockhart LLP 
Kirkpatrick & Lockhart LLP 
Mayer Brown & Platt 
McDermott Will & Emery 
Miller Canfield Paddock and Stone 
Miller Canfield Paddock and Stone 
O'Melveny & Myers LLP 
O'Melveny & Myers LLP 
Patton Boggs L. L.P. 
Paul Hastings Janofsky & Walker 
Piper Marbury Rudnick & Wolfe 
Powell Goldstein Frazer & Murphy LLP 
Reed Smith 
Ropes & Gray I 

Ropes & Gray 
Schiff Hardin & Waite 
Seyfarth & Shaw 
Seyfarth & Shaw 
Shumaker Loop & Kendrick 
Simpson Thacher & Bartlett 
Skadden Arps Slate Meagher & Flom 
Skadden Arps Slate Meagher & Flom 
Skadden Arps Slate Meagher & Flom 
Sonnenschein Nath & Rosenthal 
Squire Sanders & Dempsey 
Squire Sanders & Dempsey 
Stoel Rives LLP 
Varnum Riddering Schmidt & Howlett 
Varnum Riddering Schmidt & Howlett 
Vorys Sater Seymour & Pease LLP 
Warner Norcross & Judd L.L.P. 
Warner Norcross & Judd L.L.P. 
Warner Norcross & Judd L.L.P. 
White & Case 

FIRMS IN BOLD ARE THE TOP FIRMS BASED ON PARTICIPATION RATE AND DOLLARS RAISED. 



REUNION LEADERSH lP 

(Ian of 1950 
joth Reunion 
CHAIR 
Charles M. Bayer 

COhumrEEMEMBERS 

J-t,* 
Herbut E. H& 
John B. King 
Mrrrry D. Smruse Jr. 
Ibmas J. D o d y  

[larr of ~ g j j  
45th Reunion 
CO-CHAIRS 
Frazier Reams Jr. 
David R Macdonald 

COMMITTEE MEMBERS 
Lawrence I. Brown 
W h  J. Conlin 
Stewart S. Dixon 
Robert I. Donndhn 
Robert B. Fiske 
Fred Mallender 11 
Irwin Roth 
Robert G. Schuur 
Irving Stcnn Jr. 
Warn A. Swainson 

toth Reunion 
CO-CHAIRS 
Joseph D. Whiteman 
E. Lisk Wjdaff Jr. 

CO4HACRS 
S t e v c n B . C h a d c s  
G=Pv&?c- 
John M. Fondle 

COMMITTEE MEMBERS 
Robtrt W Applefbrd COMMXTlTE MEMBEBS 
Clifford H. Hart k o  R Beus 
Gcoqe E Kenttn &uycS.Wdns 
Thomas G. Sawya Peter L cd ldsdm 

Stemn urclac 
Kent E. Whittakr 

DapidMSchm~~ 

[larr of 1961 
15th Reunion 
CO-CHAIRS 
Laurence D. Connor 
Peter A. Patterson 

COMMIllEE MEMBERS 
Eric K Brown Jr. 
TurmceLw croft 
Gordon L Eli* 
Robert B. Foster 
Douglas I. Hague 
Boyd A. Henderson 
Edward G. Hcnnks Jr. 
RobertM.Kldn 
~4niel  e K O I ~  
Charles E Niemeth 
Robert K Peterson 
Rosemary S. Poolu 
John A. Thurber 

(larf of 1975 
z jth Reunion 
CO-CHAI RS 
RobenkKatcher 
Jeffrqr I& 

COMMITIFE MEMBERS 
I. Scott Bw 
Robert J. Bernstein 
Susan Low Bloch 
Nancy A. Blount 
Thomas J. Easrment 
RhodellG. Fields , 
James K. Jenkins 
Shirley A. Powers Wgler 
Samuel E. McCargo 
George A. F'agano 
David H. Paruch 
Fderick J. Salek 
Doughs M. T i d e  
Lamont M. Walton 

[larr of 1g8b 
20th Reunion 

[larr of lggo 
loth Reunion 
CO-CHAIRS 
Paul E. G l o w  
Diane E Lifton 
Valissa A. Tsoucaris 

C O ~ M E h f B E B S  
Ketfck,Broola 
Jams k Bums Jr. 
Jill A. I v k b i e ~  Coleman 
Ricbd M. Dorado 
T i L L a y  

Ronnld J. IYcssim 
amcuw.Pierre 
John D. BInyis 
Kennah B. Robats 
Richad A. Samp 
Stephen B. Selbst 

Myro c. Selby 
EdudP:Tunmins 

C O r n M E M B E R 5  
&nold E. Brier 
Carl A. ButIeY 
S m M .  F-inkdStrin 
co- A. Frilthni 
Damn J. Graham 
E C m  Khdmer Jr. 
DPvid B. Kopel 
James R LPncaster Jr. 
Mprk J. Mhmovic 
Andres Dulbcrg Phue 
Kevin L. Twining 

COMMtlTEE MEMBERS 
Timothy W Brink 
JeBcy J. BnJwn 
Ronald G. De Waard 
Jamal L. el-Hindi 
Bennett S. Ellenbogen 
Michael D. FLanagan 
Susan M. Guindi 
Thomas H. Howleu 
John T. Panouqks 
Tyler M. Paetkau 
Michel J. Roche 
Melanie Sabo 
Kenneth A. Witfenberg 
Colin J. Zidc 

[larr of 1995 
5th Reunion 
CHAIR 
Roopal R Shah 

COMMlTTEEMEMBERs 
Amy H. Curtner Andrews 
Middle  N. Askew 
David L. Bminger 
~ w n t ~ t o  
Robert L Bmnston 
Thomas D. Cwmmgharn 
Sheri L Euerson 
Darcy E. Flynn 
Timothy E Harkness 
Richard Kliuman 
Tamnra s. Klein 
Adam J. Nordin 
David A. Sutphen 
Denise A. Caravettn 

Tomliuson 
Christopher H. Wilson 



REUNION CLASS CAMPAIGNS 
Reunion Class Campaigns reflect gifts and pledges from July 1, 1999 through 
December 1, 2000. Reunion Class Campaigns encourage unrestricted support for 
students, faculty and programs by allocating gifts to the Law School Fund. 
Listed below are those graduates who have made gifts in their reunion year. 

(lair of 1950 
50th Rwnion 

..................... FYW D o m  99 
FYW Dollars ............ $70,273 
FYW hrticipation .......... 44% 
Reunion Donors ................. 93 
Reunion Farticipat ion...... 42% 
Reunion Gifts 
6 Pledges .............. $23 1,584 

$10,000 - $24,999 
Peter DeGaetano 

Ss,ooo - $9,999 
Clinton R Ashford 
Robm J. Danhof 
Donald D. David 
Thomas J. Donnelly 
Paul W. Eaton 
Charles C. Killin* 
Hudson Mead 
James C. Mordy 
Richad E. Spatz 

$2,500 - $4,999 
Burton C. Agata 
Gerald Bright 
James N. DeBoer Jr. 
Robert B. Frank 
Charles Hansen 
James W McCray 
Edward John Neithemt 

$1,000 - $2499 
Tommy E Angell 
Paul W Cook 
James T. Corden 
Donald D. Davis 
Raymond J. DeRaymond 
Stuart J. Dunnings Jr. 
Robert B. Frank 
Roben H. Frick 
Fred L Hamric 
Herbert E. Hoxie 
Jerome Kaplan 
Alan C. McManus 
Axhie A. Messenger 
John A. Nodberg 
VemoIt R Pearson 
William M. Peek 
Aaron R. Ross 
Karl Ray Ross 
Jarvis J. Schmidt 
Robert W Shadd 
Robert W. Sharp 
John W. Steinhauser 
J. Gemld Wetzel 

Participrtiq Donors 
Donald W. AMn 
David E Babson Jr. 
A. Richard Backus 
D. Robert Bastian 
Charles M. Bayer 
Lewis David Benson 
Earl R Boonstra 
Gordon B. Boozer 
Lawrence A. Brown 
Bruce D. Carey 
Zolman Cavitch 
James I? Churchill 
Jacob A. Dalm Jr. 
Fred Harold Daugherty 
Henry B. Davis Jr. 
Charles W. Davidson 
Charles E. Day Jr. 
Howard E DeYoung 
Robert Dilts 
George E. Dudley 
Albert J. Engel 
James B. Falahee Sr. 
Robert R Finch 
Fred Watkins Freeman 
Sydney S. Friedman 
Richard Gordon 
Joan R Goslow 
Albert J. Greffenius 
Robert I! GrifEn 
Richard B. Gushee 
John A. Hay 
Robert W Hess 
Oma H. Hester Jr. 
Harold Hoag 
Charles M. Ioas 
John M. Jones 
John Scott Kellogg 
John L. King 
Joseph H. Lackey 
Charles W Landefeld 
Laurie W Larson Jr. 
John E. Logue 
Wlliam H. Lowery 
Howard A. Marken 
John D. McLeod 

Ernest A. Mika 
Arthur E. Moskoff 
Russell E. Noble 
J. David Owens ; 
William W. Page 
Donald Patterson 
Colvin A. Peterson Jr. 
Herbert E. PhiUipson Jr. 
Sidney E. Pollick 
Edmund W. Rebig Jr. 
William Ross 
James E Schoener 
Everett M. Scranton 
Kendall Sherrill 
William E Steiner 
Ashman C. Stcddard 
A. Dale Stoppels* 
Donald A. Tews 
David L Trezise 
Theodore E. Tmff 
Harvey L Weisberg 
Robert D. Winters 
Earle E. Wise 
Philip Wlttenberg 
Henry W C. Wong 
James R Zuckerman 

Planned Gift 
William F! Sutter 

llarr of 1955 
g t h  Reunion 
FYW Donors ..................... 55 
FVOO Dollars ............ $45,444 
MOO Participation .......... 33% 
Reunion Donors ................. 64 
Reunion Participation ...... 36% 
Reunion Gifts 
& PI* ............. $188,~36 

$50,000 - $99,999 
Irwin Roth 

$25,000 - $49,999 
Robert B. Fiske 
David R. Macdonald 

$lO,aao - $24,999 
Joseph W Morris -- 
$5,000 - s,9@9- 
Robert E. Wkr 
Nonnan I. Brock 
L a m c e  I. Brown 
Hugh J. Haferkamp 
Sanford B. Hertz 
Doughs E. Peck 
Robert G. Schuur 
John R. Worthington 

$1,000 - $2,499 
Richard M. Adams 
James W Beet& 
Wdiam G. Cloon 
Charles H. Cory I1 
Stewart S. Dixon 
Ivan M. Forbes 
Carl R Gaylord 
Ann M. Hall 
Raymond E. Knape 
Robert S. Nickoloff 
Morton Meyer Scult 
William A. Swainson 

Paftlcipating Donors 
John W. Bauknecht 
Michael J. Baughman 
Earl E. Borradaile 
Ira A. Brown Jr.* 
James Bulkley 
Leland B. C m  Jr. 
John E Dodge Jr. 
Robert I. Donnellan 
James W Dorr 
John G. Fletcher 
George S. Flint 
Robert S. Frey 
Donald Gmetmer 
Jack E. Gallon 
Anne M. Hall 
Charles A. Hall , 

William J. Hamnan Jr. , 
Harvey A. Howard 
Bernard A. Kannen 
Roben H. Levan 
Mark R. Lidschin 
Fred Mallender 11 
Daniel L. Martin 
Joseph E Maycock Jr. 
William G. Myers 
William M. Moldoff 
Roger F! Noorthoek 
Donald H. Parsons 
Ann Cooper Penning 
0. Keith Petersen 
John R. Peterson 
~ f i m  L. Randall 
Richard S. RatcliiI 
Frazier Reams Jr. 
Anthony E Ringold 
Thomas E Shea 
Sidney B. Schneider 
Aaron E. Shelden 
Harvey M. Silets 
Irving Stem Jr. 
Donald E Stubbs 
Theodore W Swift* 
Howard N. Thiele Jr. 
Malin Vanantwerp 
William L. Wilks 
Kenneth 5. H. Wong 



(larr of 1960 
40th Reunion 

WOO Danarr .................... 982 
............ tWW Dollrn $71,207 

.......... m Pwticlprtlpn 35% 
.... ........... Reunton Donon .. 78 

Reunion Pultcl prtion..... 33% 
Reunion G1fb 
& PI* .............. $177,64P 

$25,000 - $49,999 
E. Lisk wjrckoff 
Joseph D. Whiteman 
Morton M. Zedd* 

$2,500 - $4,999 
Robert W Appleford 
James T. Johnson 
Robert J. Paley 
Thomas Sawyer 
Arbie R. Thalacker 
Scevan Uzelac 

$1,000 - $2,499 
Leonard Decker 
Roger W. Findley 
Joseph J. Jerkins 
Paul G. Kauper 
George H. W o n  ITi 
George E. Snyder 
Erik J. Stapper 
C. Robert Wartell 
Kent E. Whittaker 
C_lay R Wslliams 
David B. Weismnn 

Puticlpltlq Domm 
Colborn M. Addison 
William E. Arnold 
William G. Bale 
John William Bales 
Thomas R. Beierle 
David A. Bcnner 
Dean L. Berry 
Robert L Bombaugh 
Stanley Davis Brown 
Anthony C. Buessu 
John I! Bure ' 

Robert A. Burns 
Barbara A. Burt 
John E Burton Jr. 
Rnlph D. Butler 
Ward Chapman 
Spencer L. Depew 

. Charles N. Dewey Jr. 
Edward C. Donlon 
Seymour N. Dubrinsky 
Peter Fuller Eld 
Alan I. Eptein 

Elliou M. Epstein 
Vance A. mha 
John F* 
Hany A. GiltnS 
Robm John Garrett 
Mavyn S. G m n  
Iawmm H. Gingold 
aiffordH.Hsur 
Fndaick Wm. Heath 
Douglas J. Hill 
Donald R JoWe 
L Samuel Kaminsky 
&nny L. Kass 
George P Kersten 
Donald J. Keune 
Mark V Klwtcrman 
W h  Morehead Lane 
Kenneth Laing 
George E. kcmad III 
Rtchad H. May 
David H. McCown 
Russell A. McNair Jr. 
Donald B. Medalie 
Franklin H. Moore Jr.-- 
Gordon G. Myse 
Robert C. Neal 
Robert B. Nelson 
William Pattason 

- p o d d  L Phillips 
Frank S. Pollack 
Robert G. Rhoads 
John I. M e r  
Robert L &gar 
Charles R Sharp 
~kvid  R Shaub 
James C. Shearon 
Dean J. Shipman 
Joel N. Simon 
Leonard W Smith 
H. David Soet 
Bruce M. Stiglitz 
Donald Lee Stoffel 
William K. Strong 
W a r n  D. S u n d s d  
Lany Irving Tate 
Leonatd W. T'h Jr. 
Guy v&nder Jagt 
Byron H. Wds 

Phnnad Gltb 
Thomas R Beierle 
Kent E. Whittaker 

(larr of 196s 
35th Reunion 

WOO Donors ................... 100 
WOO Dollarr ............ $96,809 

......... FVW Partlclprtkn 32% 
................. Reunlon Donors 91 

...... Reunion Participstion 2Sn 
Reunion Gifb 
L Pladgcr ............. $324,55050 

$lW,000 + 
Robert M. Klein 

$25,000 - $49,- 
Mark J. Levick 

$lo,ooo - $24,sss 
Anonymous 
Eric V: Brnwn Jr. 
Lauremx D. Connor 
John W. McCuUough 
Alan James O b n  
Pad C. Sprenger 
John Joseph UISU 

$5,000 - $9,399 
DavidkEbashoff 
James M. Ki* 
Rosemary S. Boolu 
Thomas B. Ridglry 

I 

12,m - %P99 
John H. Blish 
Helman R Brook 
Joan K Q~urcbiU 
Richard M. Helzbag 
Charles E Niemeth 
Jerome M. Smith 
John A. Thurber 

$l,oao - $2,499 
Bruce R Banmft 
W h  J. Bogaard 
Charles E. Clark UI 
R Theodore Clark Jr. 
Terrence Lee Croft 
Gordon L Eli&= 
Albert E. Fowerbaugh 
Sheila Gallagher 
Douglas L Hague 
Boyd A. Henderson 
Charles B. Keenan Jr. 
Jon Henry Kouba 
Thomas C. Lee 
Paul M. Lurie 
Robert K Peterson 
Paul A. hthman 
Jack FL Snyder 
Thomas J. Streit Sr. 
William M. Trouunan 

-n(~- 

Cheilcs H. A* 

FrnndsEBLntloy 
I u y J -  - 
J.WdtcrBFock 
I b h t  H. Brown 
JnmesRlbwwn 
RidUNlKBurnham 
AlcrnS.BruJtdD 
~ h c r L C u s o n  
Wndc I! Clarke JL 
Qrlcs C. tohen 
WiUirm A. Crane 
Rdbgt H. mhl 
~ D . D o d g c  
L Grrrrrtt Duaon Jr. 
~ L F ~  
John I! Femsler 
&irlV:Fink 
RaknB.Fostcr 
John Eliot Gates 
Gadd A. Goray 
Pad Groffsky 
Monis A. Hdpem 
PamiChM. Hamsrm 
Edward G. Hezmeke Jr. 
Ralph Hunt Houghton Jr. 
Anthony Hume 
R Ian Hunter 
JohnBlairHuccbison 
M S . ~ b s o n  
Jerome H. KEams 
J . D a V i d k  
JanIlcsM. KefPuver 
Philfp S. King 
EugareW.L.ew&III 
Hcbard N. Light 
Edward L Lublin 
RogerRMarce 
Saxah Ann Magdies 
Michael J. MtHale 
R o d d  J. M* 
Neil R Mitchell 
D o d d  C. Morgan 

C k I c s  G. NWrson 
Jnmes Kirk Parin 
Willinm C, Potta 
Dough J. Rnsmussrn 
R i C h a r d A . U -  
James E. Scdm 
Mark E. S c h l d  
Fde!rick B. Schualze 
Anthony J. Sdrica 
Jon M. s t w y  
Fmnas Scbasrian 
clryJ- *w 
Kenneth L Spangla 
Benjamin D. StcIna 
Phillip L Thom 
E M T r i d r e y  
Paul wdnberg 
Robut G. Wise 
Txmothy D. Wiuhnger 



llarr of 1910 
loth Reunion 

FYOO Donors ..................... 72 
FYOO Dollars .,......... $88,540 
FYW Padcipation .......... 28% 

................ Rwnion Donors 87 
Reunion Partici pation...... 34% 
Reunion Glftr 
81 Pledges .............. $183,890 

$50,000 - $99,000 
Leslie J. Goldman 

$10,000 - $24,999 
Gregory L. Cunner 
John M. Forelle 
John L. Sobieski Jr. 

$5,000 - $9,999 
Hobart M. Birmingham Jr. 
Stwen B. Charneides 
John R Laughlin 
R Stan Monenson 
Edward T. Moen 11 
John C. Unkovic 

$2,500 - $4,999 
Robert T. Greig 

$1,000 - $2,499 
James N. Candler Jr. 
Richard A. Collier 
Bettye S. Elkins 
David Baker Lewis 
Simon M. Lome 
Victor E Prasznik 
David M. Schraver 
Robert N. Smith 
Robert H. Swart 
Thomas J. Whalen 
Lawrence E. Wmokur 
Lawrence A. Young 

HONOR 
C 

<. 
Participating Domws (lair oficns'- P l ~ d W  Porrpn 
George W. Allen Lude J. Anutta 
George H. Baku zjth Reunion clladea B" safsmm 
Patricia S. Bauer Icbmd hd B d i %  Jr. 
James R. Bieke Jose A. dlanga 
Richard E Brennan Jr. 
Douglas R. Chandler 
Maty Z. Chandler, 
W. Scott Chilman 
Robert B. Cohen 
Charles I. Cope 
Brett R Dick 
Randall G. Dick 
Richard M. Doctoroff 
Dine Sharon Dorfman 
George E. FeldmiIler 
Jane Forbes 
James X Gargan 
Barry B. George 
Steven H. Goodman 
Mark A. Gordon 
Peter L. Gustafson 
Donald E Haas 
John J- Hays 
Neil1 H. Hollenshead 
Ernest D. Humphreys 
W~lliam A. Irwin 
James E Israel 
Howard A. Jack 
T e d  S. Jardis 
C. Clayton Johnson 
John M. Kamins 
M ~ I C  J. Kennedy 
Robert M. Knight 
Peter J. Kok 
Brian J. Kott 
Joel N. Kreizman 
Aldis Lapins 
Gary E. Levitt 
George F? MacDonald 
John G. Makris 
Kenneth J. McIntyre 
E. Craig Moody 
Ralph A. Morris 
Ivan W Moskowitz 
Patrick J. Murphy 
Robert A. Prentice 
Douglas R Rendleman 
Susan L Rodrman 
Edward B. Rogin 
Lawrence W Schad 
Stwen G. Schember 
Richard A. Schneider 
Eric J. Schneidewind 
Isaac Schulz 
Donald E. Seymour 
Martin C. Weisman 
Susan S. Westerman 
Michael E Williams 
James W Winn 

MOO Donors ................... 105 
FYW Dollars ............ $96,868 
FYW Participation .......... 28% 
Reunion Donors ............... 102 
Reunion participatlon..d..~79~ 
Reunion Gifts 
& PIbdms .............. $267.708 

- 
JOY= BIhary 
SUsmLBloch 
Michael H. Bout 
J e c r w .  hcktn,, 
Iaunmt E! m6Bgton 
FAiehael I! Burke 
Jeffjny&I& 

$25,000 - $49,999 
Scott J. Arnold 
J * b  
Karl E. Lutr 
Paula H. Powers 

$10,000 - $24,999 
Rochelle Dee Alpen 
John L Booth 11 
Robert A. Katcher 
Arnold J. Kiburz 111 
Martin T. McCue 
Mark Floyd Pomerantz 

$5,000 - $9,999 
1. Scott Ba!5s 
Steven Thomas Hoort 
J ~ t l  E. Krischer 
Frederick J. Salek 

$2,500 - $4,999 
Sue Ellen Eisenbq 
Barbara E. Etkind 
Stanley E. Grayson 
David W Lentz 
Walter E. Mugdan 
Gary D. S e a r  

$1,000 - $2,499 , 
Robert J. Bemstein 
Thomas J. CarIson 
Rhodell Gene Fields 
David Brian Hirschey 
Shirley A. P o w m  Kaigler 
Diane L Kaye 
Nicholas J. Kyser 
Teny Stwen Latanich 
Charles J. Lisle 
V i  Ferris Metz 
John C. Roebuck 
Peter M. Rosenthal 
Adrian L. Steel Jr. 
Lamont M. Walton 
Bany E White 

Shay L Ghin 
rVIichael CoeSm 
Dagmar CoesteFwtjen 
George I. C6le 
John R o w  Cook 
J. wch9kl cnoney ' J a m  H. Do&n 
Daniel&? Dumri 
Eric A. Eism 
WLUiam A. Elliott 
SmnethRF* , -  
Susan G r n ~ F ~  - 

S. Joseph Fauman 
Immnce G. Feinbgg 
MaryLouiseFdows . 
P a u l L G h p s  - 
Rodd E Graham- 
R Thomas Jr. 
c b l m  Hair 
Alan Kdth Hemma 
HurticmeHdaway 
Michael W. Hartmrrnn 
S ~ ~ t R H e m p h i l l  
J*e EUyn H d e y  
Mark D. Herlach 
DougbRHnman 
Peter D. Holmes 
Stephen J. Hopldns - RJung ., 
E b  G. ~rn8 
Carol A. K o f i  
Adele Pond Laporte 
W h V L e w i s  
A . ~ L o c a l i o  
J n u n c s ~ ~  
Samuel E. McCargo 
Susan Diglll McClay 
Thomas R McCulloch 

r- 1' 

john n M C T C ~ ~ F ~ J ~ .  
stepbuiPI. McKown 
Whand D. Mehn 
1. Kenneth l Mom 
Micbel Murray 
AndnwSEattMuth , 
Morton L Movrck 
Charles E O l i p b t  IU 
David H. Pmch 
David M. Pellaw 
David R P e p o n  
h c c  N. Petterson 
Joel B Pierce 
F d  L Potm ' 
Anne~r,w?nPoulin-l 
Joseph Alex Rimk Jr. 
G d  RubinRd 
Michael H. Runyan 
Richad C. Sanders 
Larry J. Sa lor 
-M. s L ?  
Gary D: S i k h  
Fred L. Sinda 
Tmothy St. Clairbxnith 
James D. Spaniolb 
Dennis R Spivack 
Elliot A. Spoon 
Barton T. Sprunger 
Michael A. Stack 
David Y. ~krilr)r 
AlisonSteina 
John A. Stevtns '. 4 , , 
Robert H. Swhff 
Richard B. UrdaJr. 
Matthew B. W o o k  

I Jean McMoniglc Wagett 
Douglas J. Wallis . 
Barbara T. W a k  
Petu L Wanger 
David Wolowig 
Paula M. Zm' 

H.R. 8 





Oarr of ~ggo  
loth Reunion 

FYOO Donors ..................... 52 
FYW Dollars ............ $12,714 
FYW PartCcipation .......... 13% 
Reunlon Donors ................. 62 
Reunion Pa~tici pation...... 15% 
Reunion 6ifb 
a Pledm ................ $34,180 

SS,000 - $9,999 
John E Klein 

$2,500 $4,999 
Ronald G. DeWaard 

$1,000 - $2,499 
Timothy W Brink 
Peter E. Jaffe 
Constance B. Kiggm 
James C. Melvin 
William A. Schoneman 
Robert K. Steinberg 
Lea Ann F! Stone 
Randall M. Stone 
Valissa A. Tsoucaris 
Kenneth k Wittenberg 

$500 - $999 
Joseph S. Berman 
Je£frey J. Brown 
Andrew S. Doctoroff 
Jamal L. el-Hindi 
Paul E. Glotzer 
Stephen E! Griebel 
Diane E. Lifton 
Kathryn H. McRay 
Melanie Sabo 
Colin J. Zick 

Puticipatlng Donors 
Maria R Acker 
Eric A. Barron 

Elizabeth Beach Blyant 
FYOO Donors 63 Sophia S. Harrdr ..................... 

Harold R Burrougb 
WOO Dollars $6,545 T i t h y  E. Hamh .............. 

J. Burrych FYW Parllcipatlon 15% Russell J. H m  .......... 
M. Elizabeth Carroll 

Reunion Donors ................. 67 Nina L Jezic 
Peter D. C o h  

Reunion Participation ...... 16% Jw + 

Jamtt B. Decker 
Reunion Gifts J e r p  A. K o m y  

Nancy k Downie & PI* ................ $17,745 J 0 w t h  A. 
Lisa M. Drouin Ch~ryl A. Leanza + 
Bennett S. Ellenbogen GualdEJamani+ 
David N. Eskenezi $1,000 - $2,499 " Melissn A. Leo& 
Michael E Flanagan Vinmt Basulto + JenniferWLewis 

David L Fleisher Michael A. Loftis TMem E. ,bcke + 
Geoffrey H. Gmth Adam J. Nordin David A. hgis 
Lois A. Gianneschi Roopal R Shah + Beth C. Msna 
Jemld L. Gidner Kristina D. M t c z a k  
Lynne M. Glass $500 - $999 Deborah L MdCenncy 
Susan Marie Guindi Anne Auten + Sophie C. Moonen 
Sarah L. Harpham Steven D. h t t  Stacey A. Muison + 
Jonathan M. Heimer Robert L Bronston Sangeem Pawl 
Andrew R. Home Michael A. Carrier David A. Po- 
Timothy L. Homer Aren L Fairchild Wayne M. Richaxds + 
Thomas H. Howlett Roger A. Hipp Laurel E. Queem 
Monika D. Jelic Richard Klarrmn DannLSchmitt 
Randall Evan Kay James M. Wyman David L Schwmz . 
James B. Kimmel BmceSearby , 
Stephen A. Klein PaMcipMng Dolrors Tvlichel F: Smith 
Hideak Kubo Andrew H. Aoki Kirsten K. Solbug 
Kirk A. Lilley Kath- D. Ashley + Andrew Z. Spilkin 
C. Thomas Ludden David L BQmnger Melissa Nicholson Starkey + 
Jeremy W. Makarechian Shelley E. Bennett + Thornas H. Strong + 
Sandra I! McGill Andrew E Boucher Pad J. Tauber 
Richard C. Mertz Jon R Brandon S m  E. Thiel 
Ernamarie Messenger Amy M. Brooks Denise Ann C. Tomlinson 
Peter I! Murphy Bentina D. Chisolm Joseph I! Topolski 
Tyler M. Paetkau Linda Terry Coberly M. Todd Wade 
John T. Panourgias Steven C. Coberly Nicole Wade 
Lisa M. Panourgias Steven C. Collier Daniel A. Wentworth + 
James J. Rabaut Ellen E. Crane Christophe G. W~lhelm 
Michael G. Redstone Amy Curtner Andrews Vincent J. W& 
Michael J. Roche Judith G. Deedy + Eric L Zagar 
Michael N. Romita JeDrey M. Dine + Kristine M. Zayko 
T. Malcolm Sandilands Kristen A. Donoghue + 
Gail C. Saracco Sheri L Everson 

Tamara K. Severtson David L. Freedman 

Anthony L. Simon Kathleen A. Fumn 

Hiroo Sono Martin M. Geiger 
Thomas G. Stanley 
Melanie H. Stein 
D a d  Thompson 
Tracy M. Thompson + Nanncs-Ekes Chnllenge Panidpaw 

Eric S. Walters 



T H E 1 A W S C H 0 0 L gratefully acknowledges the generosity of all graduates who 
contributed during the fiscal year 1999-2000. Through their annual contributions, 
the following listed graduates provide vital support to meet the School's most 
pressing needs. Recognition levels listed in the Annual Honor Roll of Donon reflect 
individual and matching gifts received by the Law School between July 1, 1999 and 
June 30, 2000. Classes which celebrated reunions in fall of 2000 are listed in the 
Reunion Section (pages 6 - 10). 

1929 
Donors .......................... 2 ................ Dollars "$1,600 
Participation ............ 17% 

PAKfZCIPATING DONORS 
David Cooper Vokes 

1930 -- t 

Donors .................... a..,..l 
Dolars ...... ,... ......... $200 
Participation ............ 10% 

Marvin L Niehuss 

1931 
Donors .... .. .................... 2 
Dollars , ................ $8,4l5 
Participation ............ 15% 
15,oob'- $9,999 
&Bd I! Whitker* 
PARTICIPATING DONORS 
Dan A. Manawn 

1932 
Donors .............. , .......... 5 
Dollars .................. $1,210 
Parlicipation ............ 38% 
PAKIlCIPATING DONORS 
ShtmFocld Akc* 
Hcnaan H. Copeilon 
Donald M. Ford 
9 i m t m E ~ u l l l c y  - 
AlbenJ. Sllllxr 

s1,m - S2.M 
Jacob Bmwn 
PrnCIPATING DONORS 
GabrielM.Alaonder 
H. Wiagton H a w  
John E Keasch 
M J .  Lorn 

Dollan , .............. $750 ............ Participation 29% 
P A R T r n r n G  DONORS 
Jumes J. CbbC 
srcs J. * 
Brpinard S %bin 
Maudce Silvmman I 

Donors ...... ... ....... .. .... -,3 .................... Dollars $350 ............ Partiyipation 1096 
PARTICIPATING DONORS 
Robert E. Ackubug 
G r W m m  Daane 
John Will im Swishn 

........................ Donors 15 
Dollars , ........... ,...$4, ............ Participation 43% 
s1,ooa - $2,499 
w r u i P m R W  
William A!'Groenlng Jr. 
PARTIUPNINE DONORS I 

Donald E. Adams 
FrsakRBPI11PkO 
John S. Clark 
P m y  T. Garvcr 
Iaon L Gordon 
Joseph A LaCava 
John W. Ledale 
J0h.H.  Rochidl 
Gilbert Y. Rubegstsin 
A l l a n E ~ G d t  

N N U A L  G I V I N G  R E C O G N I T I O N  
...................... HOMAS M. CWLEY CABINET $ 100,000+ 

DSON R. SUNDERLAND CABINET ................ $ 50,000 - 99,999 

. HART WRIGHT CABINET ............................ $ 25,000 - 49,999 

$ 10,ooP 24,999 ........................... - 
$ 5,000 9,999 ........................... - 

ILLIAM W. BISHOP Jr. CIRCLE .................... $ 2,500 - 4,999 

$ 1,000 2,499 
' .......................... - 

DVOCATES FOR EXCELLENCE' ................... .$ 500 - 999 ";;;&j 
--, - . ' - %fii -' 

ING DONORS ............,...... a.C.... .... $ L . r c - - y u r ; -  - - - -  4999 - 4 ,& 
+ , - r - -  

3 

1937 
Donoss .......... "......."...22 
Dollars ................ $1 4,230 ............ Partleipation 42% 

Slpw - SZa* - 
JoaephLEQus 
James K Finkbeiner 
Donald H. bee 

S d c y  CSmoyer 
PARTI- DONORS 
w m  N. Ei- 
Eric K Brown Sr. 
AlbarcD.EPrlr' 
Wihm S. Gordon 
lmliam J. Hryns 
Emma Rae hhm Jones 
LcwisG.Kenras 
Wallace B. Kcmp 
J ~ c k  W i h d  Kom 
William A. McClain 
John I? Mead 
Rdmt W Mollay* 
Charles R Moon Jr. 
nijah Pomm 
wwm K. Ricbnndson 
Harvey L Scholm 

~onm ............. ,......"a .............. Dollars .., $9,160 
Pattitipation ......... ,A4% 

sw:Elm 
Paul R Trigg Jr. 

$1.99 - $2,4!m 
Dmkl J. Gl* 
R Stuart H&us 
,- C Mtxm 
EdwdJ.RufF 
P A R T I ~ A ~  DONORS 
H u h  L AIleimmth 
Julian [3rrph 
E r w i n B . ~  
J*A" G w v  
Benjamin K. Hm%* 
Jamts E Holden 
Isadare A. Honig 
Milalnlttiner 
FradcSOOtt Kfmledy 
Qlorls T. Mein 
R & l o S K o ~  
Glenn K 5Eid&d 
A Emoh Smith Jr. 
Micbad R SpPniolo 
F d  B. Stone 

1939 
Donon ...... .. ..... ..... " .... 25 
Dollars ........ , ........ $6.1 98 
Wcipat ion ............ 36% 

MSSAGENI 
M& D: B l a M d  

PARTCIPluavG DONORS 
AH. Aymond 
IkmDdJ.Besw 
Mene6ee IT. B l a h l l *  
HawPrd'A?Boge;s 
Robea C Boyer 
Robat L -ton 
DavidLrBnmPnn 
bba t  M. EckekrgaJ~.  
Artmn N. K. Friedman 
George H. Good 
Anhum A. Greme Jr. 
William E. J e m  
P a u l  C. Keeton 
Beatrice D. Kennedp 
John C Mdkthy 
John H. M o p  
Louis w. Kt2 
Edward C. Scbocde 
John N. Se~man 
Benjamin C. Smcqlc, Sr. 
AllisanRThomas 
James D. T w  
John H. Uhl 
Joseph A. Y~gffJr. 

John W. Thomas 
Hamy Paul Warner* 
Oliver A. I R b n m l  

\ \  



James K. Lindsay 
Gerald M. Liwly 
Robert G. W e r  
Philip R Monahan 
Paul Oberst 
John Hiatt Sawyer 
Sheldon Sivcrmap 
Robert 0. Smith J 
Donald R Smud 'f: 
A W  M. Swiren 

$5,000 - 59,999 
Robert M. Barton 
Benjamin M. Quigg Jr. 
PARnClPATlNG DONORS 
Theodore Markwood 
John C. Mason 
Hany E. F'ickering 
Luis M. Ramirez-Boettner 
Raymond J. Rosa 

Stephen W Knrr 
Comelia G. Kennedy 
R m U  K. Kono 
ChnrlcsLLovin 
Kqneth Hi Liles 
James D. Maddox 
Richard W Smith 
nW Suyker Jr. 
James S. Thorbum - 
Roy U ToUeson Jr. 

Junes K. Mlmrnori 
Joseph & Momis 
Richard H. Morris 
Thomlls E. Murphy 
john R Newb 
Tho- E. No@ 
Lester E. PpeC 
Alan D. huw 
John Wad Powas 
Theodore C. ~~p 
LeRoy H. Redfm 
John A. Rickeisan 
Frank H. R o h  
Charles R Ross 
Frank C. Skfiler 
a u m c e  E. Singlemy \ 
Paul slslin 
Charb J. Sullivan 
Jeanne Tabb 
John T. VanAken 

Addison 1. Wcst 
Thomas J. Whcatlry 
James M. W m e r  
James M. Winning 
Wayne G. Wolfe 

1940 
Donors ........................ 2 4  
Dollars ................ $1 9,738 
Participation ............ 46% 
cuss AGENTS 
H. James Gram 
John H. Pirkering 
5100.000 + 
R o b a  B. Dunn - 

s10,000 - $24,999 
George E. Sperling Jr. 

$1,000 - $2,499 
Sheldon M. EUis 
H. James Gram 
John R Mann Jr. 
John H. F'ickaing 

PARTICIPATING DONORS 
Henry W Bryan 
A l o m  W Clay Jr. 
William H. Dahman 
Edmond E DeVine 
Jmme J. Dick 
Thomas W Diver* 
John C. Donnelly 
Benjamin W. Franklin 
Oxar Freedenberg 
George H. Goldstone 
Eugene Gressman 
J. Thomas Guernsey 
Morton lacobs 

James T. Warns 
Richad H. Wik Jr. 
W111iam T. Yorks 

George B. Woodman 

~onors ......................... 4 
Dollars .... ............. $1,659 
Rrticipation ............ 44% 

< 
MES AGENT 
William M. Houston 

$1,000 - $2,499 
William M. Houston \ 

PARTICIPATING DONORS 
Philip E. HPnna 
m t  G. Schaefier 
Egberto L Tcixeira 

Donors ........................ 7 5  
Dollars ................ $61,268 
Participation ............ 35% 

1942 
Donors ........................ 2 3  
Dollars ............... $14,948 
Participation ............ 32% 

CLMSAG&T - 

Morgan L Fitch Jr. 
$2,500 - $4,999 
Brooks Crabtree 
Jack H. Shuler 

S 25,000 - 5 49,999 
Conrad A. Bmdzihw 

$10,000 - $24,999 
N@am J. WdayJr .  , 
$5,000 - $9,999 - 

Morgan L Fitch Jr. 

$1.000 - $2,499 
Samuel Langennan 
Eric Stein 

Donors ........................ 17 
Dollars .................. $3,755 
Participation ............ 4 1  % 

CLMS AGENT 
Edward S. Noble 

PARTlUPATING DONORS 
Dean G. Beier 
Ralph S. Boggs 
W J .  -had 
Donald S. Carmichael 

' Howard A. Crawford 

$1,000 - $2,499 
M d  N. Johnson 
Claude M. Pearson - 
Roy Franklfn ProEf& 
John H. Widdowspn 

1949 
Donors ........................ 85 
Dollars .............. $145,179 
Participation ............ 39% 

PARTICIPATING DONORS 
Charles T. Alfano 
RussellW.Bakm 
John S. Ballad 
Edwin B. Bartow 
E d h  R. Bates 
Charles B. Blackmar 
Kenneth A. Brighton 
Richard K Bruns 
john E B U ~  nI 
Edward D. Buckley 
yamn~.carbp;. 
Fnederick R Carson 
David R Chmmveth 
Albert M. Colman 
John E. Damon 
Peter I! Damw ,, 
Robat B. Duncan 
RichardL Edchart 
Frank Elkouri 
WiUiamRFony 
Theodore J. Fraiw 
wdter B. Freihofer 
George H. Gangwere 
Robert L. G h n  
Edward N. Glad 
Joseph B. Grigsby 
John E. GrosboU 
Fred W Hall Jr. 
Eugene N. Hanson 
Clark Heggeness 
Douglas W Hillman 
Vincent C. Immel 
Thomas V Jadine 
Joseph B. Johnson 
Philip S. Kappes 
Ira J. Lefton 
Roy E. Mattem Jr. 
wclwenMay6 
G. Edward McHie 
Mary L McKenny 

Roland R. Kxuse David Davidoff 
Cecil Roscoe Smith Wallace C. Eblen ' 

Roy L. Steinheimer Sanders A. Goodstein 

Leonard W. Swett Harold J. Hokhuh* 

Edward H. Walworth Jr. Richard C. 
Lennart V h w n *  

I Benjamin D. Lewis 
lQhl George W. Loomis 

PARTICIPATING DONORS 
W ~ m  T. Atkinson 
John Steuer Dobson 
James Edward Dunlap 
Edwad I! Dwyer Jr. 
Samuel D. Estep 
Quentin A. Ewert 
Robert E. Henderson 

CLMSAGENT ' 

Robert A. Fisher 

szs,m - 549,999 
Abem L Cohn 

$10,000 - $24,999 
Thomas C. Cochran Jr. 
John Carlton Elmun 
John E. Legat , 
Alben B. Perlin Jr. 
David D. Ring 
William H. ,Woodson 

$5,000 - 59.999 
Michael R Gallagher 
Donald E. Nodund 
E h e r L  R Rndh 
Don K Souter 

- J  1- 

Donors ........................ 34 
Dollars .............. $1 22,465 
Participation ............ 35% 

Robert B. Manley 
Wendell A. Miles 
Robert H. Potter 
Frank C. Shaw 
Jay Wootm Sorge Sr.* 
Frederick M. Stults Jr. 

Richard Kane 
Neil McKay 
Allan C. Miller 
RWNahstoll , 

Edward S. Noble 
lohn W. Potter 

$10.000 - 124.999 
Maurice C. Greenbaum 

12.500 - $4,999 
J. Laurence Barasa* 

51.000 - 52,499 
Jeny I! B e k p  
Walter B. ConnoUy 
John W Cummiskey 
Alfred B. Eddy 
Robert R Ferguson 

Robert W. Richardson* 
Rosemary Scott 
Milton D. Solomon 
George R Thornton 

1943 
Donors .......................... 5 
Dollars ................ $1 2,669 
Participation ............ 20% 
CUSS AGENT 
Richard Katcher 

$10.000 - 524,999 
Richard Katcher 

$2,500 - $4,999 
Lloyd Guy Hammel Jr. 
William R ~ h t t  
Ralph J. Iseckson 
W h  J. Schrenk 
Palmer C. Singleton Jr. 

1947 
Donors ........................ 26 
Dollars .................. $6,850 
Participation ............ 32% 

E M  f! Frohlich 
Alan R Johnston* 

PARTIQPATlNG DONOR5 
Olin L ~rdwder 
Eugarc B. Calder Jr. 
Kenneth A. Cox 
William Robert Lee Craft Ir. 

s1,Ooo - $2.499 
W a m  E Aigler 
PARTICIPATING DONOIPS 
John R Chapin 
Kenneth B. Johnson 
Rocban N. Myers 

$1.000 -s2.499 * 
Richard H. Guthrie 
Jack T. Redwine 

$1,000 - $2,499 
Jack M. Bowie 
William H. Bmun Jr. 
Martin R Browning 
Dennis A. D m  Jr. 
brig Zang F a w  
John Allen Galbraith 
Stanley E. Johnson Jr. 
L Bates Lce 
Johniftowland MacKenzie 
John/lHmry Spelman 
George Meyer Zeltzer 

PARTICIPATING DONORS 
William M. Beanqr Jr. 
Clarence A. Brimmer Jr. 
George Brody 

Paul Walton Fager Zoe S. Burkholz 
Robert V Hackett 1944 Roben H. Campbell 
Emanud H. Hecht Thomas L. Dalrymple .......................... Wdhm E Hood Donors 7 Robert R Day* 

................ 
Keith B. Hook 

Dollars $1 2,465 nomas E. Dougherty 
............ Participation 50% 

Jamille G. Jamra A. Ney Eldred 
Chester E. KaSiboISki CUSS AGENT WihmB.Eher 

Dennis John Lindsay Benjamin M. Quigg Jr. James W Grace 
- Howard A. Jacobs 

PARTICIPATING DONORS 
Wluiam E Ager Jr. 
Jamp M. Bmett Ill 
Robkt e l m  Barrie 

Thb Honor Roll rrfleas gifts Rccived July 1.1999 to June 30.2000. 



Allan D. Bchrendt 
Charles D. Bell 
Rich& E Bbhger 
Bed A. Bepdorf 
Chnrles Earl Bmwn , Smtton S. Brown 
L t w i s A . h l l  
WParkCatchpole 
Andrrw C. Cecere 

, Kent Chandla Jr. 
Charles A. Chapin 
Avun L Cohn 
Maqpzt Cook 
Webster Cook 
George H. Davies 
John R. Dellenback 
Albert R. Dilley 
Theodore I! Duning 
Robert A. Fisher 
Hilliard J. Fjord 
Joe C. Foster Jr. 
James R Fredrickson 
Joseph B. Gary 
Brmard Goldstone 
Carson C. G m d d  
Rockwell T. Gust Jr. 
Robert F! Hamilton 
Charles T. Hammond 
Palmer T. Heenan 
Julian E. Hughes 
Keiichim lmai 
Jefferson L Jordan 
Robert J. Kmg 
Walter 0. Koch 
J. David Lynch Jr. 
Wdiam R. McTaggart 
James K. Mortimer 
Robert E. Nichols 
Paul Robert O'Hara 
Nathan S. Peterman 
Waiam J. Pierce 
James 'I! Rutledge 
Everett J. Schroeder 
D. Carlton Shull 
William W. Slocum Jr. 
William E Snyder 
George C. Steeh 
Robert T. Swengel* 
Asher N. Tilchin 
Edgar A. Turpin Jr. 
Robert E. Waldron* 
Richard 'I! Wellrnan 
Robert B. Wdcox 
David Young 

'9P 
Donors ........................ 7 4  
Dollars ................ $24,205 
Participation ............ 36% 
CLASS AGENT 
Horace J. Rodgers 

t2,sw - $4,999 
Kenneth C. Hamister 
Gordon W Hueschen* 

$1,000 - $2,499 
Walter t Dean 
Stuart E. Hertzberg 
Thomas H. McInrosh 

WillipmJ.g.drmalrhrr 
ThmdmSlrcbr 
rury H. Snyder 
FrnClPATlMC DONOPS 
~ M . ~  
Mark H. &rum 
Ralph G. Baua 
RichnrdCIBexter 
FLiehnrd A. Bell 
R o b c s z L ~  
h C . B a y d  
Prmth M. Brown Jr. 
h @ J .  m= 
JackH. cdcchmen 
John R Cmpentcr 
Kenneth H. Childs 
Jan Kitnw, Chinen 
ch8rIcs L 'Dutch 
Edward El* 
Hugh A. Garnett 
John Joseph Gordon 
George M. Hartung Jr. 
RichardM!Henes 
Richard L Hashatter 
George H. Hopkins 
Jean Eqpmrn Jones 
Richard M. Kaph  

Raaney c. Kropf 
Irwin Lapping 
Donnld G. M t t  
David Barson Lipner 
Frederick E. MacArthur 
Curtis L Mann 
Emest Maycrfeld 
Frederick D. McDonald 
Malcolm R McKinnon 
S. Noel Melvin 
Robert M. Muir 
Patrick D. Neering 
Albat J. Orttnzio 
John W Perry 
Walter Potoroks 
Joseph H. Redmon 
WilUnm A. Reid 
Clun~lPnd J. Rice Jr. 
Robert L Richadson Jr. 
HO~SCCJ. Rodgm q 

Henry C. W e r  
Marlin Frank SchoU 
RobertH.silk 
Melvyn J. Smuffcr Jr. 
Stanley G. Stiansen 
Harold E. StiGg 
Rollyn L s t q  
Hamey B. Stover Jr. 
Carl J. Suedhoff Jr. 
J.C. William T a t t d  
June E. Thomas 
Richatd J. Tonldn 
James E. R m w n d  
Lloyd J. rjrlm Jr. 
HowardVanAn- III 
JtanE Wagnet 
Thomas C. Wplsh 
Hany T. Wattsf 
Albert V: Witham 
Herben M. Wollspn 
David E Woad Jr. 
Herold T. Yam& 

Shelton C. Penn I I 

ROLL 
1952 ....................... Donon 6 2  
Dollars ................ SBO,883 
Partlclpation ............ 37% 
ClAss AGENT 
Kichner Johnson 

$5,000 - $9,999 
Donald A. Odell 
Norman M. Spindelrnaa 
~ ~ L S p i u u s  
$1 ,000 - $2,499 
Thomas D. Allen 
RichudJ. Dvgcr 
Barbam B. MacKenzic 
Robert D. McFee 
Edward H. Owlett 
Banard Petrie 
Robat E! Tieman 
David E Ulmer 
Joseph K. Wee 
Lloyd A. Wright* 

PAKllCIPrnG DONORS 
George R Ariymhi 
Joseph C Wch 
Thomas M! Biddle 
R i c h a l d M ! ~  
Frances Eve Bilmes 
UriUvdL Boyd Jr. 
Martin B. B*hner 

I Wilber M. BruckerJr. 
John J. Callahan 
Thoma5 C. Cecil 
W h  A. Clark 
Hugh A. Cook Jr. 
Clan Crawford Jr. 
Raymond L C u m  
John J. Doughs 
Eugene V Douvan 
Charles E. Gibson Jr. 
Robert s. Griggs 
Baondy E. Hagen 
Donald L Hash 
Carl L Horn 
t Douglas Hoyt 
Bristol E. Hunter 
James I. Huston 
Lucille L Huston 
Kiehner Johnson 
Lawrrnce H. Johnson 
James A. Kendall 
Fderick R Keydel 
Peter C. Kostanmcos 
John H. Kunkle Jr. 
Patrick J. Ledwidge 
Rodney C. Linton 
Cornelius E. Lo* Jr. 
John M. Longway 
Walliam J. Mamux 
Joseph R McDonald 
John E. McDowell 
Edmund David McEachen 
Robert D. McFee 
Richard I! McManus 
Philip G. Meengs 
Glenn E. Mencer 
John R MilUgan 

*, Leonard M. Moore 

Martin C. Oetting 
Wnacn K. Ornstein 
Burton P e h n  
Rotraud M. P e n -  
BowardJ.-re 
RobmJ.R&hert* 
Gaqe R Rella 
DavidW R o w b n  
John R Ryan 
WiIliam M. h u m  
Clnrk A. !%adan 
Kmncth 0. Shidy 
F o m s t W ~ n s  
UononLSimans 
Charles E s?adnldrC 
Donald James Veldman 
Richud J. Walsh 
James L Weirbach 
H& A. Whitney Jr. 
EStu~rtWillcins 
James B. W&on 
Louis E. Wubel 

1953 
Donors ........................ 83 
Dollan .........,..... $43.57 1 
Participation ..... ...... 3996 
ss.m - $9,999 
William K. Davenport 
RichaIdD.Rohr 
Walternweiner 

$2,!ioO - $4.999 
E. James Gamble 

$1.000 - S2.m 
John B. B ~ I E  
GPnh E. GrifEth 
John B. Houck 
Robert k Johnston 
RichaxdF! Matsch 
~ E . R i c h d s o n  
John S. Slaveas 

P A K l l C I P ~ t  DONORS 
Him D. Anderson Jr. 
william A. Bain Jr. 
W J -  w 
Robert S. Beach 
william A. Bcdrrtt 
WCniamE.-er 
Martin L Boyle 
William R Brown 
James M! Callison 
Michnel C Clemente 
James L Conley 
Robert James Conley 
John E. Danaher 
Roger E. Davis 
Robert B. Dixon 
Richard M. Donaldson 
James Donovan 111 
Stanley M. Fisher 
Richard E Fox 
EUii B. Fmtman Jr. 
James L Gault 
Geozge R Glass 
Carlctsn H. GriEfii 
Mark w. G m i  
Ralph B. Guy Jr. 
Robert 0. Hamilton 
Joseph L. Hardlg Jr. 
John Gordon Haywad 

J. Kirby Hendae 
FnnkUTHQalc 
C b e  Lee Hudson 
BernardHulkowa 
John W. Hupp 
Marvin K Jacobs 
Charles C. Jensch 
Don I. Johnson 
Emat E. Johnson 
Fraderick D. Johnson 
Wibm A. Joselyh Sr. 
Alan R Kidston 
Joseph M. Kortedmf 
HtrbertM.rriman 
DwaineVLightbammcr 
Edward G. Madden Jr. 
lwlb3mtMeans 
HerbertLMe5chke 
R Wtt Midc Jr. 
Donald J. Miller 
George D. MiUer Jr. 
Duane Morris 
James J- N O P P ~ ~  
Gene E. Overbeck 
Thomas A. Roach 
Beverly J. Sadler 
Herbert I. shelman 
Carrington Shields- 
oppenheim 

Gordon Hany Smith Jr. 
Philip S. Smith 
John E Spindler 
Richard C. Stavoe 
Kenneth G. Stevens 
Edgar A. Smuse 
Rudolph Tanadjevich 
James S. Taylor 
John Campbell Thomas 
Jamg O'Malley Tingle 
RichadM.lkckelo 
EianklinS.wallace 
Charles W. Wexler Jr. 
Wfim L Wisc 
John L Wolfe 
Frank L Zagelmeyer 111 

1954 
........................ Donors 7 9  

Dollars .....,....... $1 12,650 
Participation ............ 41 % 
CW5 AGENT 
Lawrence L. Bullen 

525,000 - s $9999 
Robert B. Aikens 
$10,000 - $24.999 
Evelyn J. Lehman* 
Myron M. Sheinfeld 

s 5 , m  - $9.999 
David E Wood 

$2,500 - $4,999 
Paul B. Camphell 
William G. Hyland 
George M. Mack 
Ray B. Mqlous 
Joseph Van Buskirk 
s1.000 - $2,499 
Karl E. Bramscbneider 
Iawffn~tL  bull^ 

H.R. 13 





~X~ 
EhobGFt C. Weidmum 
FdsK. 2dnn 
Jl1m - $2,499 
WiUiam-1- 
Frrdaie E BmEc Jr. 
Guido J. Cami Jr. 
Thomas A. Dictcrich 
JPrnLs T d  Plmald 
Pad K. Goston 
George Q. kidwick 
B P r r y h h  
Stanley Hirt 
Scott Hodes 
John H. Jackson 
F d  D. Jacobs 
Georgc E Knnch Jr. 
E. Campion Kmten 
Robert H. Miltenbqer II 
David Shute 
Wendell A. Stnith 
Joel David Tauber 
George 5. Tulloch Jr. 
W W e y  Walch 

PARTICIPATING DONORS 
Harry M. Asch 
John M. B m  
La-G.Becker 
Blair D. Benjamin 
Stanton H. Berlin 
Homer S. Bradley Jr. 
Jamg W. Brehl 
R o w  U Brucken 
Richard C. B m  
G. Sidney Ruchanan 
Edward D. Bureau Jr. 
James L Burton 
David C. Buxbaum 
Donald W. Carlin 
Albert D. Cash 
Samuel B. K. Chang 
C M e s  E Clippert 
David C. Coey 
J. Martin Come1 
pomasT. Crumpacku 
J.RichnrdEmwI1 
William R Evans 
Lynn W. Fromberg 
Malcolm H. Fromberg 
Bradley M. GlPss 
Robert H. Gorske 
James J. Hall 
Wallace M. Handler 
Ronald Harbert 
David L HarfeId 
Mutdith Hemphill Jr. 
Arnold Henson 
Edward M. Heppensd 
Donald A. Hincs ' - 
John T. Jeandrevin 
Marten R Jenlcins 
James I! Kenncdy 
Pranlr J. Kinn 
Theodore G. Koerner 111 
Hans C. Kruegcr 
Victor S. KNpman 
Lawrence J. La Brie 
Paul M. Lades 
Edwh C. Landis JG 
Chester C. Lawrence 
Waple 

G&R Ldpply 
hwrcnce E. Lcvinc 
BoNIdJ.llndn 
NichoIns A. bnp 
Petcr 5. Lucyshyn 
Mrlvyn I. Mark 
Wilbur J. Markstrom 
John A. Matta 
Alan E Mcckstroth 
David A. Nelson 
William R Norris 
George E. P a r k  N 
John Fred& Powell 
Gapla J. Prrscott 
ChmU E Pudy Jr, 
Leonard B. Schwartz 
William R Slye 
David Y. Smith 
Herbert W Solomon 
Geotge C. Stewart 
Alfred C. smuse 
Henry M. Swnn 
John M. S w i d d  
Robert F! Volpe 
W. Sranlcy Wakh 
Marilyn M. Wanger 
A. Roger Wltke 
JT G- w t  

Donom ...................... ..88 
Dollars .............. $1 18,372 
Participation ............ 37% 
QASS AGENT I 

William S. Farr Jr. 
S50,OM) - 599,999 
Stanley R Zax 

Sl0,oao - $24,999 
G q o r  N. Neff 
H;enry B. P d  

$5,000 - $9.999 
Irvine 0. Hockaday Jr. 

52,500 - $t,999 
Harold S. Barron 

$1,000 - 62,499 
James N. Adler 
Louis Fny Jr. 
Arthur R Gaudi 
Richard L Kay 
George k Mathewson 
J. Bmce McCubbrey 
R i M  M! Odgers 
Prof. John L Peschel 
William Y. Webb 
Lloyd E. W m  Jr. 

PAKlTCIPATWG DONORS 
Robert R Anderson 
Walter M. Andrew Jr. 
Richard 0. Ballentine 
Michael E. Barber 
Bmce Alden Bmhart 
C. Robert Bdtz 
Stanley L Beqer 
Peter A. B d  
James B. B h M  
Robert S. Bolton 
James H. Booker 
John H. ~ m b J i y  
Phillip 5. Brown 

John E. Coehrane 
 onova ova 
J - R w =  
h c e J . m l i e k  ' 
David G. Davics 
Fmdcrick s, Dcan 
w f i w u  
W~rrenE.E@e 
Ruben J. EltMid 
John J. EsposSto 
John L Ettn 
Willinm S. Farr Jr. 
J a d w n L F m t  
S d r d  E. Gas 
wilhnJ.Gioenn 
HowardI.Crccn 
Jaomc B. G b m  
Stuart S. Gundtel 
Paul A. Hmkc 
I. Bcronrd H c k  
H. Russel How 
Frrdaick R Hubbdl 
J q h  J- H. Hum~hreV 
Tho- E. Hunter 
Menvyn M. Kroll 
WaltaXKnm 
WiUiam A. Krupmw. 
Richard M. M e  
PeterELevin 
DanielELewisJr. 
FrancisC.~rsano 
Richard E. McEachm 
Robert L Mcbughlin 
Michael B. McLcPrn 
Ian C. McLeod 
Cecil R MeUin 
W. Stephen Melay 
G. G q o ' y  Michael 
Elliott C. Miller 
Timothy J. Mumugh UI 
Jerome D. NdEach 
Robcrt E Ochs 
Bmce N. Parsons 
RussellH.Riggs 
Gerald E Rosenblau 
Alben J. R d  
Timothy E Scanlon 
Laurence M. Scoville Jr. 
Robert A. Shupack 
Donald A. Slichter 
ChPrles w Smiger 
Charles H. Stark 
Robert M. Steed 
Norton L Steuben 
John J. Stmh Jr. 
Paul S. 'Rranes 
W Gerald Thmby 
David C. Todd 
James M. Tmpp 
Stanley A. William 
Walter W. Winget 

- a  --  
Donors .......... -......... 100 

. Dollars ........,.,..., $47,52? ........... PWicipPtion -42% 
cuss 4GM 
L w i b m  EkhmidtJr. 

BPoo - M r n  
s G o g g 3 3 d  &m%3 

G m a d P ~  

G9i!*k 
wM.r4€&=Q - 
slpao - s2,m 
c3desE m 
Pcvr D, gymc4 
MarlonLtifron 
wasp 
-L.- 
~ y a L ~  
J&RNichd15 
J%dEC.Ikrder 
williMlB.RCCd 
OliYer E. sdc€l 
eowcen'Brckrr 
bbaB.- 
P m k l l N G  DONOS 

J 0 a c P h M . M  
lwwiolf H. A k s  
Wglirsgns.- 

J*R. W b  -- 
John A. lamnisg 
wmamU'8rulrpl8 
RQbRt G. FRuPon 
RokrtA.WItlcr 
FE.aads E C o b  Jr. 
Ell5G.Crwrrsrad 
wbkr T. Dmdad 
h w  Dgharsky 
h a m  S. Dd%a Jr. 
FrrdaicLT)lrpac 
WinnC.ELaa 
DrPieLFiddnm 
J-M.flqggea 
RQbcaaFmEwck 
? w e & t D . F l d  
AlPnG.Iiiedmw 
U$vynnFruit 
=m$W:Godfrry 
RobcnM. Gnrver 
T'hmmSD. Hef&h 
W m E n l E ~  
MorrisonLfIeth 
John E. H o d p n  
Philip S. H o h  
A l b c r c I ! H o ~  
C Vernan Hew@ Jr. 
Midtad M. Hughes 
F&AHrnvich 
R i M  k Hyde 
Norman AUcn Jambs 
K d  k Jacabson 
Lynne& J o b n  
Pm1 Jones 
Alan E h e  
Pailip E. V G a p h  
RobenkKarbtl 
vtmoxl D. IQmdng 
Joseph E Koucky 
Conrad W mger 
When M. Laddon 
J.RiduudMnrshall 
Malcolm E. Mallin 
Robert L Mctzger 
Charles H. Miel 

CasqrN- 
F& J. Newton Jr, 
I(obat w. Pddey 
John B. P e n d b n  
Russell G. Res Jr. 
Hauy J. Price 
IkbadA.Princc 
Richard E. Babbideau 
ArrhurGeneRosenberg 
-el J. Schiff 
L. WWiam Schmidt Jr. 
Thomas R Schaller 
Stuart D. Sbmor 
Daniel E Siqger 
Donald J. Spero 
Reed E Stecle 
D o d  E Sunrr 
Gedd Jay stlick 
John Phillip Surratt 
Roben Vb! Swain Jr. 
Charles G. Symmonds 
Roy y- T- 
David P Taylor 
Thomas M! Taylor 
John J. T i  
David C. Tracey 
Kent J. Vana 
David A. Watts , 

David N. Weinman 
Alvin Jay W h n  
John A. Wise Jr. 
Ralph L Wright 
Robert J. Yock 

Donors ...................... 1 13 
Dollars ................ -1 10 
Participation ............ 33% 

QMSAGENT 
John W. Galpnis 

$10,0a0 - $24.999 
William Fred Hunting Jr. 

55.000 - $9.999 
Herbvt Kohn 

$2.500 - H.999 
Alexander E Bennett 

s1,Ooo - 52,- 
Justino H. Cucmhdin 
Robert C Canfield 
Smart E Feldsrein 
Lloyd C. Fell 
Charles R Frederiickson III 
John W. Galanis 
Gerslld L Gherlein 
Kenneth S. Hadmaker 
Roben L Harmon 
Ira J. Jaffe 
D. Michael Kratchman 
C Raymond Marvin 
J. Thomas McGuthy 
Hugh M. Monison 
LeeD.F%waT 
David J. Rosso 
Hopldn I. Rowlands Jr. 
Alvin X S h e e r  
Richard K. Snyder 
Philip Sotiroff 
C. Pew Theut 

Tbts H ~ M I  Roll refkc0 gifm Rcelvod July 1,1999 to June 30,2000. 





...................... Donap 130 
Dollqrs .............. $1 00,411 
Participation ........... A 1  % 

CLASS AGENT 
Christopher B. Cohrn 

125,000 - 5*,999 
Jascph R Seiga 
$5.000 - $9.999 
Randolph H. Fields 
James E Kleinbug 
Jefirry H. Miro 
E. Milts h t i c e  111 
$2,500 - 54,999 
Robert s. Katz 
William C. Pelster 
Charles X Thornton I11 

11,000 - s2,w 
Joseph H. Ballway Jr. 
W h  M. Bxudhcad 
Michael W Coffield 
William H. Conner 
Roger M. Golden 
J. Kenneth Gulden 
Michael W. Harris 
Barbara Kncir 
Sally Katzen 
Marc S. Kirxhner 
Charles K. Marquis 
Dick McDonough 
Jack L Neuenschwander 
Philip A. Nicely 
J. Lany Nichols 
Thomas H. Snyder 
James E. Walter 

PARTICIPATING DONORS 
Joel S. Adelman 
Michael S. Adelman 
Cushman D. Anthony 
S. Keith Bankson Jr. 
Lewis T. Barr 
Richard S. Becker 
Calvin E. Bellamy 
Herbert L Bernstein 
Tho- E Blackwell 
Hope Knight Blucher 
James A. Boucher 
Thomas M. Boykoff 
Ronald E. Brackett 
John M. B W  I11 
Robert M. Brimacornbe 
Thomas Rmry Bmund 
William C. Buhl 
Jack M. Burkett 
James H. Cohen 
Bruce L. Colton 
James R Cookc 
Timothy J. Curtin 
Peter Alfred Dankin 
Dion B. Dann 
Michael J. Dads 
David A. D o m  
M. Donald Drcscher 
Charles A. Dunkel 
Scat H. Engroff 
Carl E. Esser 
James B. Fadim 
J. Kay Felt 
Duane A, Feu= 

Aaron C. E Finkbiw IU 
Arnold M. Flank 
Robba~ W Planing 
John J. f l ~  
Lon Foster nI 
Georgc E. Fmse 
Paul D. Frau 
Robe@ LFlidman 
Dennis L Fmtic 
John M. G d n e r  
David R Getto 
Ronald R Gillrut 
Charles H. Goodman 
Marilyn w. Groves 
Charles D. Hadmcy 
J. Marshall Hamilton 
AlanEdwardHnrari 
E d d  w. Harris I11 
John C. Hvanft 
William R Hincline 
Harold E. Hirsch 
Williem D. Hodgman 
Robert Lee Hood 
George M. Humphrey I1 
W Wallace Kent Jr. 
Michael Paul Knapp 
Joel E. Krlssoff 
James R Lamb 
Douglas D. Lam& 
Stephen A. Landsman 
Joanne Lewque 
Travis H. D. Lrwin 
James A. Locke 111 
Joyce Q. Lower 
Martin Lurz 
J. David Machtaller 
Michael E Malley 
Thomas 0. Mann 
William B. Matakas 
Michael E McGuthy 
Matthew I! McCauley 
Guy H. McMichael 111 
Lelan D. McRcynolds 
James L Merctta 
Whimey E MiUa 
Thorley C. Mills Jr. 
Charles A. Moran 
John E. Morrison 
James M. Morton Jr. 
Daniel T. Moyle Jr. 
J. Thomas Mullen 
John H. N o d  
Peter E. Nygh 
Joseph E Page I11 
Norman G. Peslar 
Edward H. Powers 
William D. Rakken 
Stuart Houghton Pnngle Jr. 
John W. Puffer 111 
David H. Raitt 
Ronald Ian Reidn 
Eric E Reif 
WRobertReUm 
James A. Rodgem* 
John Joseph Roper 
Robert D. Sarow 
wwm C. Shedd 
Haw L. Shinn Jr. 
Gerald D. Skoning 
Thomas E. Slimy , , 
James A. Smith 

find July 1,1999 to June 30, L000. 

Mark E. Smith 
Caolge'M. smrtla 
LnnyJ. Slrllldn 
Richard N. Stein 
wtllinmJ. slina 
Gtoffrrg M. Staudt 
John H. Stour 4 
John T. Svaadsm 
Earl G. Swain 
T-E- 
Ira L T a m a h m  
B r u c e A T ~  
Michncl D. Uaap- 
Rodd G. vmtinc 

Lnny- - 
D 0 n a l d A . W ~  
StanlyPWdntr 
RobatAWclls 
David G. Wise 
Michael W York 
John E Zulack 

1968 
...................... Donors 142 
................ Dollars $64,420 ............ Participation 43% 

CW5 AGENT 
Mark H. Scoblionko 

~10,000 - $24.999 
Stephen B. Diamond 

S5.000 - 19,999 
Martin C. Recchuite 
Alfred J. W~ederkehr 
$2,500 - $4,999 
Charles E. Thomas Jr. 

$1,000 - 52.499 
John A. Am 
Stephen E Black 
Thomas K. Butterfield 
Lester L Coleman III 
David M. Copi 
Scott B. Crooks 
Peter C. Flintoft 
Francis E H u W  
James L McDonald 
Steven D. Pepe 
William M. Toomajian 
PARTICIPATING DONORS 
Charles E A& Jr. 
David S. Allen 
Carl H. Amon I11 
Charles J. Bamhill Jr. 
Richard D. Baron 
j-eph e mey n l  
William E Bavinger IU 
Prudence C. Batty 
Louis Delnman Bw 
RichardEBCq 
Joel R B u g w t  
RobcrtJoel Bernbardt 
Michael B. Bixby 
Richard M. Bluestein 
Frederick W m e r  Jt 
Steven R. Bra* 
John H. Bumn 
Robert G. Buydtns 
Michael E. Cavanaugh 
Stephan L Cohen 
Kenneth S. Colburn 
R Michael Cole 

John Dorsey Conley 
Michael w. Cotter 
Peter M. Crcvi 
W h E D a u s c h  
j. Jefferson Davis 
Ii.aneis C. Dinsmoxe 
KcmethDresner 
Robnt M. Dubbs 
Richard A. Earle 
Rabert L Eastaugh 
Roberr J. Faw 
AUrn mvid Field 
John W Flscher III 
R o b e n ~ F d  
m J .  - 
RrmaldGerand 
Ronald R Glancz 
Lnwrrncc M. Glaur 
Robert 5. Gold 
Edward B. Goldman 
Hauy S. Cornbein 
Robert s. Grrcnbag 
charlotte GRenfield 
Wrlliam N. Gross 
RobenWHaxmon 
H. Clark Harvey Jr. 
ThomasA.Hyes 
Francis J. Hearsch Jr. 
Jay A. Herbst 
Richa~dLHarmann 
William D. H a z  
F s z u  C. Hilda 
John W Hobeq 
LseHo-er 
Michael J. Houlihan 
Stephen B. Hrones 
Robert I! Hurlbert 
James H. IMre 
James Harold Johnston 
Jean Ledwith King 
ElirPbethKinney 
T m J .  - 
John Charles b t e r  
JetirryRUwitz 
Walm W. Ku~cwski 
HanyPLambesson 
Eric X Lunon 
Richard Lempen 
Richard A. Lenter 
Raymond J. L e b  
Paul L Lieberman 
Alan Gordon Lipson 
John H. Logie 
Lawrence G. Losslng 
Ronald L Lu* 
Roben J. Machus 
Thomas C. ManChester 
J. Frank McCabe 
Stewart H. McCanaughy 
Charles E. McCormick* 
Gordon A. McKean 
Edward W Merkel Jr. 
Bruce E Miller 
James Albet Mitchell 
Patrick M. Muldoon 
MalaChy R Murphy 
Donald A. Nelson 
John A. Nirz 
W M  E Pinney Jr. 
E Ronald Post& 
George Elias heonas 
Paul C. Pringle 

John C. Ranancia 
James E. Rim 
Joscph D. Rieh 
Elizabeth R Rindskapf 
John Edwvd Rupke 
Alvin 0. %bo 
MarkRSmdswm 
MichaclD. Saphier 
John E. Schaal 
H o d  M. sclmxltzer 
Lawnnce J. Schulman 
Mark H. Scoblionko 
W h  k Shaheen Jr 
Melvin s. !jhouen 
Barry Ira Siege! 
Cornelius J. Sullivan 
Michrrel E Sulllvoin 
ThomasESweauy 
A. Thomas Tholxm 
Thomas E Tnsselt 
Nancy W. Tmbridge 
Thomas R Ttowbdge Ul 
SlmuelI L Tsoutsanis 
DaniclVanDyke 
WilliamLVeen 
RobertMarcelverauysc 
John H. Vogd 
Carl H. von Ende 
William s. waver 
William R. Weber 
Jay L. Wltldn 
Gary E w- 
la& R Zutry 

...................... Donors 126 .............. Dollan $1 23,07 1 
............ Participation 35% 

525.000 - $49.999 
David L Haron 

$10,000 - $24.999 
Andrew S. Price 
Stanley S. Smup 

$5,000 - $9,999 
Marilynn J. Cason 
Joseph L McEntte Jr. 

$2.500 - 54.999 
RobmJ. Khacl 
Robert J. Millstone 
James E Murphy 
Thomas M. O'Leary 

51,000 - $2,499 
Charles Andrew Adarnelt 
Lorl Klein Adamek 
Barry A. A d h n  
Eael W. Bailey Jr. 
Ladd A. Baumnnn 
Charles w. B o ~ o x f  
Stephen C. Brown 
Rchiud E Carlile 
Spencer T. Denison 
Charles L. Gagnebin In 
Howard C. Hay 
Stephen l? Kikale~ 
Relph L Kissick 
Geoqe A. Mudge 
Arnold M. Nemirow 
R i M  E P6zcnmayer 



H.R. 18 

HONOR 
ROLL 

B. Lance Saumeig Charles R. Olcszycla 
Richad H. Sayla Donald S. Owens 
JeflrryW. Shopoff Squire Padgett 
Roger C. Siske Louis D. Pime 
Ronald L. Walter Norman A. Platt 
David E. Webs Jr. Charles Platto 
PARTICIPATING DONORS R. Peter b k o p  
Sam L. Abram HaroldW Rdck i 

Benjamin J. Abmhams Arthur C. Rinsky 
Martin J. Adelman Robert L Rose 
Robert S. Adler BanyE.Sammons 
Stephen W. A+ew GaryPSams 
W. George Bassen W J .  khifl 
Michael A. gergin Ronald B. Schram 
Douglas G. Boven Simcha Shapiro 
Paul D. Braun William J. Sheehy 
Robert N. Brown Robert J. Sher 
Stanley G. B d  Harold K. Shulman 
Marisa M. Butmy Ken R. Springer 
Hal 0. h l l  Michael B. Staebler 
Kenneth K. Cassell John N. Thomson 
William A. Childress John J. Van De Graaf Jr. 
Joel E. Cooper Claude L VanderPloeg 
John Paul Davis E. Rick Wamus 
Paul R Dimond Philip L. Weinstein 
Steven R Duback James G. Wells 
Robert D. Evans Robert C. Wells 
W Anthony Fdodr Steven Y. Winnick 
Thomas R Fette David Woodbuxy 
James R. Frederick Iawrence E. Young 
Stuart A. Friedman 
SadayUkiFlmabtshi 
Peter E Garam 
Randall J. Gingiss 

1971 
Donors ...................... 133 

Robert H. Goldman Dollars ................ $ W , W  
Peter E. Goodstein Participation ............ 36% 
Richard M. Grant C W S  AGENT 
Darrel J. Grinstead Howard A. Serh  
Philip J. Harter $10,000 - 524.999 
Manhall David Hier Richard R. Burns 
John R Holmes 
G - W  J ~ r p e  

55,000 - $9,999 

Robert E Johnstone Hobart M. Birmingham Jr. 

James M. Justin Gerald Garfield 

GeddH-Kahn Wayne C. Inman 

Mary B. Kahn Robert E. McFarland 

Joseph J- Kale 
Edwin D. Scott 

Chan Jin Kim 52.500 - $4,999 

0. John KuenhoId Henry E. Fuldner 

Thomas W. Lacchia Geoffrey L Gifford 

Frederick LambeTt J e w  N. Grabel 
John M. L e F m  Jr. Paul E Sefcovic 
~i~. M ~ K ~  David M. Stahl 

Walter H. Lindsay Jr. Georgetta Ann WoUf 

Charles H. ID&o~ II $1,000 - $2.499 

LyleLandisLopus . Paul Alexander 
David A Luddre Dickson G. Brown 
Gary M. Macek W c k  L Feldkamp 
Samuel W W. Mandell Barry D. Hovis 
~d K. &bum Michael E. Huotari 
Richard C. Marsh Garrett B. Johnson 
David C. Ibbtbaum John E. Klein 
Richard E. Meunier Wo~fgang KlWIJ 
William S. Moore David E. LeFewe 
Michael E. Ndheiscl Alan R Lepme 
Stephen M. Newman Sally Ganong Pope 
David Erwin Nims U1 Warn J. Rainey 
Richard H. Nimtz Ronald t! Soltman 
David E NimMce Swm M. Woghh 
Rabm Holt Nonis Joseph J. tiino Jr. 
Thomas M. OZeary 

This Honor Roll rrflccrP gifts mxhd July 1,1999 to Juae 30, MOO. 

P 

PrnCIPATlNG DONORS 
Lawrmre M. Abnumon 
Leslie \I\! Abmmson 
Paul Wayme A h o n  
Ahan L. Axclmd 
John I.. Barkai 
EichardM.BlmM 
Robert M. Becku 
Alan C. Bennett 
Jan H Bernt 
Denis B. Rinder 
 robe^ I. Blwtns 
H O ~  L. Figon 
Pcter W Booth 
Robert J. h e r  
Darrel G. B& 
Aaron H. Bulloff 
C. Erik Chickcdantz 
Arthur Read Cone 111 
Jules I. Crystal 
Wayne C. Dabb Jr. 
Anthony S. DeFrank 
Pelle Deinoff 
James N. Doan 
Gayer G. Dominick 
Thomas B. Dorris 
Robert J. Dugan 
FrankD.Eaman 
Robert W. E d d  Jr. 
Michael B. Evanoff 
Donald C. Exelby 
Edward T. Farry Jr. 
Loais G. Fcrrand Jr. 
Lawrence D. Fruchmm 
Harvey Lee Frutkin 
Gepe N. FuUer 
Donald S. Gardner 
Robert M. G d t  
Stuart E. Crass 
Charles J. Hanis 
Dawn Phillips Hem 
Peter T. Hob 
Peter Johan Hustinx 
Stuart M. Israel , 
John E. Jacobs 
W Thomas Jennings 
TZlomas R J o h n  
Robert T. Joseph 
Mary Kay Kame 
Frank M. Kaplan 
Robert D. Kaplow 
Chester E. Kasiborski Jr. 
Carter E. Keithley 
Peter A. Kelly 
Stephen E KilgrifI 
R Joseph Kimble Jr. 
James M. Kraft 
Noel Anketell Kramer 
Karl E. Kraus 
Edward M. Kronk 
Roben C. Kmpf 
Brian J. Lake 
Charles M. Lax 
Bruce J. Lazu 
Stephen R Lee& 
Bruce R LeMar 
Steven H. Levinson 
David M. Wittingly 
David W McKeague 
Gale T. Mier 
Richard L. Mfntz 

- Kenneth M. Mogill 
Melvin J. Mwkovitz 

~ I r J r n M  M q l t  
Mwik1 Irwin Ni&& 
WPllfPm R Nuemberg 
Junes A. OWsnJ?: 
H n b p t h h  

- c o w  Y. S. mk 
Ed& A. Porm 
JcrscYL=Mncy 
Hcrba J. h t a  H 

Paul C. RmmS 
Mi6hael H Rq& 
J U l i p ~ ~ o n  
W W m  H. S c M  
Don A Wemenn 
John R Soh~b- 
K m  G. SEhrclbcr 
Howard A' Sub 
h e l l  M. geyburm 
JdfreyH.Sxnlth ' 

David M. Spcctrrr 
WIWJP, a ~ & t h n  
R GIeg0I-y Stub 
M d  J. styka 
LeWraceC.TW I- 

Henr). We& WmbkUI 
Chmles Bayd v ! n  
Paul D. Weam 
Gadd V; WdgL Jr. 
Ralph G. Webgmn - 
Lnnyc-wrucy 
S- H. W l F  
SuSmG. Whght 
H d  B. Young 
Robert J. Zit& 

rr, 
15(l,000 - $99,999 
Alan T: Ademah 

$10.000 - $23,999 
W h  J. kbrahpm Jr. 
L e o 4  J. Bnxt 
Joseph I. GoWtefn 
Te?rence G. Pmis 
Dean C. Starken 
RobertJ. White 

$5.000 - $9,989 
Jane Watmon Grbwold 
Paul L Lee 
12,500 - 14,W 
W m  J. Davis Jr. 

S1.m - 92,499 
, Wilhm T. k t  

Zuchary D a n  Pasman 
Saul A. Green 
JeftieyJ. 
Mkhael L. H d y  
Robert G. Kuhkch 
Richard Paul L e y  
SeephmPLindsay 
Robert J d e s  M ~ C d r n  
wlnism J. Meeske 
DavidA. m w  
Thomas Gar? Mm&m 
Micbad D. Mulcahy 
PaUidc Foy Murray 

Nalbcrll 
I ~ h o r m s d w  

~ L . ~  
WJl* 
J&A.- 
L*61ascl,-mk 
PAIII1ClMiIUG DQE1QB5 
?dWd R Aldrlac 
J o h  W. Wen ; 
Nclscm G. &mi 
Jrrhn E Apol 
Charles J. ~1Ccrl;bok 
DavidG.mkcr 

I Ihnil,O.Ba~&t~; 
Robert .E. Bow 
PNlip J. Bowen 
J- $ Brarna 

- -  johG.Brlsnm 
r h o ~ C . B r u w n  
ti. Patrick Callahisn 
Bnafx M. CqIKdck )+ 

J*L* 
~4 J. C%L 
Lawmlfx 5.- Coburn,, 
wmmL Csraper 
Edwurd J. Cox Jr. 
~ o m p s  B. Damton 
Donald J. Dimion Jr. - - 
Stephen E. D m n  
Juhn H. llistin 
Charles A. Durn Jr. ' 

' -ha Jl. Dunsky 
Richad A. rjrrrell 
Stephen S. Eberlp 
Pem B. Farmw 
Paul 5. Felt 
Laub Foqet 
David E. Fmeh 
John I? Freesti 
Jc&rry -1 Fmelich 
J- M. Garlack- 
James H. Geary 
Richsrd B. Gins- . 
Bruce Alan GoIdstdn 
W h  Di Grand 
'Lead Grran 
Ronald E. G r r d t e  In 
DcnnisMHalejr 
Mark I. Hmpton 
Stephen S. lbt 
Richazd J. Nilfer Jr. 
?&rkB. Hillis 

no& 
G~qory  A, H u h  
S e h m  B. H u m  
Raymiand J.Jast 
Diane L Jmsssl 
Kenneth T. Johnson Jr. 
 LOU^ L joscph 
Robert M. Jusaln 
R a k t  E. Kaas 
Undr B. R& 
Jbseph W KiKimmrll II 
David KYdman 
JGfffieyXW 
Kenneth k Kraw 
Bar& A h @  
Paul R. Levy 
Dale L Lischer 
Seth M, llayd 
RlchydJ. Loftus Jr. 
Jo- London 



l u c 4 u d k . m  
vmhm- 

Jr- 
Marim 

W p E -  
RabEmc2y 
Tho8llrsJ,l!iwim 
GqwJ. Mcl33~ 
M . d . ~ ~ k  
Philip M. Moilsturn 
JamcsM. More 
W L M o a o w  
Ndl G. Mullally 
Eugene E NichoIson Sr. 
John B. psnney 
Dnvid M. Powd 
John E! Quinn 
Alw M. Ilaw 
Michael J. h e r  
Willinm J. Richards 
Chnrles Todd&-n 
James W. Riley Jr. 
Norman H. Roos 
Morcorq,M. Roscnfdd 
Stuarr W. Rudnick 
Stuart A. Schlos5 J t  
Pe te rRScdh  
StephonEsECmt 
Gerald F? Sdpp 
Michael B. Shapiro 
Godon F! Shuler 
Huay3ny slmhlan 
Janice Siegel 
Bruce E. Smith 
Paul In Snyder 
Jay M. S w  
George C Steeh 111 
Miriam B. Stdnbug 
'Ronald B. Stephens 
James D. S u p u c  
r,ewis M. Taffer 
Peter N. Thompson 
Jetbey A. Tucker 
Mark A, VhdcrLPan 
Ri&dLCVirme 
W@am F? Weha 
dchard R Weisn 
J. B p  Williams 
John D. Wilson Jr. 
W h  B. Wilson 
Richard G. Woodward 
JamcsS. wuhch 
R o h  zegster 
Joseph C. 2kngerle 111 
David H .  Zocher 

191 3 
Donors ...................... 156 
Dollars ................ @I4305 
Participation .... , ...... 34% 
MSS AGENT 
Q&mw.Msrtin 
s1o.m - sn,m 
Eric A. 0csa:rle 

s5,m - $9,999 
john M, W m t s  

51,300 - $4,999 
RusJrll S. Bohn 
William J. Campbell Jr. 

E%mdA6roesrmarw 
Prwl E Hul13n 
J - B J e  
Gmge D. RLItd.llgD 
s1,m - )a.W 
mpmt M. Barkoff 
Gem B. Geo* 
§tmrul E GncrmrwPld 
ICathlmnwrrcLtwis 
CurcisLMnelr 
Quinnw.Mudn 
WkElMehlman 
Ckbtctpher Hull Uilton 
I U d d  M. WConnor 
J o b  5. Radpath Jr. 
Qlrlscinr:M.IUloae 
FRdtrick C. schfdck 
Max J. S c M  
DaeidvanderHarr&cn 
John K. Villa 

P & C I P ~ G  DONORS 
Rol3aldJ.AUen 
E b t t  D. Andalmnn 
FIB- A. Baldm 
James Loeb Baumoel 
Mark R Bendwe 
D d P B e n n e ~  
;Pnd Edward Bennett 
Wilfred J. Bmoft Jr. 
R i ~ C . B r r t l r P u  
Philip W Basche 
Keith T. Barman 
W"lniam A. Bm@e 
Brian I. Brown 
CWord B. Buclow 
Samuel Bufford 
&l~n may In 
Midlael T. chaney 
Carlyle H. Chapman Jr. 
John B. Chapman 
John M. Christian 
J4ma N. Chrisiman 
Louis A. Colombo 
RogeLConner 
William H. Cordcs 
Charles D. Daniel 
James F? Dean 
Charles S. D&usie 
Steven C. Douse 
Thomas L Drcnth 
Susrn M. Eklund 
Lawrence J. Emery 
Gn;gory A. Eurich 
MarcusO.EVlDlS 
Michnel R Fayhee 
Paul E. Fisher 
Steven E Fox 
Dianne E m  Fpse!r 
Norman E htdl 
N d  Ganulin 
Bany D. Gla~a: 
larry R Caldsectn 
R d d  M. Could 
Rol3gtw: GNber 
Grrgory D. W e  
TlwodoreLHIU 
John P. H d l  
Jeflrry L. ~k~tld 
Aobm E. HlIshon 
Max Richard HoCfman Jr. 
Timothy H. H o w k t t  

I)ionoldHubcPt 
F l m l k w J ~ m  
Roben WJF 

s. J s s c p W  I 

RQddr- 

J * H a ; y = W  
DonLbLcaLcy 
WrragJ-Kedm 
Charles G. ECnrn 
George E. Kuehn 
Sttvm E. Kushner 
WardyJ. I-dW 
EZkEiwLmJr 
Peter C. Lcsch . 

FredJ.La&a 
Cbnrkd l-mwnhaug 
Larry A. Mallinl3= 
h 4 i C h d G . m  

Witliam J. Tmvis 
Royu'V- 
t&hdG.- 
6 L o h  G. w- 
@chard J. W & k  
J ~ L ~  
aoattrwegmiqkm 
Andnw S. Williams 
Harley A. Wkama Jr. 
Ikvldc. m 
A b d l a m L d b ~  

1974 
Donors ...................... 115 
Dollars ,.............. $79,840 .......... Participltion , 32% 
CLA56M;ENT 
Anita H. lenkins 

R o b m K  Matstmom 
T-tllr J- McCPrrhy 

S10.OW - $24.999 

l-bmeSWMcfau* 
LrngZcy R Shook 

HPler3rJhMcssing $5,000 - 19,999 

Dad B. MiUer srcphtn M. Fisher 

Richard J. Munsch 
Matthew L Myers 
AlPnHcnry M d f  

. MichadENuechtdcin 
Jcfticy B- - - H. ~ P P  
John A. Payne Jr. 
David M. Pcdaen 
J* M- k n d  
Leo H .  PhiUipb Jr. 
EialJ. Pin* 
Glenn M. Rice 
Michael M. Rmsmcia 
A b n  J. Reich 
Jcny H. ~axnbl& 
MarkMurrayRosentb.1 , 
E h u n d  C. Ross Jr. 
JPrnes C o ~ R u h  
h l  E  R d  
J*L*d 
Ge01ge schlkler 
Michael J. Schmden 
M d v h R S c h ~ a ~ t ~  
R i c W  E. Schwartz 
Stephen E. Schder 
Joseph J. scnitclla 
Richud F? Shoolnek 
Timothy M Shecbnn 
Stephm M. Silvaman 
Richard E avestli 
Smnley Smjlaak 
Lawrence S. Smith 
Robert Fox stnymsn 
Thomas G. Staycon 
James B. S& 
James E Stiewprt 

Kun H .  S n i  
Tbothy M. Stone 
whnfs S. smmbug 
Pamela B. Stuart 
Allan J. Sweet 
Robert E. T&t 
Philip R T k  
James E z -  
RoguMUrncis 
Robm E?n* 

s 2,soo - s4*999 
ThamasLHarmbager 
l a z y  D. Hunter 
NicbnclH.Morris 
Cllnmcc L Poea Jr. 

11,m - $2,499 
RobcPc Allen Armitage 
Jerome k Atkinson 
Bruce D. -tad 
RMichdGadhw 
Paul David Hanington 
Patrick J. Hinden 
AnitaH.Jarkins 
MicheleCoCamanNPyes 
LPurrnce C. Nolan 
David C. Pacumon 
MaFciP L Roctor 
Richardb.RiggS 
Larry D. Thompson 
MariaM.klBeek 
Paaicia K m e  Wi,11iams 

P m C I P m G  DONORS 
Gail L Achterman 
Emerson J. Addison Jr. 
Jon Y. Amawn 
w. David h l d  
Richard E  Babcock Jr. 
John R Barker 
Je%n-FraIumis Bellis 
R Drummond Black 
Arnold Peter Borish 
Fhilip A. Brown 
Carl K Bryson 
Bod0 Buechner 
Roben W. Buechner 
Estelle C. Busch 
David W. Clark 
Robea Enid Costello 
William J. Danhof 
-Norma Ann Dawson 
Gary R Diesing 
Joseph E M Mento 
David W Drake 
Michael I3. Eagen 

S. Jack F-tcin 
RaymondFrancisFix 
Mirhael J. Forstcr 
lhyd  A. Fox 
Steven E Frirdell 
DaniclStephm Iiiedman 
AUen E. Gilts 
Richvd J. Gray 
Frank J. Greco 
Glen B. Grtmw3h 
SusanL Hall= 
George E Heiden 
Louis A. HQhqk Jr. 
AlPnBryanHoihan 
cam1 K. H o w  
Michael A. Holmes 
Bruce E Howell 
Rodney M- Jean 
RobenA. Kambski 
Bernard S. Kent 
Stephen T. Kochis 
T h m ~ s E K o a n k e  
I! Kenneth Kohastamm 
J e m  D. Komamw 
spencer LeRoym 
Gordon R Lewis 
James J. Maiwunn 
M a b  J. Mason 
Daniel W. McGill 3 

JoanSwarrr McKBy 
Jawreme L MCKPY n1 
Shirley Moscow Michaelson 
Alan S. Milla 
ArthwRMilIer 
Richad G. Moon 
David R Morris 
Kmig E. Noble 
Robert A. Obringer 
Rodney J. O ' F d  
Robert W Ollis Jr. 
Irving Paul 
Richard A. Polk 
Thomas G. Power 
S.V. Qruriquit 
John R Racine Jr. 
Daniel E. Reidy 
James L Rhodes 
John M. R o p  
Robert Bill@s Rountfft 
Gary A. Rowe 
Michael D. Rubin 
LarryJ. sal- 
James A. Smborn 
Ivan John Schell 
Ban J. Sehenone 
Robert R Sheerer 
Robat A. Siegel 
Barbam S. Steiner 
David G. Swm 
Curtis C. Swanson 
Michael To& 
James D. Wangelin 
Thomas W. Weeks 
Panicia D. White 
Christina B. Whitman 
L. Michael wieks 
Thomas S. W d  
Cany M. Wolfson 
Craig A. Wolson 
David H. Young 

H.R. 19 



Donors ...................... 104 
Dollars ................ $57,750 
Participation ............ 27% 
CLASS AGENTS 
Bertie N. Butts III 
David M. Armitage 

51,000 - SL499 
David M. Armitage 
Bertie N. Butts 111 
Karen H. Clark 
Maryjo Rose Cohen 
Philip J. Collora 
Dennis M. Haffey 
Stephen E. Hagen 
William A. Kindorf 111 
Joseph J. Kochanek 
Michael S. Olin 
Wdiam P. O'Neill 
Steven L. Tronstein 
Michael H. Woolever 

PARTlClPAT'lNG DONORS 
Charles Francis Adams 
Christine L. Albright 
Kenneth A. Alperin 
Gary E. Baker 
EE. Bennett 
Howard M. Bernstein 
Steven A. Blaske 
J. Rion Bourgeois 
William H. Brooks 
Denis E Burke 
Thomas A. Busch 
Robin E. Neuman Caton 
Lynn E Chard 
Charles M. Cobbe 
Barbara N. Coen 
Mattie P. Compton 
Charlotte Crane 
David L Dawson 
Lynne E. Deitch 
H. RichaId Elmquist 
Donald William F& Jr. 
Michael R Flaherty 
Robert L Fox Jr. 
Harvey Freedenberg 
Lawrence J. Gagnon 
John B. Gaguine 
Carl E Gerds III 
Robert Mark Gesalman 
Valerie A. Gilfeather 
Stephen E. Godsall-Myers 
C o r n  Amy Goldstein 
Nancy N. G,rekin 
Wayne M. Grzecki 
Joyce Trimble Gwadz 
Gary L Hahn 
Lawrence N. Halperin 
Wdliam C. Hgason 
Dean M. Harris* 
Doughs W. Huffman 
William R Jansen 
Thomas D. Johnston 
Gregg Herbert Jones 
Richad A. Kopek 
Stephen E Kresnye 

Barry S. Landau 
Nelson S. Leavitt 
Christoph Hans 

Leuenberger 
Donald B. Lewis 
Thomas Woodrow Linn 
Nancy Mder Lipper 
Jonathan D. Lowe 
Mark Alan Luscombe 
Andrew Harold Marks 
Reuben A. Munday 
Manda J. Nunn 
John C. Oldenbu~g 
Michael S. Pabian 
Lawrence C. Paulson 
Michael L Peroz 
Todd David Peterson 
Diana Volkmann Pratt 
Arthur R prZrby1owicz 
Mark E. Putney 
Carol tl Rogoff 
John C. Rothhaar 
David M. Rubin 
Thomas Patrick Sarb 
Charles M. Schiedel 
Renee M. Schoenberg 
Charles E Schofield 
Warren M. Schur 
William George Snead 
Lyman Franklin Spitzer 
Sharon Raykovitz Stack 
Gillian Steinhauer 
Karhryn Gilson Sussman 
Thomas D. Terpstra 
Tlmotlly J. Tomga 
Peter L. Trerise 
Howard C. Ulan 
Michael A. Weinberg 
Christine Weiner 
Erick W~Uiams 
Malcolm James Williams Jr. 
Joel C. Wmton 
David L. Wolfe 
Edward Marvin Wolkowitz 
R Thomas Workman 
Andrew M. Zack 
Thomas J. Zaremba 

1971 
Donors ........................ 90 
Dollars ................ $51,187 

............ Participation 23% 
CIASS AGENT 
Bruce C. Johnson 

$10,000 - 524.999 
David Westin 

$5.000 - $9.999 
Bruce A. Featherstone 

52,500 - 54,999 
Fred Christian Fathe 
Gary A. Nickele 
George A. Vinyard 

$1,000 - $2.499 
Richard B. Drubel Jr. 
Karen J. Kirehen 
Kevin Paaick Lucas 
Michael k Marrem 
Michael G. McGee 
Patricia L. Niehans 

Donald E P a m n  

PARTICIPATING DONORS 
James L. Allen 
Steven R Anderson 
Martin J. Bienenstock 
Mary Margaret Bolda 
Klaus A. Buqi 
Andrew M. Campbell 
Earl K. Cantwell I1 
William L Cathey Jr. 
David Cohen 
Amoty Cummirigs 
James S. Cunning 
Peter V Darmw 
Jeffrey W. Doan 
Alexander R Domanskis 
Stephen Alan Dove 
Mary Kay Ellingen 
James M. Elsworth 
Susan Gayle Esserman 
Charles Stewart F d 1  
Samuel T. Field 
Edward M. Frankel 
John L Gierak 
Alan Gilbert 
Michael L. Glenn 
Robert W Hastings I1 
SarahAndreWsHennan 
James L Hiller 
J. Thomas H o h y  
Robert H. Hume Jr. 
RRbert H. Jmy 11 
Bruce C. Johnson 
Mark Stephen Keegan 
Donald W Keim 
Bruce R Kelly 
Gary W Klotz 
Sumio Kuriaki 
James M. L a w n i d  
William S. Leavitt 
Curtis J. Mann 
Mark L. Mann 
Laurence S. Markowitz 
Merton St. Clair Marsh 
R Charles McLravy 
Joseph W Medved 
John C. Mezzanotte 
David B. Miller 
John R Myers 
Kent Y. Nakamura 
Greg A. Nelson 
Stewart 0. Olson 
Kathleen R Opperwall 
Paul Allen Ose 
Robert Alan Ouirnette 
W k  M. Paul 
Greg L Pickrell 
Bruce Keith Posey 
Richard T. Prim 
Dana L Rasure 
Robert D. Rippe Jr. 
Phyllis C. Rozof 
Charles G. Schott 111 
Alfred Charles Schultz 
Brent Elliott Simmons 
Richard L. Sommers 
James R Spaanstra 
Robert A. W. Strong 
Bruce Eric Swenson 
Lawrence David Swift 
Sally Cohen Swift 

Bruce C. Thela 
Charles E T i  Jr. 
Dona A. Traccy 
Ellen L Uptqn 
JnmesAllmVosc 
Katherine E. Ward 
Alamda Karl Webcr 
Kenneth R Wylic 
Gcoge E M  Ybnd 

Wthlcm A. Hogg 
Dennis b e  Hahpplc 
Bruce L Ingnm 
Wnne M. Ismran 
N l d  M. Jacob 
Janet Jambs 

- 1  

Donors ........................ 98 
Dollars ................ $38,204 
Participation ............ 25% 
MS5 AGENT 
John H. Beisnu 

s10,m - 524,999 
Dennis Earl Ross 

S 2.500 - 54,999 
J- J. Jones 
51,000 - 52,499 
Nonnan Hazlett h m e r  
John H. Beisner 
David T. Case 
Carlos R. D. casm 
David Gruber 
Mark J. Richadson 
Ronald C. Whx - 
PARTlQPrnG DONORS 
James Anthony Am& 
Debra A. Armbruster 
Jackie D. Armstrong 
KarreLBoyaTis 
Robert E Bride 
W i l b  D. Brighton 
Barbara Bruno 
Ronald A. Bultje 
Elizabeth Ann Campbell 
Stuart M. Chemtab 
James G. Cook 
MaFy Irene Coo& 
Catherine L Copp 
Wesley J. Coukon 
Kent G. Cprek 
Joseph E Curran Jr. 
Ellen Jean Dannin 
LP "arty 
Jacqueline A. Daunt 
James C. D e c k  
Curtis J. Deho  
David C. Dicky 
Del Dihgham 
Stanley E. Doty 
Michael James Dwyn 
Dennis Kearn Egan 
Michael A. Eschelbach 

, Sherrill Toenneb Filter 
Scott Alan Fink 
Joseph S. Fob I1 
Jonathan B ~ ~ T Y  Fonnan 
Philip I? Frickey 
Konrad J. Fdedemann 
Mania K. Fujimoto 
Donald I. Gcttinger 
Stewart M. G h e r  
Robert A. Goodsell 
Mark A. Greenwood 
John E. Grenke 
Timothy W Hefferon 

N ~ K ~ L -  
Anthony James Kolenie Jr. 
Stanton D. Krauss 
Kmncth James w a  
ElsriC.iamtles 
KirthPrine S. Lannnmann 
Elliot P . 0  Legow 
DamUA.Lin&an \ 
WynkMadO* 
Stafford, S. Mntrhcws 
Jack J. Mazzara 
G. Mark McAlmnan Jr. 
Thomas A. Miller 
Brian E. Newhbuse 
John G. NG 
Michael G. Oliva 
Deborah G&trin P w  
ThomasH. Page ' 

Maurice Portley 
naodore C. R a e p  Jrt 
Donn A. Randall 
Joel M. Ressler 
Steven H. Rosenhum 
Barry Neil Seidcl 
David R Selmer 
hny R. Shulman 
Kenneth W Simns 
T i t h y  D. Sochocki 
CProl E Sulkes 
Daniel D. Swamon 
Alan M. Unger 
Lea B. Vaughn 
Jamw J. widland 
S. Thomas Wmer 
Danny R Williams 
Sandra Willinms 
Morlcy Witus 
Mary Katherine Wold 
Thomas Vancc Yates 
Mark D. Mlra 

1919 
Donors ...................... 1 13 
Dollars .............. $104,528 
Participation 1 .......... 28% 
CLASS AGENT 
jay A. Kennedy 

$10,000 -'$24.999 
John K. Hoyns 
Richard G. Morgan 

s 5,000 - $9,999 
Stuart D. Freedman 
Robert B. Knaw 
Jefkey E. Swkind 

$2 $00 - $4,999 
william J. Davis Jr 
Marguerite Munson Lmk 
Banie L e w n  LDeks 
$l,W - 52,499 
John W. W . r g  

This Honor Roll rrflcctr gifu d v e d  July 1.1999 to June 30.2000. 
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Bidraa Wlnb P0Isky 
Jolur #. Qldrmcya 
D Q d s c ~ ~ a  

RAKnCIPXrnG DONORS 
MnrlPB. Ahrhmm 

, PetaAdlcr 
Mary KatbryJI A~sdn  
Nomm Hi. Bdmr 
rndy Bowbeer 
-3. Bkdy 
Frank W Buck 
Lori R Wuns 
RobeaWcabdd 
Hector E. Campy 
Maufccn T. casey 
Richad E. C3sd 
MitchrPIChye&tc 
willtam C. C o b  

, Thomas A. Connop 
Scoe R Craig 

I 
Richard Z Cumy 
Timothy L Cmbs 
BarbarakanlDibrodt 
Robcrr J q h  Diehl 
DinneED~dn 
Jm ~h Dunn 
Bruce Ed. nigler 
Smen M. F e w  
Jane E. Ga&nkcl 
Bruce Goodman 
Julie Ann Greenberg 
HPA)ld E. Hamasmith 
Blake Lee HPrrtlp 
Staila Cowlcs Haughty 
Kevin s. HuldIick 
David L. Wu 

1 *rd J. Inman 

I z::;L 
I G. Christopher Joseph 

Jay A. Kennedy 
David Bemad Kun 
Howad J. k h b a u m  

I William D. Klein 
I Charles C. Lane 

Ihfsherd B. Leoum~n 
James Lehrbuqa 
J o b  m t  h ~ b e x g  
Thomss Miclue1 Malone 

1 Mich.elMcEvoy 
Stcvtn M. Mdnnis 

1 StephmRMilla .,, 
Kim s. Mftchell 
Jack A. Mol-p 
Pmcla AnnMull 
David Nanfsky 
Julie Page Neerktn 

I Dobra 5. Nmeu 
Kifchi Nishino 
James H. Novis 
ThdbnI Ogpbrwall 
MlchdJsms Or[Pwrke Jr. 
M A .  Pacynski 
David-k Pahl 

Michael B. Peisner 
Steven E Phum 
Walter A. Pickhardt 
Charles H. Polrin 
Jean Jones Portcr 
Lawrence E. Rismnan 
Clyde J. Robimnl 
F A  A. Rodriguez 
N. Rwie Rosmbgum 
Frank John Ruswick Jr. 
Brad S. Rutledge 
Michael J. h e r  
J- K. 
Christian Schmid 
Willinm Alan Schochet 
David Sclmolenbeqg 
David J. Schwartz 
Christopher M. Scotti 
Susan L &gal 
James I? Shaughnessy 
James Harvey Simon 
Scott A. Smith 
Harvey R. Spiegel 
Richard C. Stawe Jr. 
Mark Allen Sterling 
Richard A. Stevens 
Thomas I? VanDUsen 
John S. Vento 
Gary Lee V i e r  
Theodore J. Vogel 
Seth Jay Wcinberger 
Peter J. Wiedenbeck 
Robert A. Wjnbrandt 

1981 
Donors ...................... 1 18 
Dollars ................ $50,769 
Participation ............ 30% 
CWS AGENT 
David Douglas Gregg 

$10,000 - $24.999 
Diana M. Lopo 
s5.000 - $9,999 
Deryck A. Palmer 

$2.500 - $4,999 
Joel 1. Bennett 
Robin Leaf Harrison 
Gary C. Robb 

51,000 - $2,499 
Mitchell Dunitz 
Richard S. Hoffman 
Randall R Kaplan 
J e w  S. Lehman 
Russell E. Makowsky 
Michael Oswf 
PARTlClPATlNG DONORS 
J. Marc Abrams 
Kevin D. Andexson 
Bruce G. Arnold 
David George Beauchamp 
Christopher B. Beaufait 
Teresa A. Beaufait 
Anker M. Bell 
Richard L. Bouma 
William Anthpny Brandt Jr. 
Stwen D. Brown 
Paul Bradford Burke 
Benjamin calk in^ \ 

Meg Hacken Gamier 
KarrnLCbadwidc 
Robat Iddings Chaskes 
Robm R Cowell 
John D, Cmll 
Mario cuccin 
William James DeBauche 
Charles Munay Dmton 
Stevm5amuelDiamond 
Bonnie Iynn Dixon 
John M. Dorsey IU 
Augustin Douogruh 
R u d  M. Finersein 
John W h  F i i e r  
Karl R Fink 
Claude G. B. Fontheim 
Robert W Fulm 
S i p  Samba Gates 
Atsushi Gondo 
John C. Grabow 
Michael James Grace 
Deborah E. Greenspan 
David Douglas Gregg 
Andrew E. Gripby Jr. 
R Lee Hagekhaw 
Charles E. Harris Ui 
James S. Hilboldt Jr. 
Scott W Howe 
Florence R Keenan 
Patricia A. h e y  
Charles Howland Knauss 
Michael J. Kump 
James David K m k  
Jon R bucr 
L David Lawson 
Mark R h t t e  
John M. 
David Allen Lipkin 
Stuart D. Logan 
Thomas E. Maim 
Richad Wayne Maki 
Stewart L Mandell 
William C. Ivlalmw 

M a r y L y n n k n  
Daniel Joseph McCarthy 
David Richard McFarlin 
Michael E. Meier 
Maureen Christine Mdnert 
Barbara Ruth Mendelson 
Kenneth C. Mennerneier 
Christopher H. Meyer 
Alisa A. Moort 
Kazuya Muraksmi 
Dale K. Nichols 
Ann F? Ostendale 
Anthony Francis Panmni 
Susan Kaye Pavlica 
Alan A. Pembuton 
Robert Frederick Phelps Jr. 
Marissa W. Pollick 
Steven R Porter 
Robert E. Quicksilver 
Yves I? Quintin 
Rairnund Theodor Raith 
Daniel Renbarger 
J. Gregory Richards 
Emest M, Robles 
Ronald E. Ruma 
Suellyn Scarnecchia 
William Fisher Seabaugh 

Richad E. &gal 
Glenn Andrew Shannon 
humnce M. Shapino 
Pem R Si lv~man 
Richard V Singleton 
Debra rvhrhe Stasson 
S& Darrell Stein 
Scott Charles StTattad 
Kent D. Syvaud 
Monis A. Tanner Jr. 
Bruce A. Templeton 
Anne VandaMale Tuuk 
Janet Susan VomAlstcn 
R o h  Craig VsnVoorhees 
Kennah Wayne Vst 
Gregg Frands Vignos 
Anita Louise Wallgren 
Linda S. Walton 
Chistopher M. Wells 
Nancy Williams 
Cynthia E Wimer 
Deborah K. wood 
Richnud Louis Wood 
NoahEliezaY&ni& 
Ebbe th  Anne Zatina 

Donors ...................... 102 
Dollars ................ $38,472 
Participation ............ 25% 

UASS AGENT 
Do& S. E h a n n  " 

52.500 - 9.999 

James E. B d t  
Scott G. Mackin 
Anita C. Robb 
Richard Dale Snyder 

Sl.ooo - $2,499 
Alan E Gitles 
David S. Inglis 
Diane Celeste Lehman 
Michael J* Levitt 
Karol V Mason 
Kenneth B. McClain 
John K. Schwartz 
Avery K. Williams 

PARTlUPAIWG DONORS 
Max H. Albers 
Thomas Albin 
Elizabeth Ann Allaben 
RichardA.Barr 
Elise J. Bean 
Michael E. Beclmran 
J* A. Berg= 
Daniel J. Bergeson 
Timothy Robert Beyer 
James E Bittell 
Joseph Blum 
Quentin R Boyken 
Michael 5. W e t  
Patricia A. C a m e  
Nancy A. Chafin 
Brian V Chally 
Joseph A. Cipparone 
Michael I? Coakley 
Leslie S. Co- 
Thomas Cottier 
Ross L. Crown Jr. 
Rachel Deming 
Brian S. Dervishi 

- 
Jeffrey A. DeVree 
Janice M. Dinner 
Gershon E l a m ~  
James A. El&ass 
William D. Ellis 
Susan B. Fine 
Mary McFarland Fisher 
Bryant M. Frank 
Shemi D. Goodman 
Arthur N. Gonuan 
Volker Gross 
Ellen Guerin 
Mark Leonard Hanis 
Douglas E. Hart 
DavidL HaItseU 
Mark E. Haynes 
Tmothy C. Hester 
Craig W. Horn 
David I? Irmscher 
Paul J. Koivuniemi 
Robert D. Kraus 
Nancy E Krent 
Richaldw. Klqmlnslci 
Catherine James LaCroix 
David J. Lauth 
Michael A. Levey 
Susan Berman Lwine 
ThomaskLewry 
Peter M. Lieb 
John M. Lummis 
Sandra L Mallory 
Michael F? McGee 
David E. McLay 
Rolando V Medalla 
Kirk D. Messmer 
Suzanne M. Mitchell 
David G. Moore 
Richard W Murphy 
Catherine Ann Novelli 
b n y  Pachter 
John Sanford Palmer Jr. 
Janet L Parker 
Glendon B. Pratt 
Sarah H. Ramsey 
Geohy Randall 
Kevin C. Randall 
Robert D. Rothacker 
David M. Schreier 
John A. Shea 
James R Sobieraj 
Steven M. Stankewicz 
Dale E. Stephenson 
Raymond Jay Sterl~ng 
l? Val Sueblow I11 
Stuart A. Streichler 
Peter Swiecicki 
Dean R Tousley 
Peter H. T d t h  
Daniel Benjamin Tukel 
James E. VanValkenburg 
George H. Vicent 
Robb L Voyles 
Jordan S. Weitberg 
Richard I. Werder Jr. 
Sara E. W d e r  
Paul M. Wjzgoski 
Gifford R Zimmeman 

l'b Iionor Ron d w t s  gihs mdvcd July 1,1999 to June 30,2000. 



Donors ........................ 97 
Dollars ................ $26,060 
Participation ............ 25% 
CWS AGENT 
H. Mark Stichel 

szsoo - $4.999 
Anne T. Larin 

11,000 - $2,499 
Jonathan B. Eager 
Anne Baldwin Gust 
Paul M. Hamburger 
David Men HandeLsman 
Richard A. Schirtzer 

PARTlCIPATING DONORS 
David B. Alden 
Miriam R Arfin 
Donald H. Baker Jr. 
James M. &]in 

Alison C. Blair 
m o r d  Henry Bloom 
rsrura Wright Brock 
Eric E. Bmnson 
Timothy R. Butler 
John V By1 
Kenneth L. Crawford 
W h  D. Dahkng Jr. 
Paul T. Denis 
John Alexander Denniston 
Donald A. Dripps 
Katherine A. Erwin 
Karen R Fagersmm 
Anne E. Bachie Fifer 
Victor E Filippini Jr. 
Judah B. Garber 
Patricia D. Gardner 
Matthew James Gehringer 
William B. Goodspeed 
Michael J. Hainer 
James A. Hall 
Kathleen M. Hanenbuxg 
Jack G. Haught 
Alan J. Hoff 
Janet S. Hoffman 
Van E. Holkeboer 
Michael H. Hoses 
Michael R Hafktetler 
Peter A. Jackson 
Frank T. Judge UI 
Mark L Kaltemieder 
BarbaraS.Kcllman 
Freduic L. Kenney 
Jodie M! King 
Jeffrey C. Kinsel 
Mark L Kowalsky 
Robert J. Krueger Jr. 
Paul B.  land,^ 
John Aden h m n  
Thomas R Lottcrmmur 
James 5. Madow 
Deborah A. Marlowe 
Janles G. MaTh 
Daniel AUm Mumy 
Stephen M. Nolan 
Thoma.9 w. O ' C o d  
Richard M. OIshansky 
Camille Annette Olum 
Carl Oastemouse 
Kcvyn D. Orr 
Tucse E. Pdsner 

Justin Harley Per1 
Gina K. Perry 
William Kenneth Perry 
John C. Petrovski 
Nathan F! Petterson 
Sybester Piedcowski 
Kit A. Pierson 
Kathryn J. Reid 
Mathiasw.Reimann 
Scott M. Riemer 
Cecilia A. Roth 
Barbara A. Rothstein 
Ira B. Rubinfeld 
M i t s u ~  !%no 
John E Schippers 
WilliamG.Schmidt 
Scott J. Schoen 
Gare A. Smith 
Sandra L Sorini 
Jefky M. Stautz 
Mark S. Stein 
H. Mark stichel 
Jefh-ey M! Stone 
Karen Sue Strandholm 
Howard S. Suskin 
Victor N. TenBrink 
Carl A. Wenstein 
Janet A. VanClwe 
A1 VanKampen 
Lauren G. Vansteel 
Linda M. Wakeen Walke~ 
William R Welke 
Marcwertheimer 
J. Greg Whitehair 
Timothy L. Williamson 
Joseph D. Won 

Donors ........................ 93 
Dollars ................ $36,650 
Participation ............ 24% 
QASS AGENT 
Robert J. Portman 

$5,000 - $9.999 
Stephen G. Tomlinson 

$2,500 - $4,999 
Patrick G. Quick 
Paul B. Savoldelli 

$1,000 - $2,499 
Sandra A. Bulger 
Charles E Jarrett 
Sarah 0. Jelencic 
Robert J. Pomnan 
David J. Schhger 
Wayne M. Smith 

PARTIcmArnG WNORS 
Marjorie Sybul Adams 
Michael T. Ambrow 
Thomas 0. Ashby 
Janine M. Avner 
Kenneth Wilson Baisch 
Steven R Barth 
Darby A. 8 g u b  
Michael C. Blancy 
John F? Boerschig 
Daniel Raphael Bronson 
Thomas J. Clemens 
M i w s i m o M  
Sue 0. Conway 

Craig A. Cormnn 
Don G. Davis 
Carey A. Dewitt 
Thomas E. Dixon 
Dayle M. Eby Tmtadue 
Jill Martin Eichner 
Stephen T. Erb 
Michael J. Erickson 
Thomas J. Frederick 
Daniel A. GPrabedian *, 

Kyle A. Gray 
K. Ua Grutter 
Pamela Beckmom Hackert 
Je* T. Harbison 
Rolahdo Hidalgo . 
Michael H. Hoffheitner 
William E Howard 
Barry E Hudgin 
John Chafer Huff I 

Kim F? Jones 
Steven M. Knulinann 
David Allen Korzian 
Steven L. Kroll 
James D. Lammers 
James W. Langham 
Thomas Dean Larson 
Mary A. Lesniak 
George C. Lombaxdi 
David L. Marshall 
Susan Mary McGee 
Kurt S. Meckstroth 
Mitchell R. Meimer 
Mario M. Mendes 
Stephen M. Merkel 
Kathryn M. Moran 
Martha E Moses 
Patricia E. Mundy 
Leonard M. Niehoff Jr. 
Susan L Oakes 
Stwen Clark Poling 
Mark D. Pollack / 

Richard Lee Pomemy 
Peter M. Radin Jr. 
Per A. Ramfjord 
Uan: E. Raven 
Jacob C. Reinbalt 
Marc S. Roelrower 
Gary A. Rosen 
Daniel Michael W b e ~  
Megan Scott-Kihres 
Anthony J. Shaheen 
Roger M. Shm 
David D. Shoup 
Michael R. Shpiece 
Lawrmce A. Silvestri 
Rochelle Rice Slper 
Joan F? Snyder 
Elaine K. Soble 
Andrea B. Sperling 
Russell 0. Stewart 
Robert c. Stoddan 
T&!a S. Tariuo 
Qare Te~esa Tully 
Lynn C. Tyler 
Philip S. VanDer Weele 
Gregoria Vega-Bymes 
Kurtis T. Wildn 
Barry M. Wolf 
Kurt G. Yost 
Sheri Ann Young 
John E Zabriskie 

-- 

Donors ........................ 97 
Dallan ........ A ..... $29,118 
Particlpatlon 1 ........... 24% 
cuss A G r n  
w. Todd MilleT 

$1,000 - s2.499 
K e q  A. Gal* 
Lydk A. Hudson 
Bradley D. Jadrsoii 
W. Todd Miller 
Margant K. Sdf 
John B. Thomas 

PARTlCIPKIlNG DONORS 
David S.. AJmmowitz 
Gary M: Arkin 
John I? Barker Jr. 
Stephcn.E Barrhtlmess 
R e  S. Betman 
Stevq G. Brody 
Ala+K.rmllem 
M E .  Campau , 
Patrick C. Cauley 
Chrisfopher J. Caywood 
Timothy J. Chorvat 
Robert:M. Cohen 
James R Collett Jr. 
Lee C. Cook 
Maurren M. Crough 
Karin S. Day 
Mary R. DeYoung 
Michael T. Edsall 
Andrew R Feldstein 
Peter G. Fitzgerald 
Eric Ik Gplho 
Andrew M. Gaudin 
Lionel Z. G h c y  
Douglas W. Godfrey 
Clifbrd A. Godiner 
Robert B. Gordon 
Michael K Grace 1 

M a t h w  I. Hafter 
John G. Hale 
Eric C. Hard 
John B. Hememan 
John J. Hem 
RickLHwmand 
Donald J. Hutchinson 
Roberrs E. Inveiss 
Mary E. Itin Kors 
Donald M. Itzkoff 
H m r d  B. Iwrey 
Harlan D. Knhn 
CbristineKaliadas 

B a h  
LawYewe I. Kern 
Kenwyn A. Kindfullex 
Stwen K Kraw 
Peter C. Krupp 
Warren C. Laslri 
Karen K Legaulg 
Holly H. k"ind 
Gregg E Lomkdi 
LisaS.Madday 
Linda S. E Miahall 
David M. Matuszewdci 
Melody L McCoy 
Lynn M. McGovem 
Ralph R McKec 
David J. Medow 

J~mrsRMDdnll 
Mark*hdarpm 

~ h w u s ~ ~ a r r l s  
Jmes J. Nuars 
Pad C. Nightbple 
M e w  &my No* 
Carole L. Nuechterldn 
DmieLA. O'FalIon 
Mark Kenneth O s W  
Nat L P d c k  
Rebecca L. Rafterp 
Andrew C. Richner 
Christopher L. Ride 
Steven A. Roach 
Laura L Romeo 
Nancy G. Rubin 
Bernadette C. Sargeant 
J& E. Scott 
Edward H. S h a h  
David B. Sickle 
AnhurH. Siega\ , 
Lori A. 
Thomas M. Skelly 
Bradley M. Thompn,  
Gregory G. T i e r  
Kevin Tottis 
.Nary K. VanduWeele 
Susan L. Vogel-Vandcrson 
Richard A. Wdawnder 
R Jeffery Ward 
Jean MacDonald Wdpert 
Karl T. 'Williams 
Milton L. Williams 
Bruce A. Wobeck ' 
Chcryl L Ziegler 

Donors ..................... "64 
Dollars ................ $10,542 
Participation ............ 16% 
CWS AGENTS ' 

Reginald M. Tumu Jr. 

m n e  Dygm 
Michael H u y h e  

$1,000 - $2,499 
James H. Gale 

PARTICIPATING DONOR5 
Charles E. Armstrong 
Julie M. ANO MacKenzic , 
Brian K. kumer 
Lynn Pope Bikdwitz 
Andrews.Boyce 
D a d  A. Bnrsdno 
Pascale G. Bullitt 
Lawrmce 5. Buonomo 
W W L  Burrrkaff 
John R €hhill 
W t t  K1- Daines 
Kathryn A. -hue 
Lwjs K. EbKng 
Elizabeth A. Fish 
John I? Flynn 
Justin A. Gerak 
Fmcm w. Hammnesh 
suamQeEHard 
D~mcntcn N.S. Hnmnnn 
Max M. Hirsdmger 
Jefinyk ntohwnd 
Eric R. H9bavd 
Gretchen J. Hudson 

H.R. 22 d July 1.1999 to June 30,2000. 



.Alumdm w Jod 
R d  W. J ~ h n s w  
M. ElIahcJhton 
Winston K Joncs 
M~CW D. Kmbski 
Jane #rurg 
Armes.lcmney 
Tbomns J. Knox 
MPTIn J. Krcindlu 
MiChad J. Kml 
Mitchell B. Lewis 
David A. Lullo 
Tkri~dgil lMcMPhon 
Douglas A. Mielock 
Michael R Mills 
John Mucha 111 
m e  Georgeann Pappas 
Larry M. Pollack 
James M. Redcer 
Robm J. Riley 
Tomas Rizner 
Deborah L Rasoff 
Adam Rulhstcin 
David W. Rowe 
Paul D. Seyferth 
Julie M. Sheridan 
Neil E Siegd 
Louis W. Smudenmaier 111 
Edward J. strong 
Paa id  J. Thompson 
Reginald M. Turner Jr. 
Tina S. VinDam 
JeBErry J. Vanwinkle 
Bradley C. Weber 
Lee A. Wdel 
John M. West 
Thomas C. Willcox 
David L Wunder 
John A. Ybam 
John S. Zavitsanos 

1988 
Donors ........................ 72 
Dollan ................ $14,104 
Participation ............ 18% 
C W S  AGENT 
Bruce A. Courtade 

51,000 - $2,499 
Todd M. Duchene 
Ward A. Greenberg 
Gary A. Madlonnld 
Aidan J. Synnott 
PARTICIPATING DONORS 
Ronald L. Albm Jr. 
Vincent Atriano 
Mark A. h e n  
Karen L Barr 
Elizabeth M. Barry 
a t h y  A. ~mci~kngo  
George H. m e r  
JeffreyL Bmka 
Karen t Brady 
Karen Calhoun Turner 
Timothy I! Callnhan 
Dough W. Campbell 
Scott W. Campbell 
Lyndp K. Chandler 
Gabriel J. Chin 
Nicole K Colwell 

Kimberly D. corn 
BnlccA.Coutllrde 
Rabert C. EusDicc 
Christopher A. E m  
David C. Forman 
Scott w F O w b  
Thome C. FmrWe Jr. 
Rebut M. Gcrstdn 
D a d L G o m  
J?tffnyA.W 
GailHarris%mabon 
Willinun E H O W  
Scott A. Huizengia 
Seth E. Jacobson 
Ridrnrd A. Kaba 
Gregory A. Kalxhcur 
N. P e n  Knoll 
Scott M. Komoff 
Rebecca E. Kotkin 
M. Scan Lame 
Bradley G. Lane 
Fredrick S. Levin 
Margaret A. Lynch 
W y n K .  Mann 
W. David UPnn 
Marjorie M. M q l i e s  
Melissa H. Maxman 
Jeffrey H. Miller 
JetFrey D. Nickel 
Lisa M. Pancpucci 
Robert E Perry 
Robert C. Pemlis 
Janice K. Prom-Murphy 
Jaye C. Quadrozzi 
Terry E Quill 
Stacey B. Rag0 
Ludus E. R c w  
Ellen November Rigby 
RichadM.RosenM 
Frank C. Shaw 
r i o t h y  E. Sheil 
David S. Sherman Jr. 
Rick Silverman 
Scott A. Sinda 
Nicholas J. Stasevich 
A. David Strandberg 111 
Sheila A. Sundvafl 
Nancie A. Thomas 
Jerbme Tunmeman 
Elisa J. Whitman 
Jeffrey H. W c k  
Richard G. Ziegler 

Donors ........................ 66 
Dollars ................ $1 0,220 
Participation ............ 17% 

, PAKIlCIPATMG DONORS 
Earl J. Barnes I1 
Henry E. Bartony Jr. 
Elizabeth Jolliffe b t e n  
David H. hum 
Jonathan JI Beighle 
Matthew E. Berkc 
Jasper A. BoMLberg 
Charles A. hyn ing  
Thomas Albat Brusstar 
Joseph T. Burke 
NeUieCamerik ,, 
Martin B. Camu 

This Honar Roll dsrs &IS d v c d  July 1,1999 to June 30,2000. 

W J .  amdl Ri~ha~dA,Braadon Ranify A. B d g e m m  
1krrw'w1, Chnacn T ~ M .  4 W R -  
EdwadMChvez Jams M. CarLon Mark Howard Cob 
C y m h t  C d m -  EllenM. Chapdlc LAndnvrrCooper 

Hofrmun I m c h d E C o U  Christopher DeLuca 
01-J. KtvinT. cammy Peter E Donati 
MmxUnDavid D. Costa vmamJ.Dubiesky 
Sharlcnc A. Desk i~  Lynn E- Davenport David R Ebdart 
IbwenaEsrhnDIldaon Jane Cob Ditdkg  Rachel K. Eickemeya 
5praAEngfc JhLDitclberg LeClairLFlaheny 
Jonathnn T. Foot KenuefhPhviog MicheUeM.ciaUad0 
Patrick J o q h  G&&a Irene C. Freidel T i t h y  E. Galligan 
Robat D. CoFdPnr Robert J. G i k t s o n  BruceJ. Goldner ' 
RobmKHrinmrnn 5tLsnnEGinsberg Russell M! Hahn 
Lance Rantlaw Jogs BdgttT. Conder Mylcs R iiansen 
DehiscMichPel K s p b  
Stephen W. Kdly 
John Otta Kmppmm 
Donald J. K& 
Daniel R Lnun?nce 
*en C. Lee 
Jonathan M. Levy 
ElkabuhE.Lcwis 
NvlcyLLitrk 
Robat D. Lo mte 
John E Mahoney 
Cdghton R Meland Jr. 
r i t h y  E Wtt 

Steven D. Meyas 
Jessica M. Nothi 
J * k m  
Rebactps. ~-~ 
AndhasF!Rdndl 
r i t h y  s. 
Steven J. Rindsig 
r u c y S a n k c y R 4  
Daniella Saltz 
Carol H. spa-Berfnan 
James E. Scha&m 
LindaG. Sduchq 
Eric Schnaufer 
Frederick F! ShdnfIeld 
Samuelwsilver 
Shuyl S i e r  Narkson 
Glenn L Smith 
John I? Stimson 
Daniel I! Tdia  
Susan J. Thomas 
Damon M. Vbcke 
B a m n E W d h t  
David A. Wescnrp 
Jack M. Wilbns 
Ning Zhu 
Laura S. Ziemrr 
Ruth E. Zimmemum 

Donors ........................ 58 
Dollan ................. 46,305 
ParHcipation ............ 13% 
MSS AGENT 
M L McQuade 

$500 - $999 
David K. Callahan 
Aaron H. Caplan 
Clinton H. Elliot 

PARTICIPATING DONORS 
Charles I! B a d  
Scott M. Berbnra 
Robert J. Barthwick 

J- T. Grant 
Seou M. Hare 
Michael K. Ixnmnn 
-hJh? 
StevcnWKastm 
Margo s. IGdmer 
Janiu Kirk 
Am&m J. Kok 
J 0 s r p h Z . W  
Micbeel J. Le- 
Mi Young 
Smu C. Lewis 
J&cy N. Lindenlann 
Mrutin D. Liu 
Paul R M@ke 
S a m h R ~ c t  
&istopher J. McGuire 
Dale T. McPherson 
Badma L McQuade 
David k Moran 
John k Mueller 
Huuko Ozeki 
J-J. 
Molly Reilly 
EricWRidrrabon 
Kimberly J. Rudy-Winbush 
Holly Bowm SPhonoff 
Craig E. Samuels 
Ladyn M.lksaki 
Paaick E Solon 
Sune E Svmdsen 
Jennifer Lee Tilor 
 avid M. a*& 
William G. rtsllkoff 
Ernest M! T& Jr. 
AlbertLMaelpndII 
KIisto*LWahleIs 

1992 
Donors ........................ 59 
Dollars .................. $7,546 
Participation ............ 14% 

David E Herrick 
Jeffrey F! Hinebaugh 
J d L l s e n b e r g  
Daniel C. Kolb 
Amy A. Laughh 
S m  G. Lazar 
P a ~ c k  E M c G m  
EmrldaMLdrPno 
Peter Tufty Mooney 
David A. Nacht 
David Newmann 
linda Popovich Nicastm 
Ger I! O'Donnell 
Pamela L Peters 
Hilda L Piell 
Amy B. Judge-Prein 
EdwPrrtJ. Rein 
GglywReinbold 
Sharyl k Reisman 
Matthew J. Renaud 
NeilkRiemann 
B. Audmv Riadn 
sinisa Rodin 
Scott A. Schlader 
TlaomasLShnevsky 
Jussi E Snellman 
Sylvia A. Stein 
G a g  C. Stevens 
Cortney G. Sylvester 
Brian Tauber 
Chnrles U Tea 111 
Jocmne H. Turner 
Michael D. Wanen Jr. 
SozldraLWright 
satah C. ZePrfoss 

1993 
Donors ........................ 51 
Dollars .................. $6,795 
Participation ............ 14% 
CUSS AGENT 
Daniel M. Israel 

CUSS AGENT 
SaIah C. Z d o s s  

51,000 - $2.499 
Matthew L. Moore 

PARTlCIPATING DONORS 
Ann L. Andmvs 

A. Asner 
Christopher A. Bsllaml 
Corinne A. Beckwith 
Beth A. Bdmnd 
Daniel K. Beitr 
Thomas E. Bejin 
John J. Blood 

5500 - $999 
Collcm Barney 
Jonathan A. Barney 
Diane Benedict Cabbell 
PARnCiPATING DONORS 
Kimberly S. White 

Alcantara 
Oxar L Alcanm 
Jack S. Bailey m 
Joanne M. B m k a  
Kevin J. Bonnu 
Bethany A. Bmtr 
Amy J. h m a n  



Nina D. Cbng 
Christine R. Deutsch 
Lisa A, Du* 
Bnny Y. Frrrmnn 
Neil C. Gcwr 
Cynthia E Gilbertxrn 
Jamie C. Hech Nisidis 
Lauren M. Hollender 
Rcne M. Johnson 
Nikki S. Jones Cail 
Miugaret Nemeth Kent 
John E Kurey 
Martin James LnLonde 
Suzanne M. Lambat 
David J. Ledemam 
Joseph B. L e b  
Roger S. Lucas 
Julie Mnnning-Magid 
Susan Michele Marsch 
Lance E Mrathews 
Anthony J. Mavrinac 
Brian D. McCabe 
Sad A. McLaren 
JeaFrry M= 
Patricia E. Nessel 
Jane S. Pine 
Ilana B. Rubenstein 
Dome J. Rybicki 
David M. Saperstein 
Howard M. Sendrovitz 
Sharon K. Severance 
James E Silk 
Susan M. Solomon 
Laurie M. S tepan  
Joseph k Sullivan 
Michelle Epsttin Taigman 
Tracy S. weissman 
Edwad H. Wdbm 
Sung K. Yoon 
L e m  E. Zax 

xthang 

1994 
Donors ........................ 53 
Dollars .................. S 1 0 8 1  ............ Participation 12% 
$500 - $999 
Ann-Marie Anderson 
Michael Rafael Etzioni 
Susan E Gallagher 
Cheryl A. Hipp 

PAKnCIPATING DONORS 
Jae H Ahn 
Cara A. Ahola 
Jennifer B. Anderson 
Jeffw D. A ~ ~ e l t  
Maria I. Aretakk 
steven M. kiumer 
Otto Beatty 111 
Julie A. Beck 
E Kay Beixn 
Jennifer L. Blickemtaff 
Dean Bochner 
David k Bmch 
Mclisse Bxeger 
Val& K. Brrnnan 
Mark J. Gapenter 
Andmv 5. Cohm 
Bradley L Cohn 
Noelle E. Cooper 

Patrick D e m e  
Joel E. Faller 
Daniel M. Femey 
S q i o  Fernand- Diaz 
Noah A. Finkel 
.Holly M. FridhoIm 
Heather K. Gerken 
Barbara J. Gilbert 
Rebecca Ross Haywood 
John F! Hensien 
D. Duane Hurtt 
Brian J. Kelly 
Ann M. Kraemer 
Anne E. LaLonde 
Lance S. Latlkford 
Jill E. Major HaLevi 
Elaine A. Murphy 
Max J. Newman 
Annemarie G. Pace 
Kelly B. Reiiy 
James E. Roach 
Joel L Rubinstein 
w R Seegull 
Phillip J. Smith 
Alan G. Waldhum 
Michael L Weissman 
Robert G. Wilson 
David M. Wissen 
Jadie Woods 
Michael E. Wooley 
Maki Yamada 

....................... Donors A9 .................. Dollars $5,945 
Participation ............ 1 1 % 

CLASS AGENT 
Carol E. Dixon 

$500 - $999 
Susan Maser Caperton 
Victoria A. Dukatz 

PARTlCIP~G DONORS 
Carol J. h t a  ++ 
Amy E. Barnett ++ 

Heidi M. Betz ++ 
Christine A. Bonaguide ++ 
Louise S. Brock 
Elise M. Bruhl * 
Jefl E. Butler o 
Richaad~QllaitonLu++ 
Bruce M. Ching ++ 
Maria Comninou 
Daniel I! Dain 
Lisa R D'Avolio 
Carol E. Dwon 
S. Regina Dodge 
Axel Halfmeier ++ 
Gregoty W. Hayes -i-t 
Kristin Ann Hennann 
Jennifer White Johnson ++ 

J. J o ~  
Matthew B. m++ 
Naomi E Katz 
Patrick 5. Kim ++ 
Stephen M. Kuperberg 
Dim J. Leshetz &kst 
Anne RK. Maclver 
Bradley Scott Miller 
DebornhI.Qndmma 
Eric R Phillips ++ 

Andrew I! Pillsbury 
James M. Rosenthal ++ 
Jeffrey A. Rossman 
Allison M. Ryan 
Stephanie Schmelr ++ 
Patrick C. Schmitter 
Daniel Shenlanan 
James E. Southworth 
Lisa Stevenson ++ 
Trmt J. Taylor ++ 
John G. T m t  
GeorgelR Thomas ++ 
Michael Thomar ++ 
Jessica Toll 
Angela M. Ulum 
Ti~n~thy D. Vandenberg ++ 
Thomas F! Ward 
Jared M. WoH 

1991 
Donon ........................ 55 
Dollars .................. $4,808 
Participation ............ 13% 
CLASS AGENTS 
Rebekah Eubanks 
Hardy-== 
PAKnCIPATlNG DONORS 
Kathleen M. AUen ++ 
Steven J. Azzadti ++ 
Elizabeth R. Bain ++ 
Via& E. FhjefSky ++ 
Alexander D. Baldwin ++ 
Ixe C. Bollinger 
MaUhew G. Borgula ++ 
Jonathan Brennan ++ 
Marcia k Brugpnan 
Jason A. Crotty ++ 
Karrn M. Ginsberg 
Jeffrey M. Gitchel ++ , 
Scott I! Gyorke 
Peter Hafner 
David B. Hobbie ++ 
Benjamin W JeBlers ++ 
M d t h  B. Jones ++ 
David R Karasik ++ 
Daniel J. Kheel ++ 
T m  A. Killeen 
Emily J. Klarman 
David C. Kocab 
Helene T. Krasnoff 
Ronald J. Lieberman 
Xiaoyu G. Liu ++ 
Sarah A. Lmgstreth ++ 
Joshua D. L u s h  ++ 
Neil McNabnay%+ 
Makiko Murai 
Koji Nonomura 
Robert B. Olin 
A n g & I . ~ - ~ *  
Antoinette S. Paige ++ 
Dong-Sil Park 
Michael T. Perlbeq 
Jessica H. Phillips 
S-J. Rysrk 
Chad A. M e r  
Kristan t Richadson 
LisaM.Robinsan++ 
Matthew J. Russo +t 

Gregory E. Schmidt ++ 

-DgnidH.Sn:lin* 

KsshifZ.Shdkh++ 
Mcllssp M. S l m  
Zochqsmith 
Jennsy D. Spflcm .cc 
Dmsmdcy : 

- m e  Tucker 
Kelh S. Turner ++ 
Yvette vwupu 
Hdyweux* 
Jennifu S. Wpma ++ 
Erinn M. W& 
Gayle Zilber ++ 

Donors ........................ 50 
Dollars ......,........... $5,493 
~articipatlon ............ 13% 
CLASS AGENT 
Carrie L Newtoa 

$500 '- $999 
Michael Bobellnn 

PAKnmmG DONORS 
John E. Benko 
J-S.Birge - 
John M. Brim 
ElizabethC. Burke - 
Alison M. Butler , 
T. D. Butzbaugh 
David J. camp* 
Vincent E. fkcacci Jr. 
C. Lewis Collins 
ChristineCooneyMnnsour 
M a t h  R Drake 
Ira D. Finkelstein 
W t o p h J .  - 
Tracy Gonos 
David R Grand 
Ronald E, Hall Jr. , ,\ 
*!A. Hill+++ 
Brian R Hinton +++ 
Bellenden R Hutcheson 
Kdko lchiye 
Stnsha Jain 
J b o  Jang 
LisaUKiner 
RcbcccaL.KLincm 
Jason B. Koentg 
Julie Konnekrr Szeker 

Rrp0-e 
Robert J. Lundmnn 
S t m  D. Lwie 
Tsuyoshi Maruyama 
Lisa M. Memgs 
Jason D. Mengcs 

, Kathleen M. M d  
Jonahn  D. Morris +++ 
Susan E. Mortensen +++ 
Canie L Newton +++ 
Mark B. P e r u ,  
saraho. sduup 
Mwmrushimfnr 
Karin N. Sdtt 
Phillandras T, Thompson 
Carmine D, Tomas 
Steven D. U r h l  

1999l 
Donors ....................... A1 
Dollars .................. $51W 
PartioipaUon .., ....... 12% 
ClUS AGENTS 

' WrndyMarantr 
David C. Kirk: 

PARTICIPATING DONORS 
Ali A. Akhfnr 
~ 1 y n  Barth ++++ 
Michael T. Cphiu 
Lacey S. Calho n ++++ 
K& D. Che!es d 
Dalhe (3rd 
Seth A. Cohen 
G~gory  W! Cooksry . 
Adam B. Cox 
Jon R FetmIf 
' Norn E. FitzGdd +++t 

- -Charlotte J. Gibson ++++ 
Gail M. Held 
David H u h - G o t t d d j q  
AndneprRwloxe 
David C. Kirk ++++ 
khard A. Kline 
J m y S . M  
F m d s  J. Lrwis 11 ++++ 
Evan K Makela 
~ h d y  M. Manmu ++++ 
Michael E Mmey ++++ 
Michael J. McZnughlin +wt 
Elizabeth W! MWkel 
Christopher S. Napier 
Christine M. Parker ++++ 
EmilyLPaster ~ 

Alicia A. Per5 ++++ 
Matthew J. Perry ++++ 
Gina M. Pem ++++ 
Michael J. Quirk 
Elliot M. Regensaein +*+* 

Marc L. Robinson 
T i W ! R o w r + *  , 
Mark A. Schwiuiz 
sauyK.Searsc+*+ 
Aaron Caspe Singer ++++ 
Jessica E. Smith 
Anna K. Shasbuq, ++++ 
David D. Tawil ***+ 

Kristin B. WilheIm 

This Honor Ron Rflscts gifts ~WdvadJd)' 1.1999 to June 30.2000. 
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offered the oppatunity to participate in a unique challenge. 
Class of ZOO0 to direct his money to the Law School 

ex dollars are above and beyond the budget appropriated for 
the academic year. To participate in the Beus Challenge, each student needed to commit to 
follow Leo's lead by pledging to make an annual gift to the Law School during each of the 
first four years after graduation and to a class gift for the fifth year reunion. We are pleased 
to announce that the following members of the Class of ZOO0 accepted  IS challenge. 

BEUS THIRD YEAR CHALLENGE PARTICIPANTS 
Jnnnine C. Abdel-Khalik Lea E. Filippi Kcaneth M. KPlousek Crystal D. Monahan Amy R Scott 

Philip M. Abelson Camgon A. F r ~ s a  WiniMVKao b y  E. Nor* BradD. Seg#e 
Pamela L Nod A l e x d c r L F u ~ ~ I  C h a r l c s N . ~  Britton Northern Michael A. Siem 

AlizeJ.shwuer Julia E. Blankertz W G e m g h r ~  Hden Y. Kim Erin E. O'Connor 
Nicole D. Bmvet Peter A. Gibbons Ihan Kim Eric R O h n  K a ~ A . ~  
Kimberly D. Brown Jonathan Grdndon Patricia S. Kim SergiOOsorio nizabuh A. S q h a n  
Christopher D. Burke T i t h y  A. Grcimcl Shannon L. Kimball Nema M. Pad Daniel B. S t o w  
Hrnlec Chung Serrn C. GrilmIcy William H. Komp I1 Milton L Pcrcrsen Gary D. Sorttiag 
Stephanie J. Clifford Mark J. G m d  StacyY. Krupa Patxicia Pemndci Hugo E Swiro 
Jenny K. Cooper Deindrr E. H~milton PhiUipHLw Dawn N. PhiUips Corin R Swift 
Rachel Cwkery-Roberts Birch M. Harms R i M  M. Lw Mitchell h Price Jean L Taylor 
Anne Cusick Rcbekah N. Harvey Rachel N. L+ssem Tom I. Romem U J c f f r r y J - ~ n  
Abhijit Das Jamrttc L  Heard EliraberhM.Lewis Scou S. Rowekvnp Thomas C. Workman 
Sarah H. Dearing Leslie F? Hinb SusmLLoveland Ali J. W Aba N. l+blcah 
Matthew H. Drexler Nickolas S. Holmcs Alison B. MacQnnld NorbertoE Sabas Julie L Yo- 
Marim C. Emhu Frank E Jaklitsen Niamh M. McEvoy Chuanpis C. Santilukka 
Christopher G. Evers Nathan D. Jamison Ckimpher J. McUeary Michael A. Satz 
Shannon L Ewing D d  H. Johnson MichaelH. Michmehuizeu MatthewJ. Scheider 
Daniel A. Feldstein Catherine R Jones David C. Mitchell b l a l g m t M . m  

THE LAW SCHOOL extends special thanks to members of our student body who have 
made gifts to the Law School in the 1999-2000 fiscal year. 

STUDENTS 
James B. Allen 
Keith E. Allen 
Jeffrey A. Binder 
AbigaJ1UCarter 
Katherine S. Dawson 
Daniel A. Feldstein ++++ 
Lea E. Filippi ++++ 
Timothy E. Foley 
Lisa A. Funkhouser 
Robert M. Hartley 
Jamette L Hard ++++ 
Michael J. H o b n  
Joseph C. Huntzicker 
Catherine R. Jones + 
Kenneth M. Kalousek ++++ 
Glenn 8. Kminsky 
Stacy Y. K N p  ++++ 
Alison B. Macdonald ++++ 

Alexandra T. MacKny 
Alison J. Maki 
Christopher J. M c C l a y  +m 

Christophe D. Mwby 
Erin E. O'Connor +m 
Milton L Petusen ++++ 
Rachel E Preiscr 
Mitchell A. Price ++++ 
Rosemary B. Quigley 
Amy K. Remus Scott 
Chuanpis C. hntilukka ++++ 
Mark A. Smith 
Corin R Swift ++++ 
Krista L Tumquist 
Carla A. Vamer 
Amy C. Vigorita 
Shani N. Warner 

++++ Indicates Beus Challenge p.nicipant 



FACULTY 
layman E. Allen and Leslie A. Olsen l Melissa Breger and Thomas Cap- Olin L and Aleeta Bmwder l 

Edward H. and Nancy C. Cooper l William L. Cooper and Bonnie Devine l Rebecca S. Eisenberg and Judah Gaqber 

Phoebe Ellsworth and Samuel Gross l Samuel and Dorislbtep Robben and W y  Fleming l Jaanna and d Friedman l 

whimore and Svea Gray l Thomas and Ruth Green l John and Joan J a h n  Charles and Ann Joiner Doughs and Mary + l 
Yale and Joan Karnisar Thomas and Shirley buper i  rank and Patricia Kennedy Jeffrey 5. and Dine C. Lrhman l 

Richard Lempen l Andrea D. Lyon l Deborah C. Malamud and Neal Plotkin l Marvin and,Louise Niehuss l 

William J. and Betty K. Pierce l Adam C. Pritchard and Joan Larsen Roy and Jean ~roffiti'a john and Dorothy Reed 

Donald Regan and Elizabeth Axelson l Marhias W Reimann l SueUyn S m e c h i a  and Stephen Hartwell l Anne N. Schroth l 

A. W Brian Simpson l Lloyd and Ted St. Antoine l Eric and Virginia Stein l James Boyd and Mary E White l 

Christina B. and M. Jay Whitman l 

FRIENDS 
Margery Stuart Anthony l Camille S. Abood l Sherif S. AM l Peter M. Alter l Edith J. Baise l Robert H. Be&r l 

Paul L. Benington l Kristen M. Beutler l Melita M. Birse l William E. Blevins a Tracie Bliss l Jonathan R Borenstein a 

W h e r  J. Bradbury l Benjamin C. Bramham l David H. Brogan l Lacey Calhoun Susan B. Carmon l Merna A. Carpenter a 

Mimi Casement Donald G. Cheny l John L. Collins Georgia M. Conrad Jane C. Crow l Anne G. Deming Theodore C. Denise a 

John 0. Dilland Floyd W Draper l Eugene Driker l Erin Erb l William K. Fahey l Shirley A. Fay l Dorothy Gittleman  idm man 0 

John W Feldmeier l Alyson A. Faster l Mark M. Friedman l Diana M. Garcia l Eric E Gardner l Ma jorie C. Griffin 

Margaret M. Grogan l Daniel A. Gmenewald l Deborah A. Haase l Deirdre E. Hamilton l Anne E Haughton l Lucille B. Hawkins 

Ralph C. Heid Jr. l Jean E. Ingram Melissa J. Jackson l Marc Jacobson l A1 Johnson l Harold S. Johnson l 

Douglas P and Katherine Katcher l Stella Kaufman Trust l -0. Kelb l John M. Konwinski l Ellen J. Labcs a 
- 

Sarah & Seymour Lampert l Jean B. LrGm l Mathilda L i b e m  Jean B. Lindemer l J. Edward Lundy l Olive Madgan 0 

Herbert E. Marks Dares M. McCree l Sarah R McIntyre l Thomas R Meagher l James H. Mulchay l Aileen T. Murphy l 

Michael J. O'Donnell l Kathy A. Okun l D i e  H. Oldfather l Chung Hwa Park Colin Harvey Frederick M. Ralph l Myra L. Rich l 

Elizabeth D. Richards l Margaret A. Riecker l Patti L Rubenstein l Frances M. Ryan l Beverly Scharg l Stephen 0 .  Schultz l 

Mark A. Schwartz Richard T. Secor l Byron E. Siegel l David J. Siegel Gloria J. and Marvin Siegel kuthven Simons l 

James M. Smith John C. Smith l F?idla Sue Smith l Dean M. Solomon l Ruth B. Spangenberg l Nonna Marie Stanbury @ 

George S. Stephens George T. Sugiyama l Martha J. M. Taylor l Dorine K. Tedrow l Barbara E. Toor l 

David fracy l Regmald L Tucker Scholarship Fund l Marian W Voight Woodward H. ~ A c k  a George R Webster l 

Louise Raisch W~esner l Kathie Wilder l Stanley and Beverley Wilison l Keith E. W b  l Ricky A. Wolter l Connie b Wood l 

Water B. Wiiston l Gemude Wumkes l 

ESTATES 
J. Laurence Barasa Trust. '41 l C. Brian Christianson Trust l Clifton G. Dyer Estate, '13 l Emmalyn E. Freeman Trust (Ralph M. Freeman, '26) l 

Ralph M. Freeman Residuary Estate, '26 l Ruth Tuttle Freeman Trust, '30 l Bayard E. Heath Estate, '48 .Hugh C. Johnson Estate, '58 

Elizabeth A. Long Estate l Bernard E. Lyons Sr. Trust. '61 l Elizabeth J. Macomber Estate .Theodosia W! MiUcton Estate l 

George Parker Jr. Estate, '49 Harriet G. Rosenberg Charitable Remainder Trust (Bernard W! Rosenberg, '30) Kerrneth M. Siegel Estate, '72 l 

George X Sionetta Trust. '38 Luther Soper Stewart Estate, '49 .Royal Thompson TNSt, '37 George M. Wmwood III Estate, '42 

Morton M. Zedd Revocable Trust, '60 l 
% 



WE ARE GRATEFUL to the b, companies, corporations and foundations 
for their support. We also thank our graduates who together with their 
employers increase their level of support through matching &ts. 

LAW FIRMS 
Alston & Bird l Aheimes & Gray l Amold. White & Durkee B&ez &Daniels l Baka & Hostetler W l Baker & NcKenzie rn 

Banis, Sott, Denn & Dtiker l Berlccwb, Feldmikr, Sranton, B d t  rn Reveridge &Diamond. PC. l Bmghm Dana LLP l 

Bodman, Longley & Dahlulg, LLP l Bmwn & Wbod UP l Bmwn, Rudnick, F d  & Gesmer l Butler, Wick & Company 

Cadwaladcr, Wickersham & Taft rn Chadboume & Park LLP l Chapmw and Cutler l Choate, Hall & Stewart l Clark Hill PLC rn 

m o r d  Chance Rogers &Wells UP l Cooper, Wablci & Cramer l Cohgton & Burllng l Cox, Stein & Peuipm Co. LPA. rn 

h m t h ,  Swaine & Moore l Crowell & Monng rn Davis Polk & Wardwell l Davis Wr@t Tremaine l Dawda. Mann, Mulcahy & Sadler, PC l 

Dewey Bdhine ,  L.LP ~ D i c ~ n W i i g h t W I C ~ D i c k r t e i n S h a p i r o M o r i n 4 ~ ~ L L P ~ D o ~ Q ~ ~ ~  

Dykema Gossett WIC rn Fish & Richardson PC. rn Foley & Lardner l Foley, Hoag & Eliot rn Foster, Swift. Collins &Smith. PC l 

Fried. Frank. Hanis, Shriver &Jacobson Fund, Inc. l F u k  &Henry l G d n a ,  Carton &Dough l Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher l 

Goldberg, Kohn. Bell, Black. Rmmbloom & Moritz, Ltd. rn Goodwin Roct.er & Hoar UP l Goulaon & Stom rn 

Gray, Plant, Mooty Mooty & Bennett PA. l Hale and Dorr UP l Heiler Ehrman White & McA* l 

Ho- Miller Schwartz and Cohn rn Howard, Rice, Nememvsia, M y ,  Robertson & Fak, PC. l Hughes Hubbard & Reed a 

Ice Miller Donadio & Ryan rn Jacobs, Gmdberg, Belt & Dow. PC. l J e k ,  Mangk. Butler & Marmara l Jenner & Blodc rn 

KWen, Muchin & Zavis rn Kener, Thoma. Schwam, Schwam, Dubay & Katt. PC l Kilpatndr Stockton W l 

Kirkland &Ellis l Kochis Fitz Tracy Fitzhugh & Gou rn Lillidr & Mdiose rn Manatt, Phelps. Rotherkg and PhiUips 

Mayer, Brown & Platt rn McCutchen, Doyle, Brown & Enersen rn McGuire. Woods. Battle & Booth rn McKinsey & Company Inc. l 

Mefihant & Gould rn Milbank, T d ,  Hadley & McCloy l Miller & ChcvPliu l Miller, Cankld, Paddock and Stone l 

Miller, Nash, Wiener, Hager l Montgomuy, McChhn, W d m  and Rhoads rn Moxgan, Lewis & Bockiu~ l Nutter, McClennen & Fish rn 

O'Melveny & Myen l Paul, Hastings, Janofsky & Wdker rn Paul, Wk. Ribd .  Wharton & Ganison l Pelton & Gunther 

l P e r k  Coie l Piper Marbury Rudnick & Wlfe rn Porter, Whgbt, Morris & Arthur rn Quinn Emand Urquhan 0live.r & Hedges, LLP l 

RoFi Kaplan Miller 4 C i r e s i m  R~pes & G r a y r n S c h i f f ,  Hadn &Waite*SchulteRoth&ZabelLLPrn 

Schwam, Cooper, Greenberger & Qw l Seyfanh Shaw Shaw Pitanan Shea & G a r b  l Sheppad, Mullin. Richter and Hampton rn 

Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom l Snell and Wdmer So-, Nath & RQsenthal rn Squire, Sanden & Dempsey l 

Stoel, Rives LLP l Smock & Stroock & Lsvm l Sullivan & Cromwell l Sullivan & ~~ Thompson Hkm & Flory LLP l 

Troop Steuber Pasich Red- & Tobey. UP l Tuttle & Taylor l hmum, Rddemg, Schmidt & Howleu LLP l 

Vedder, Price, Kauiinan and Kammholz rn W b l e .  Baetjer and Howard Foundatbn, Inc U r  Norcrms & Judd UP rn 

We& Gotshal& Manges W l White & Case l Wddtnan, Hamld, Allen & Dixon Wiley, Rein & Fieldmg l Wlllkie, Fan & w e r  a 

Wilmer, Cutler & Pickenng 








