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FROM DEAN

This year, I have used this column to
reflect on the lawyers role as citizen —
as member of a community that extends
beyond family. Recent events at the Law
School offer a concrete opportunity to
discuss how lawyer-citizens can draw on
their training to sustain their community
under circumstances that threaten to
divide it.

In December, a lawsuit was filed
alleging that the Law School’s admissions
policies discriminate unconstitutionally
on the basis of race. By way of
background, let me say that I believe the
Constitution permits us the discretion to
craft policies such as the one that our
faculty adopted in 1992, and that our
policy is in the best educational interest
of our law school. (See story, page 17.)
But that is not my point here. Rather, I
would like to remark on how the coming
debate about our policies can strengthen
our community.

The question of affirmative action in
university admissions is one of the most
widely debated issues of our time, even
among people with no immediate
financial or family stake in its outcome.
It engages us not only as self-interested
individuals, but also as citizens. And it is
an issue where people of good will are
found on both sides.

Regrettably, the national conversation
about university admissions can easily
turn querulous and accusatory. At times
like this, I have great faith in the ability
of well-trained lawyers to take the
conversation to a higher plane, where
competing values are acknowledged and
discussed, where intensely held beliefs
can coexist with self-criticism and
mutual respect.

E Scott Fitzgerald once wrote that the
test of a first-rate intelligence is the
ability to hold two opposed ideas in
mind at the same time. A first-rate lawyer
has the allied skill of sympathetic
engagement with counterargument —
the ability to hold one set of beliefs while
being able to imagine, articulate, and
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acknowledge the logic behind an
adversary’s position. The cultivation of
that skill is one of the most valuable
elements of a legal education, and it is
part of what motivates our desire to have
a diverse, heterogeneous student body:.

In the debate over law school
admissions, the more our critics and
supporters engage each other’s arguments
sympathetically, the more constructive
the debate will be for our community
and our society. Thus, we who are
committed to affirmative action in
admissions should acknowledge that our
critics are invoking a powerful theme:
that people should be treated as

At times like this, I have great
faith in the ability of well-
trained lawyers to take the

conversation to a higher plane,

where competing values
are acknowledged

and discussed, where
intensely held beliefs can
coexist with self-criticism
and mutual respect.

:

individuals rather than as representatives
of a race or ethnic group.

At the same time, our critics should
acknowledge that our policy is also
motivated by powerful concerns. At this
point in our nations development,
unflinching colorblindness would require
us to disregard the ways in which race
continues to shape Americans’ life
experiences and opportunities.

As the recent experiences of law schools
at Berkeley and Texas demonstrate,
colorblind admissions would
dramatically reduce the degree of racial
integration to be found in our nation’s
finest law schools. And it would be
significantly detrimental to the quality of
education that we provide.

In a complex, imperfect world, we are
often forced to make difficult choices
among plausibly attractive values.

In their roles as citizens, the best lawyers
honestly illuminate these choices and
thereby build understanding.
Disagreement is inevitable, but distrust is
not. To the extent we can help others to
appreciate that fact over the course of
this litigation, we will be achieving the
highest ideals of our profession.

Mo 4 ZU



Campaign raises 9]3 million;
match grant looks to future

After seven years of intense

work with the Law School’s
fundraising drive, Campaign Chairman
Terrence Elkes, ’58, knew very well
that the goal-busting $91.3 million that
generous graduates provided was more
dress rehearsal than encore.

As he put it: “This is not just
a successful end but the
end of the beginning.”

Campaign Chairman Terrence Elkes, 58, applauds
the efforts of all those who made the Law School
Campaign a success. “I believe in giving back,” says
Elkes. “And I believe in the quality of public
education. I know the importance of private support
and the uniqueness of Michigan.” At the celebration
banquet Elkes announced that he and his wife,

Ruth, are making a $5 million post-Campaign
challenge gift to establish a $10 million endowment
for faculty research.

Elkes and his wife, Ruth, joined others
at the Law School in September to
celebrate the success of the Law School’s
Campaign. Well aware that the official
end of the Campaign does not end the
Law School’s needs, Terrence and Ruth
Elkes added to the celebration by
announcing their own post-Campaign
gift to keep the giving going — a $5
million challenge match to establish a
$10 million endowment for faculty
research.

“I believe in giving back,” said Elkes,
co-owner and Managing Director of
Apollo Partners, Ltd., an investment firm
in entertainment and media properties,
and former president of Viacom. “And 1
believe in the quality of public education.
[ know the importance of private support
and the uniqueness of Michigan. It has a
set of values often forgotten in this day of
sound bites.”

Elkes, who chaired the Campaign
through its two preliminary years and its
public five years, announced his gift on
September 27 as Law School leaders and
alumni celebrated the Campaign’s
success. By raising some $90 million,

BRIEES

University of Michigan President Lee C. Bollinger,
who was Dean of the Law School when the
Campaign began seven years ago, offers
congratulations on the success of the Law School
effort. “On behalf of all of us — faculty, students
and staff — it is a great thing you have done for
this institution,” he said.

donors exceeded the Campaign goal by
$15 million and made the fund drive the
largest achieved by a public law school.

“The generosity of our graduates will
allow us to sustain ourselves as a
distinctive community with a unique role
to play in legal education,” said
University of Michigan President Lee C.
Bollinger, who had launched the
Campaign when he was Dean of the Law
School. “On behalf of all of us, faculty,
students and staff, it is a great thing you
have done for this institution.”

The Law School’ celebration of its
successful Campaign followed the
University’s campus-wide celebration of
the over-the-top success of its own five-
year Campaign for Michigan, which
raised nearly $1.4 billion. The original
goal was $1 billion, the largest target for
a fund drive ever set by a public
university. The Law Schools Campaign
was part of the larger Campaign for
Michigan.

Elkes and Dean Jeffrey S. Lehman,
‘81, reported that about 50 percent of
Law School graduates contributed to the
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Alberto Munoz, ‘74, draws on his

hobby of astronomy and the space-
time continuum as “the fabric that
links together the universe” to
describe the ties that bind graduates
to the Law School as he addresses the
Scholarship Breakfast in September.
The annual breakfast, which brings
together donors who have given
scholarship funds and recipients who
are using those gifts to help them
attend the Law School, assumed
added significance this year because
it was part of the Law School’
weekend celebration of the success of

its own fund drive.

Law School Campaign, an
unusually high participation
for such a drive.

Such generosity will
enhance life at the Law
School for everyone, Lehman
said. “The unsurpassed
quality of Michigan’ faculty
is rooted in our public
tradition,” he added. “To
teach and study the law is a
public calling, grounded in a
desire to serve. At a time

“On behalf of the students, I want to
thank you,” second-year law student
Hilary Taylor; a recipient of aid from
the Terrence Elkes Fund, tells
participants in the annual
Scholarship Breakfast in September
Taylor said she was notified of her

acceptance “the day after Mardi
Gras. I was deeply moved” and felt
“a sense of tremendous
encouragement and confidence.”

when some are mistakenly
using sports metaphors to
describe the legal profession,
the Elkes gift should remind
us all that the very best legal
scholars seek the environment
that will best support them in
their efforts to reflect, to
understand, and to inspire.”
Earlier in the day, Lehman
had used the metaphor of the
extended family to describe
the ties that link together
those who have been
associated with the Law
School: “Through this
Campaign we have learned
how to prosper in a more
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outward-looking
partnership, a partnership
with our extended family
of 17,000 alumni,” he told
celebrants who had
gathered for the celebration
reception at Hutchins Hall

The Law School’s
endowment has more than
doubled since the
Campaign began in 1990,
Lehman noted. It was
$55 million when the
Campaign started. Today it
is $140 million, and nearly
$40 million of what was
raised during the Campaign
is in pledges and bequest
commitments that will add
to the endowment in the
future.

“It is incredible to know
that the graduates of
Michigan are so loyal and
devoted that they want the
next generation of law

students to enjoy what they

had,” Lehman said. “About
10 gifts and pledges of

$1 million or more were
made, but we would not

have been able to reach our

goal without the
wonderfully broad support
that we enjoyed at all
levels.”

Some gifts
already have
gone to work

Campaign donations are
not just gathering interest.
While some gifts are bequests
trusts and in other forms that
will come to the Law School
later, others already have
provided tangible boosts to
the schools academic life.

As Dean Jeffrey S Lehman,
‘81, put it:

“What have the gifts in
hand meant so far?

“They mean that we are
able to award $600,000 more
in scholarship grants this year
than we were able to award in
1990. Most of those
scholarship grants are need-
based grants, of the kind that
Fred Leckie endowed many
years ago. [Frederick E.
Leckie’s estate provided a
$1.2 million endowment for
scholarship assistance
beginning in 1952-53, with
the donor’s hope that “such
students when they become
able will pay back to the Law

)
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—

School such financial
assistance as they may have
received to help establish a
revolving fund which the Law
School can continue to use
for similar aid to future
students of said School.”] But
many of them are now merit
scholarships, awarded purely

on the basis of talent,
academic achievement and
character, without regard to
financial need.

“The gifts we have received
in this Campaign mean that
today’s students benefit from
programs in legal writing,
ethics, alternative dispute

resolution, the legal
profession, and law and
technology that simply did
not exist seven years ago.

“They have meant that we
have established seven new
professorships to enhance what
is, in my view, already the finest
faculty in legal education.

“They have meant that our
library has a new Rare Book
Room.

“They have meant that this
fall we will be able to launch

a Center for International and
Comparative Legal Studies.

“These are what make for a
world-class legal education.

These are the kinds of
things that lead students to
choose Michigan over private
law schools that are wealthier
than we are, and that
continue to grow wealthier
every day.”

The kinds of gifts that keep
on giving.

Edythe Jackier; left, stands at the
entrance to the Joseph and Edythe
Jackier Rare Book Room, which was
built with funds raised during the
Law Schools Campaign and opened
in Spring 1996. Behind Jackier is
Law School Library Director
Margaret Leary.

Allyn D. Kantor; '64, discusses a
mediation simulation during Bridge
Week in 1997. The class was part of
the Thomas Ford Alternative Dispute
Resolution Program, a new program
launched with funds that Ford, 49,
gave during the Law School
Campaign. Kantor is with Miller,
Canfield, Paddock & Stone. To his
right are Lore A. Rogers, ‘83, who
teaches at Wayne State University
Law School and is an advocate for
survivors of domestic violence, and
Richard A. Soble, of Goodman, Eden,
Millender & Bedrosian.
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Kathy A. Okun, the Law School’s new Assistant Dean for
Development and Alumni Relations, settles into a hard wood
chair in the conference room and — this is true — actually
looks comfortable. Ask her a question. She answers it. Seek
an explanation. She gives it.

Okun’s like that, at ease wherever she finds herself, yet
ready, willing and able to rocket toward her goal. A veteran
fundraiser, she came to the Law School on October 1 from
her post as Director of the Office of Trusts and Bequests for
the University of Michigan, a position she assumed in 1994
and held through the end of the University’s successful $1.4
billion Campaign for Michigan.
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Kathy A. Okun
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Previously she had directed
development and alumni
work for the University of
Michigan School of Nursing
and before that for the U-M
School of Social Work. Her
three degrees all are from
Michigan, an A.B. in history
and elementary education, an
AM. in educational
administration, and a Ph.D. in
higher, adult and continuing
education.

“As we enter a new
millenium, the Law School
must continue to reshape and
strengthen the bonds that link
it with its graduates,” says
Dean Jeffrey S. Lehman, '81.
“The Campaign has begun
that process; now that Kathy
is here, we will be able to
complete it. Her intellect, her
experience, her warmth, and
her ability to listen will be of
inestimable benefit to the Law
School as we look to the
future.”

Okun knows the University
of Michigan thoroughly and
has been her usual quick
study since coming to the
Law School. You'll frequently
see her walking through
Hutchins Hall, chatting with
faculty, students or staff and
attending special lectures and
other Law School activities.
“Being in central development
was interesting and
challenging,” she says. “But it
was very narrow in focus. I've



missed being with faculty and
being on the main campus.”
Okun says she quickly found
that students, graduates,
faculty and friends have a
special affection for the Law
School that weathers time
and distance. “There’s so
much potential here, there is
a passion for the place,”

she says.

Benefactor William Cook’s
gift of the Law Quadrangle in
the late 1920s has given the
Law School a priceless focus
for that passion, she adds. In
a way, the School’s
architecture has become the
unchanging symbol of the
intangible experiences that
students have here. To Okun,
“It's an icon.

“People want these things
in their lives — a sense of
continuity, a sense of stability,

something you can count on.”

The three years of law
school have a profound and
permanent effect on

graduates, according to Okun.

“People are so tied to the
Law School. It had so much
impact on them and their
lives, and that may be a
galvanizing experience for
them.”

These ties became
apparent in September when
the Law School announced
that gifts from its graduates
had raised $90 million and
exceeded the original
$75 million goal in the Law
School Campaign (see story

on page 3). Okun recognizes
the benefit of coming to the
Law School at the end of the
successful Campaign, but like
Campaign Chairman Terrence
Elkes, '58, she sees the
successful conclusion of the
Campaign as “the end of the
beginning.”

Like any living entity, the
Law School has needs that
continue beyond the
conclusion of the formal
Campaign, she says. “A
campaign to me 1s just a
framework to work in. It
doesn't affect the needs of the
school. Students still need
financial support, faculty need
research funds. We still want
to recruit the best and the

J
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brightest. The buildings need
to be maintained.

“I think the needs are
clearly articulated, and at the
top of my agenda is to
continue to engage people in
the life of the School. Sure,
there needs to be a period of
regrouping, reorganizing and
rejuvenation,” but “it’s
wonderful to come in on
success. I came from a
winning team, and I'm used
to building on successful
experience. I think most
Michigan graduates feel the
same way. | have every
intention of making the most
of this opportunity.”

“My agenda,” she says,

“is the School’s agenda.”

- Looking at the World
of Work —

United Auto Workers In-House g

3 ‘Counsel Ralph Jones, 72, Virginia

|
Metz, 75, of Verecruysse Metz and |
Murray, and National Labor ‘;
Relations Board representative !

\

~ Mark Rubin examine “Careers in
Labor and Employment Law”

during a panel discussion at the
Law School in the Fall Term. The

- Employment and Labor Law

Association.

: i
- program was sponsored by the I
|
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Like a loving parent, the profession of

law welcomes people from virtually all
academic fields. Sure, most newcomers
to this Law School and others earned
undergraduate degrees in political
science or history, maybe English or
philosophy. But don't leave out family
relations/child development, marketing,
or veterinary medicine/animal sciences.

The Law School’s current class of first-

year students reflects the field of law’s

ability to take in people from virtually all

academic disciplines. There are people
with degrees in all the fields already

mentioned, plus art history, several kinds

of engineering, a variety of social

sciences, and more than 40 other areas of

study.

“Our recruitment efforts, particularly
the merit scholarship program, were
successful in attracting some of the very
best students applying to elite law
schools in the country,” according to the
Admissions Office report to the
Committee of Visitors in October. “The
competition for the best talent is
particularly fierce since the national pool
is substantially smaller than in the early
1990s. Merit scholarships are critically
important to compete successfully for
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Many routes lead to the study of law

our share of the best and brightest law
student candidates each year and we are
pleased our scholarship program
produced good results this year.

“The demographic traits of the class
are diverse with 41 states, the District of
Columbia, and three foreign countries
represented in the class. The students
come from 134 different undergraduate-
degree granting institutions, and they
received their degrees in 54 different
disciplines. Women represent 44 percent
of the entering class, and students of
color 22 percent. All in all, this is a very
strong and diverse group of students for
the Law School.”

Law always has been this way, a ready
receiver for people with active, inquisitive
minds from just about any background
imaginable. Despite law’s rigor as a field
of study and a profession to practice, it
has a certain renewability to it. In that
sense, this year’s crop of first-year
students is similar to those that have
preceded it. As usual, it is populated with
interesting, energetic people. We thought
you'd like to meet a few of them:
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From the scientist’s bench to the lawyer’s bar

William Jenks had been working for four years as a research physicist at Vanderbilt
University before enrolling at the Law School in 1997. The research work was hopeful
— using his specialty in superconductors to try to develop less invasive ways to
analyze the health of the lower digestive system. If successful, the work offered the
promise of helping people detect internal injury or disease without the discomforts
associated with traditional diagnostic procedures.

The human body produces a magnetic field, which is formed by the electrical
impulses that nerves generate when they send messages, Jenks explains. He and his
colleagues based their work on the hope that superconductors could be used to detect
abnormalities in that magnetic field and pinpoint health problems without the usual
poking, prodding or prying diagnostic procedure.

Jenks was well trained for the work. A native of Kathleen, Florida, he had earned
his bachelor’s degree in physics at Florida Southern College, whose striking campus
buildings were designed by Frank Lloyd Wright, and his Ph.D. in physics from
Florida State University, a major center for research in his specialty of
superconductors.

But the research was slow and lonely, and “I began to get bored with the bench
scientists work that I was doing,” he says. “I started looking for something new to do
that involved people, where I can interact with people, help people, where I still can
retain and use my technical expertise.”

Jenks set about his search like a scientist, analyzing his own interests and following
where they led him. He had minored in history as an undergraduate, and had done
volunteer work with Habitat for Humanity while working at Vanderbilt. He examined
the idea of a career in the business world, or in industry.

His search also led him to visit some classes at the Vanderbilt Law School, and
those visits helped convince him that the field of law offers the combination of
personal interaction and technically-centered activity that he wants.

For example, he says, he can combine his physics background with his legal
training to execute patents for other scientists.

Or he might become involved in litigation over patents.

@y theTanagetiient gFfeompany’s patent portfolio.

Or a"sj.corpotfatej,rouﬁsdifor a technology company:.
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William G. Jenks
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The scales of philosophy
and law

Carolyn J. Frantz was only six years
old when she was hospitalized, and she
always has remembered and appreciated
how her parents treated her at the time.
They explained to her what was
happening, when she would feel pain,
why she was undergoing treatment.
Their respect for her made the ordeal
much easier, she says.

Today, three college degrees later as a
first-year law student, she still believes
that children should be treated with

Carolyn J. Frantz
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respect more often than they are
Further, she says, other people who are
denied independence under our legal
system, people like the mentally ill and
those who have been declared to be
incompetent, too often are the victims of
greater restrictions of their rights than
their cases warrant.

I'm interested in children’s law,

mental health law and health law.” says
Frantz, a native of Lafayette, Louisiana
More specilically, I am interested in the

when does the

question of incapacity
e

law deem people unable to make

decisions for themselves.’

s a time when she thought

become a philosopher, and

she earned her bachelors degree in

1 at Wake Forest University in
inston-Salem, North Carolina. She still

vas thinking of philosophy when she

won a Rhodes Scholarship to study at

Oxford University in England, where she

>armed a law degree and a masters

I thought it

ould be a nice way to see how things

e in English law

work, to get some legal instruction,

ving to pay for and get a J.D.”
But the study of law captv ated her,
and she now plans to teach law as well
as participate in impact litigation. “The
reason that [ decided that I prefer law to

philosophy is that I've always believed
hat intellectual things do and should
influence peoples lives,” she explains.

[n the field of philosophy there are
plenty of ideas, she says, “but little
mechanism for putting them into action.
What I like about the law is that it allows
you to think about things at a deep level
and argue about them in a way that
substantively changes peoples lives.”

LAaw SCHOO
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The road to the bench

Christiaan Johnson-Green, who is
named after South African heart transplant
pioneer Christiaan Barnard, wants to be a
judge

The Huntington, New York, native
hasn't always wanted to be a judge. For
many years he thought he wanted to
become a history teacher. This led him to
earn a bachelors degree from Boston
College with a triple major in history,
philosophy and secondary education.
Then, he sharpened his focus to becoming
a university history professor, which is
why he studied for a masters degree in
Modern German History, with an
emphasis on the Holocaust, at the State
University of New York at Bulffalo.

“Then after my masters classes, I took a
year off to decide whether to go on for the
Ph.D. or to do something else,” he says.

At that point, I heard a voice telling me

Christiaan Johnson-Green

to become a judge. At first, [ ignored the
voice. Nobody in my family is a judge.
There aren't any lawyers in my family.
We're from good blue collar Irish stock. ..
I fought the idea of becoming a lawyer for
a long time.”

During this period, Johnson-Green,
who had been raised in a nominally
Roman Catholic family, also was
converting to Judaism. He likes the sense
of community that he finds in Judaism
and he shares the hope that something
like the Holocaust will never happen
again to anyone. In the end, it was his
twin studies, Judaism and history, that
brought him to the law.

“I started to reflect on some of the
lessons I had learned from studying the
Holocaust,” he says. ‘I started to realize
that mentalities that take over certain
social institutions can lead to what
happened in Nazi Germany. For example,
the breakdown of Germany’s legal
mechanisms was one of the reasons that
the Nazis were able to take control.”

His respect grew for people like Oskar
Schindler and Raoul Wallenberg, whose
strength allowed them to resist some of
the ravages of Nazism. Schindler, the
subject of a book and the movie Schindler
List, was a businessman who protected his
Jewish employees by claiming that their
work in his firm was necessary for the
German war effort; Wallenberg, a Swedish
diplomat and graduate of the University of
Michigan, helped more than 100,000 Jews
in Hungary escape death at the hands of
the Nazis.

“Thats when I started to see that being
a judge, being someone in a strategic
position, would make me able to do a lot
of good,” Johnson-Green says. No, he
quickly adds, there won't be a Holocaust-
like tragedy in the United States. “But
some groups within U.S. society, like gays
and lesbians, are the subject of unfair
treatment.”



He enrolled at the Law School over the
summer, and took a short break during
the term to get married. His wile, Elissa
Johnson-Green, is a masters candidate in
musicology at the University of Michigan.
Although he is a veteran of rigorous
academic work, Johnson-Green says that
he still finds the study of law “over-
whelming in terms of the time that it
demands.”

“I'm amazed that [ can work from
8 a.m. until midnight and still go to bed
feeling guilty that I missed something. The
fact that there are only 24 hours in a day
is a daily obstacle.”

Engineering a wider world view

Like electric current, which travels best when carried within a conductor, electrical
engineering sometimes felt just a bit confining to Jaasi Munanka, 24. Not that
electrical engineering isn't challenging, mind you. Munanka can testify to its difficulty.
He’s earned a bachelor’s degree in the field from Stanford, and this spring will
complete his master’s degree in electrical engineering at the University of Michigan.

It’s just that Munanka finds electrical engineering a bit limiting, so hes broadening
his contacts and perspective by studying law. “Doing research [in electrical
engineering| can be a very isolating thing,” says Munanka, a Denver, Colorado, native
who began study at the Law School in summer 1997. “I'm more of a social person.

[ came to ground my technology in a societal and cultural sense, to look at
technology, culture, society, and the legal side of things.”

Munanka has been as good as his goals. Hes been involved with the Black Law
Students Alliance and a student-run reading group devoted to understanding and
discussing affirmative action. He’s also interested in intellectual property issues.

In his courses, he says, “what intrigues me most are technical issues in developing
countries.” He hopes to do an externship in South Africa this fall as part of the Law
School program there that is overseen by Wade H. McCree, Jr., Collegiate Professor of
Law David L. Chambers (see story page 30).

Munanka says he can see the evidence of societal, cultural and historical impacts
on torts, contract law and property law. He’s also found, he says, that some areas of
law are matters of rote learning of rules that are not to be questioned. “Sometimes,
its a matter of knowledge vs. aggressive lawyering.”

“I know how to question in the technology realm,” he says. “I want to learn to have
intelligent questions to think about in the social and cultural realms.”

BRIEFS

Jaasi Munanka
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From English literature to the law

[n many ways, it was 19th century English writer George Eliot who
convinced Rachel E Preiser to enroll at the Law School. “A brilliant
woman, she knew at least five languages,” Preiser says of the author,
who wrote under a male pseudonym because she feared she would not
be accepted under her birth name, Mary Ann Evans.

“She was committed to envisioning ways in which women could
contribute to the community, in social conditions that required
balancing competing claims on women lives,” says Preiser, a New York
City native who earned a bachelor’s degree in literature from
Swarthmore College and a masters degree in 19th century English
literature from Cornell University. “For myself, I really believe in the
importance of trying to match your ultimate ambition with trying to
achieve socially useful ends.”

Preiser came to the Law School after teaching English in France for a
year as a Fulbright Fellow and working as a science writer for three
years at Discover magazine.

“What attracted me to law school was the possibility of using my
articulateness and my ability to write to work on issues of importance to
many people,” she says. The law is “a very powerful system that reaches
some of the most important aspects of people’s lives. I hope to
contribute to working on those issues in the public interest area of the
law. 1 particularly like the idea of using class action to help communities
get redress for injustices that individuals might not have the means to
pursue on their own.”

“I like my classes, and I spend a lot of time at them,” she says. So
much so that her regular swims take place early in the morning before
the day’s work begins. “I'm addicted,” she says of the lift that the
exercise provides for her.

By the end of her first term last fall, Preiser’s classes in Torts and
Criminal Law were emerging as her favorites. “I believe that torts is
largely about individuals using the legal system for revising and re-
distributing the responsibilities you have toward each other in a society,”
she says. As for criminal law, “It brings the state, the government into
that debate. The stakes become much higher and there’s a moral
Imperative.”

Shes also interested in women issues, and “perhaps the most
important thing I've done since my arrival” is to help establish the
student group Perspectives of Women. “We are a research group
dedicated to looking at the Law School environment from perspectives
that may sometimes get lost in the ‘main stream,” she explains.

“We meet every Thursday at lunch and have put together over the
course of this semester a research questionnaire just distributed to law
students to evaluate whether students feel that the issues that drove
them to law school, issues of race and ethnicity, gender, class, etc., have
been addressed in the classroom in ways that have invited productive
and mind-stretching debate.

“We are interested in making the Law School the most comfortable,
exciting, and engaging place for intellectual exchange on socially and
personally important issues that it can be.”

Mary Ann Evans would approve.

Rachel E Preiser
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Many choices lead to law school

Caroline A. Sadlowski

Caroline A. Sadlowski’s road to the
Law School led her from Harvard College
to Lowell, Massachusetts and Calcutta,
India, back to Harvard, then to
Washington, D.C. Its a path that mixed
academic study with gritty real-world
experiences.

A native of Fairfield, Connecticut,
Sadlowski earned a bachelor’s degree in
comparative religion from Harvard
College and a masters degree in
theological studies from Harvard Divinity
School. She also has been a VISTA
volunteer in Lowell, Massachusetts, a
worker with one of Mother Theresa’s
homes for dying women in Calcutta, and a
pre-trial case manager in Washington, D.C.

In Lowell, she worked as a Youth
Corps Leader with “people who had
dropped out of High School, who were
coming back to get their GED [high
school equivalency], do community

service, and start community college at
the end of the program. A lot of them
were court-involved.” The work shifted
her interests from education to legal
reform, particularly alternative
sentencing.

Her time in Calcutta brought her face
to face with the world-wide nature of
poverty and taught her a deep respect for
grass roots efforts.

In Washington, she worked with
people as young as 18 and as old as 47
to help them follow court orders that
might let them avoid trial. “My job was
to help them stabilize their lives,” she
says. “This helped me understand how to
advocate for a defendant’ basic needs
before judges and prosecutors.”

In the academic world, her interests
have centered on the intersection of
“religion and government, the religious
and the political processes. My thesis is
on California’s integration of comparative
religion into its social studies curriculum.
I've done a lot of work on women in
religion and the conflict and confluence
of women’ groups and religious groups
in emerging democracies.”

“Almost everyone asks, why come
from divinity school to law school?
Religious and legal traditions shape our
social order and express our
commitment, sometimes weak and
sometimes strong, living in community.
I'm trying to be sure that I neither under-
nor overestimate,thegpower and,potential
of our traditionsas Fadvecate for social
and economiic justice.”

BRIEFS

Strategy or Principle? —

Constitutional limits are “fairly paltry” on
regulation or taxation, but other considerations
like evenhandness and administrative costs may
come into play, Mark G. Kelman, William
Nelson Cromwell Professor of Law at Stanford
Law School, explains as he delivers the 42nd
annual Thomas M. Cooley Lectures at the Law
School in October. Kelman’ two lectures,
delivered on consecutive days, addressed
“Strategy or Principle? Constitutional and
Prudential Considerations in the Choice
Between Regulation and Taxation.” Kelman, a
founder of the Critical Legal Studies movement,
works on and has written on a wide variety of
issues, including learning disabilities, taxation,
criminal law, job testing and domestic partner
benefits. He has taught at Stanford since 1977.
The Cooley Lectureship is named for a member
of the first law faculty at the University of
Michigan and dean of the Law Department who
also served on the Michigan Supreme Court and
was named the first chairman of the Interstate
Commerce Commission in 1887. The lectureship
is supported by the William W. Cook
Endowment for Legal Research.

RN AR

S Ceale
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University of California at Berkeley
Law Professor Joseph L. Sax delivers
the Law School’s 38th series of
William W. Cook Lectures on
American Institutions. Sax’ topic was
“Who Owns History?” Sax taught at
the Law School from 1966-86.

Sax returns to Law School to deliver Cook Lectures. Who owns history?

“Who Owns History?”
Joseph Sax, who taught at
the Law School from 1966-86
and now teaches law at the
University of California at
Berkeley School of Law,
wrapped that title around the
three talks that he delivered
as the 38th series of William
W. Cook Lectures on
American Institutions at the
Law School in November.
While at the Law School
Sax “became known as
Americas foremost authority
on environmental law,” Dean
Jeffrey S. Lehman, '81, said in
his introduction of Sax and
the lecture series. Sax “was
both a reassuring and a
challenging model,” said
Associate Dean for Academic
Affairs Christina B. Whitman,
'74. “He is an inspirational
teacher. He was a creator of
environmental law. ... He has
pursued an interest in our
common heritage that leads
quite naturally to the subject
of our lectures this week.”
Indeed, the tension
between private ownership
and common property that
Sax so often struggled with in
environmental law held a
pivotal position in his
discussion of “Who Owns
History.” His three lectures
grew from detailed historical
accounts to a series of
recommendations for
ensuring that history become
the property of everyone
while also protecting the

privacy and private initiatives
of those who make it.

“The fate of most things is
of interest only to their
owner” but “some things
regardless of who owns them,
are important to the larger
community,” Sax explained
in his opening lecture, which
he called “What George
Washington Took Home.”

He titled the second lecture
“Yes, The Library Has It, But
You Can' See It,” and the
third “Executors, Heirs and
Biographers.”

Throughout the talks, Sax
wrestled with the problem of
ownership and control vs.
access and use of the private
papers of public figures, relics
of ancient cultures and other
aspects of the raw material of
our knowledge of history and
art. In most cases, he said,
“you can throw darts at your
Rembrandt.”

Some people, like
President Franklin Delano
Roosevelt, had a strong regard
for the historical significance
of their papers. “I have
destroyed practically nothing,”
FDR reportedly told experts
he had brought together in
1938 to plan his presidential
library.

But others, like the widow
of President Warren Harding,
wanted to control what goes
into the construction of a
person’s historical image. She
burned about half of her
husband’ official papers.
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In the end, Sax called for:
B A “qualified ownership”
that recognizes a community’s
right to access to objects like
manuscripts, paintings and
fossils. “There’s no single
problem,” Sax said. “Certainly
theres a difference between an
author who destroys things
himself, and a purchaser or
an inheritor.”
M First publication restric-
tion. Allow the discoverer or
holder first publication rights
only for a specified period of
time, then broaden access.
“I am very doubtful about
exclusivity,” Sax said. “If there
is to be a period of exclusivity,
it should be as short as
possible.”
B Nothing should prevent
authors from discarding their
own work, but public figures
should be discouraged from
discarding their papers.
Perhaps in the case of judges
there should not be
publication for 20 years or
until the last sitting judge is
gone from that bench.
B Heirs and executives
should see themselves with a
“qualified ownership” that
“emphasizes stewardship” and
lets history be the judge. To
destroy items deemed to be
embarrassing is to fail to
recognize that different ideas
will prevail in a different era.
B Libraries should support a
“strongly worded policy
against restricted access.”
It would be helpful if many

libraries subscribed to a
common policy against
restricted access so that
people could not shop among
libraries so easily to find
restrictive conditions to their
liking.

Currently James H. House
& Hiram H. Hurd Professor
of Law at Berkeley, Sax earned
his A.B. at Harvard and his
J.D. at the University of
Chicago. He has practiced law
in Washington, D.C., taught
at the University of Colorado,
and was Philip A. Hart
Distinguished University
Professor at the University of
Michigan. From 1994-96 he
served as Counselor to the
Secretary of the Interior and
as Deputy Assistant Secretary
of the Interior.

The William W. Cook
Lectures on American
Institutions honor William
Wilson Cook, 1882, who
received his bachelors and
law degrees from the
University of Michigan. Cook,
the author of the two-volume
American Institutions and Their
Preservation, established the
William W. Cook Foundation
for the lectures.



Midwest’s clinical law specialists
take time to step back

Evaluation in the
workplace is like taking a
physical exam: Nobody
enjoys it, but nearly everyone
agrees that it can reinforce
what’s good and preemptively
identify what’s going wrong.
As Bob Gillett, 78, director of
Legal Services of Southeastern
Michigan, applies the idea to
the legal office: “You can't
really have a high quality legal
office without some sort of
evaluation.”

Evaluations can look at
programs, office policies and
individual attorneys, Gillett
says. They're important
because they can build a
sense of collegiality and
shared goals, improve quality

[ ——

control, and, most important,
further staff develpment. “I
think it benefits anybody at
any level of practice to step
back and say what is working
well, what is working, and
what is not working.”

Gillett was a speaker for
the 1997 Midwest Clinical
Conference at the Law
School in November on
“Professionalism in the
Clinic: The Seat-of-the-Pants
Practitioner Faces Tomorrows
Hearing.”

Like many people in the
legal profession, clinical law
teachers often collaborate
with colleagues on specific
cases, but usually are so busy
with those cases, teaching,

and other daily duties that
they seldom step back and
evaluate what they are doing,
how well they are doing it,
and how well their co-
workers are doing,

Paul Reingold, director of
the Michigan Clinical Law
Program (the Law School’s
civil-criminal clinic) and an
organizer of the conference,
opened the two days of
programs by pointing to the
need for clinical law
professionals to appraise what
they and their fellow
clinicians do. “The premise is
that the work we do we could
do better and that most of the
time we don' look at the
work that our colleagues do,”

Deborah Gaskin, director of administration and general counsel for Hartford
Memorial Baptist Church, gestures as she speaks during a panel discussion on
quality control in the workplace during the Midwest Clinical Law Conference in
November. Other panelists, from right, are: Bob Gillett, '78, director of Legal
Services of Southeastern Michigan; Saul Green '72, U.S. Attorney for the
Eastern District of Michigan; and panel moderator Rochelle Lento, director of
the Law Schools Program in Legal Assistance for Urban Communities.

Reingold said.

Through two days of
plenary sessions and small
discussion groups, the
clinicians stepped back to
look at how they and their
fellows are doing. Gillett
joined Deborah Gaskin,
director of administration and
general counsel for Hartford
Memorial Baptist Church, and
Saul Green, '72, U.S. Attorney
for the Eastern District of
Michigan, as panelists for the
plenary session on
“Presentation of the Problem:
What is ‘Quality Control’ in
the Legal Workplace?”

In the conferences other
two plenary sessions,
participants considered:

1. “Sharing Our Work: Is
Peer Review Possible in a
Hierarchical Setting?”, with
panelists Kathleen Faller, a
University of Michigan
professor of social work and a
regular contributor to the Law
School’s Child Advocacy Law
Clinic, and Rob Pasick, a
consulting psychologist with
the Ann Arbor Center for the
Family.

2. “Issues Cutting the
Other Way: How Can We
Increase Access to Legal
Services for the Indigent?”,
with Michael Millemann,
director of the Clinical Law
Program at the University of
Maryland School of Law, and
Louise Trubeck, clinical
professor of law at the

Univesity of Wisconsin Law
\‘L'hﬂt\l
Some 60 clinical law

professionals attended th

conlerence
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LA fine line' of

censorship

Censorship is a universal problem, but it has
“exceeded all norms and forms” in the Middle East,
Research Scholar Jabbar Al-Obaidi of Iraq tells an
International Law Workshop audience in November:
Al-Obaidi is one of several research scholars
working at the Law School this academic year.
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Law School Research Scholar Jabbar
Al-Obaidi tells of being on the fourth
floor of the Information Ministry
building in Baghdad in 1990 with other
journalists. The Minister of Information
comes in and says “I have news. Theres a
presidential order, and we've decided to
lift censorship.”

“Can we publish that?” asks a reporter.

“No,” replies the minister.

And thats how press freedom works
in Iraq, according to Al-Obaidi, an Iraqi
national who formerly taught at Baghdad
University but left his country in 1991
after the Gulf War. At the time he was
chairman of the Department of Radio,
TV and Film in the College of Fine Arts
at Baghdad University.

But don’t misunderstand, he cautions.
“Censorship is not a problem that is
peculiar to the Middle East and Arab
countries. It is universal, but it has
exceeded all norms and forms” in the
Middle East.

Al-Obaidi, a professor of communi-
cation who taught at the universities of
Yemen and Jordan after leaving Iraq, is
spending this academic year as a research
scholar at the University of Michigan
Law School working on a book about
media censorship in the Middle East.

He also is developing research papers
that strive to re-think the copyright issue
in the Middle East and examine the
possible influence of the First Amend-
ment to the U.S. Constitution in the
Middle East. In November he lectured on
“Flow of Information vs. Censorship in
the Middle East: The Constitution and
People” for the Law School’s International
Law Workshop.

“Its an amazing environment here,”
Al-Obaidi says. “The Law School library

is huge. I've found a lot of cases about
the media, especially in Egypt. This is a
very rare opportunity to sit and write
and talk with law professors.” In addition
to his research, he’s been attending L.
Hart Wright Collegiate Professor of Law
James Boyd White’s class on the First
Amendment and Visiting Professor
Jerome H. Reichman’ classes in
Copyright and Intellectual Property and
International Trade.

The Law School’s Research Scholar
Program is a non-degree program that
offers faculty members at other schools
the opportunity to spend time at the Law
School, use its resources to further their
own research and attend classes if they
choose. Al-Obaidi, who received his
Ph.D. in communication from the U-M
in 1983, is one of several research
scholars at the Law School for all or part
of this academic year. Others include:

Soo Hyun Ahn of Korea, doing
research on corporate and international
finance; Masakazu Doi of Japan, human
rights, constitutional law and the right to
die; Boutheina Guermazi, Tunisia,
international trade law; Sathavy Kim,
Cambodia, constitutional law and civil
procedure; Naoko Muramatsu of Japan,
administrative law; Yubo Song, China,
legal theory and UN peacekeeping;
Senarong Tan of Cambodia, comparative
law; and Naigen Zhang of China,
intellectual property law and
international trade.

Al-Obaidi watched with keen interest
last fall as Iraqi President Saddam
Hussein created an international crisis
over his opposition to U.S. nationals on
the United Nations team charged with
monitoring Iragi weapons programs. The
crisis nearly led to warfare before Iraqi
and U.S. leaders reached a compromise
that other nations also accepted. Hussein
kept the issue of weapons inspections
alive and heated into this year, however.

Western coverage of the crisis was less
than stellar, Al-Obaidi says. “I feel the



foreign media does not know enough to
give us at least a semi-real story of what
is going on.” Press restrictions inside Iraq
restrict the news that comes out of the
country, he explains, and western news
analysis seldom reports the damage that
sanctions have done to the people of
Iraq. Sanctions don't deprive Hussein
and other Iraqi government leaders of
luxuries and necessities, he adds. They
only deprive the Iragi people. “Now the
Iraqi people are sandwiched between the
UN sanctions and their need for food
and medicine. I feel bad about that.”

Like most Middle Eastern countries,
Iraq has a “fine line” of censorship,
according to Al-Obaidi. “Censorship in
the Middle East is political censorship,
not otherwise. You can criticize the
economiic or political situation of any
country, but you can' criticize the
national economic or political policy.”
The coverage of sports and
entertainment, for example, encounters
few restrictions, he adds. Exceptions in
the region include Egypt, Israel, Turkey,
Yemen, Jordan and Kuwait, where there
is more open debate of national
economic and political issues.

“When I say I want a free press, I'm
talking about free access to government
information, finding a way to let
responsible journalists and media people
debate economic, political, social and
cultural issues when probably they can
assist the government, where the
government can benefit from their
opinion.”

“Our problem,” he says, “is a political
problem and the Middle Eastern people
will have to wait for a much longer time
to reach a reasonable level of media
openness.”

BRIEFS

Suit challenges Law School admissions policies

The Washington, D.C.-

based Center for Individual Rights
(CIR) filed suit in federal court
against the Law School in
December challenging its
admissions policies. Six weeks
earlier CIR had filed a similar suit
against the University of Michigan
and its College of Literature,
Science and the Arts, the U-M’s

largest undergraduate unit.

“We are confident that our admissions
policy is constitutional,” Law School
Dean Jeffrey S. Lehman, '81, responded
in a prepared statement. “It conforms to
the requirements of the Fourteenth
Amendment as set forth in Justice
Powell’s opinion in Regents of the
University of California v. Bakke. We
believe that the Supreme Court should
not, and will not, use this lawsuit to
change the law and prohibit what is now
permitted.”

University attorneys responded to the
suit on December 22, denying each
charge and asking that the suit against
the Law School be dismissed. At deadline
time, no action had been taken on the
dismissal request nor had a court date
been announced. Information on the
admissions lawsuits is available through
the University of Michigan website,
www.umich.edu.

CIR filed the suit for its client, Barbara
Grutter, a 44-year-old graduate of
Michigan State University who applied
unsuccesstully for admission to the Law
School. The suits against the Law School
and the University of Michigan are
among several recent actions to weaken
affirmative action in the United States.
CIR has filed suit against the University
of Washington School of Law challenging
its admissions policies, and in 1996 the
organization successfully challenged the
University of Texas Law School for using
race as an admission criterion. Last year,
public colleges and universities in

California dropped affirmative action
from admissions policies after courts
declared the voter-approved Proposition
209 to be constitutional. Proposition 209
prohibits preferential treatment of
anyone.

At the Law School, student
organizations voiced support for current
admissions policies, which use race as
one of many factors in admissions
criteria that are designed to produce a
class that is diverse in its racial and
socioeconomic makeup and geographic
background. Lehman, joined by
University of Michigan Provost Nancy
Cantor, outlined undergraduate and Law
School admissions policies for a
standing-room only audience in
Honigman Auditorium at the Law School
in early December.

In a special gathering on December 12,
two days before final examinations
began, six Law School student
organizations and a graduate student
group announced their support for
current Law School admissions practices.
The groups included: Asian Pacific
American Law Students Association,
Black Law Students Alliance, Latino Law
Students Association, National Lawyers
Guild, Native American Law Students
Association, and OutLaws from the Law
School, plus the Network of Graduate
Students at Michigan.

Speaking for all of the groups, second-
year law student Dallae Chin said: “We
believe that affirmative action promotes
the diversity necessary to create a
dynamic academic environment that will
produce lawyers who can function
effectively in a multicultural and global
society. We value diversity as embodied
in a student body that includes people of
different races, ethnicities, gender and
sexual orientation.

“Although our past and present
struggles differ to the extent that we
confront issues unique to our own
communities, we share in our opposition
to the continuing legacy of
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discrimination. We recognize that
affirmative action is a necessary means of
combating prejudice, unequal
opportunity, and under-representation.”

CIRS suit endangers the 50-year trend
toward increased racial integration in
legal education and the legal profession,
Lehman said. “Recent developments in
Texas and California reveal the
consequences for society if the CIR
approach were to prevail: a dramatic
reduction in the number of African
Americans and Latinos, well qualified for
the study and practice of law, who apply
to and are subsequently enrolled at the
nation’s top law schools.”

“For students studying law in 1997,”
he said, “race matters. One’s racial
background does not preordain one’s
views on legal subjects. Nevertheless,
Americans of different races have
different experiences that can lead them
to bring different insights and
perspectives to the study of issues as
diverse as property law, contract law,
criminal justice, social welfare policy,
civil rights law, voting rights law, and the
First Amendment.”

“Our admissions office does not use
racial quotas,” he added. “The
percentages of students of different races
in our entering classes vary noticeably
from year to year. We use diversity as a
factor within the larger context of our
policy of admitting only students whom
we expect to go on to become
outstanding lawyers.

“We sympathize with the desire to
imagine a world in which a citizen’s race
would have no impact on his or her
opportunities, academic preparation,
life experiences, or institutional
relationships. We believe, however,
that construing the Constitution to
prohibit law schools such as Michigan
from enrolling racially diverse classes in
1997 would arrest progress toward such
a world.
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“In defending this lawsuit, the
University of Michigan Law School will
defend the ability of law schools to make
appropriate, moderate use of racial
diversity as one of many factors in
admissions. In doing so, we shall defend
our goal of providing our society with
lawyers who are fully equipped to serve
as reflective and completely educated
leaders.”

CIRS suit against the Law School
and the University’s response to CIR’s
October 14 lawsuit both were filed on
December 3. In its response, the
University, like the Law School, cited the
1978 Bakke case, in which the Supreme
Court said that public institutions of
higher education may use race as one of
many factors in evaluating applicants.
Said University President and former
Law School Dean Lee C. Bollinger:

“Race is but one of many factors that
are taken into account when making
admissions decisions. Any factor
considered by the University in its
admissions process such as residency,
athletics, leadership, alumni connections,
or high school curriculum, as well as
race, will make a difference in the way a
particular application is considered. We
believe that using race in this manner is
what the Supreme Court permitted in
Bakke and we believe that this is necessay
if the University is to perform its public
function.”

Like Lehman, Bollinger said the suits
“threaten the ability of the University to
bring together students from a wide array
of backgrounds to create the richest
possible environment for education and
learning.” He added, “We cannot let the
University of Michigan be thwarted from
playing a leadership role — as we believe
a leading public university must — in
building a tolerant and integrated
society.”

ties Abroad —

Pamela Celentano, International Programs
Administrator for the Faculty of Laws
Bentham House, University College London,
outlines opportunities available at her school
for students from the University of Michigan
Law School during a program in November:
The program was sponsored by the Law
School’ Office of International Programs.
University College London is one of five
overseas universities linked with the Law
School to provide Law School students an
opportunity for a semester of study abroad.
The other schools are University of Leiden,
University of Paris II, Katholieke University
Leuven and University of Freiburg. In
addition, students may propose their own
programs of study with law faculties at
foreign universities.
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Look beyond the obvious in Supreme Court rulings

We don’t usually compare

a U.S. Supreme Court decision to
a pebble tossed into a pond. But
sometimes the complexity of legal
issues that reach the court leads to
decisions that have to be measured
by their impact as well as by

their legal logic. Indeed, according
to a law professor who spoke at
the Law School in October, the
ripples from two recent Supreme
Court rulings may have
unexpected results.

Calling his talk “What Role Now for
Religions? The Supreme Court, the
States, and Faith,” Cleveland State
University Professor of Law David F
Forte centered his comments on two
religious rights cases that the Supreme
Court handed down last summer. Forte’s
appearance at the Law School was
sponsored by the Federalist Society for
Law and Public Policy Studies and the
Christian Law Students, with grant aid
from the John M. Olin Foundation.
Religious advocates praised the court’s
ruling in Agostini v. Felton and rued its
decision in City of Boerne, Texas v. P E
Flores, but neither case is a clearcut
victory or defeat, Forte said.

In Agostini, the Court voted 5-4 to
overrule an earlier case, Aguilar v. Felton,
and said that public school teachers may
enter religious schools to provide
remedial care for students. Supporters of
religious schools, Forte said, applauded
the ruling because it undid the
“Winnebago effect” of the earlier ruling
— trailers set up outside of parochial
schools for publicly paid teachers to use
when working with private school
students.

In contrast, religious supporters
mostly have been dismayed by the court’s
ruling in City of Boerne, Texas v. P E Flores,
which struck down the four-year-old
Religious Freedom Restoration Act, Forte
said. The court said that the law, which
had been passed after the court had
upheld a civil penalty for two native
Americans who had used peyote as part
of their religious rite, created a new right
beyond what the U.S. Constitution
guarantees.

Both cases have their flipsides,
however, according to Forte.

The court’s ruling in Agostini upheld a
New York State law, and “the danger is
that in the New York act there were a
number of requirements — teachers can't
team teach, there can be no religious
symbols in the classroom where remedial
courses are taught — that make up the
30 pieces of silver rule,”” Forte said.

The court interpreted the
constitutional principle correctly, he said,
“but the impact will be for religious
schools to forego religious input to get
state aid.” In other words, religious
schools may remove religious displays
and other items from classrooms in order
to make those classrooms available for
public school teachers to use.

In City of Boerne, Forte said, the court
also correctly interpreted the constitu-
tional principle, a decision that
disappointed most active religious rights
supporters, but they can find a silver
lining in the case that re-asserts the
dominance of the U.S. Constitution.
“Congress may not change the
Constitution by statute. The principle
harkens back to the struggle for liberty
during the Revolution.”

Forte cited Chief Justice John Marshall
in the groundbreaking Marbury v.
Madison: “It is a proposition too plain to
be contested, that the Constitution
controls any legislative act repugnant to
it; or, that the legislature may alter the
Constitution by an ordinary act.

“Between these alternatives there is no
middle ground. The Constitution is
either a superior, paramount law,
unchangeable by ordinary means, or it is
on a level with ordinary legislative acts,
and like other acts, is alterable when the
legislature shall please to alter it.

“If the former part of the alternative
be true, then a legislative act contrary to
the Constitution is no law; if the latter
part be true, then written constitutions
are absurd attempts, on the part of the
people, to limit a power, in its own
nature illimitable.”

The Supreme Courts decision in City
of Boerne strikes down a law that
guaranteed religious freedom, Forte said,
but it also opens the way for a return to
the social expression of religious and
moral values that early leaders like
George Washington and Thomas
Jefferson advocated and that led to the
great social movements of the nineteenth
century like the drives for the abolition
of slavery and temperance.

“I have great hope that this will
change and relatively soon, and strangely
the Supreme Court has given me this
hope,” Forte said. “I think that in the last
few years the Supreme Court has
extended free speech to include religious
speech.”

God always wins in the end, he said.
“If we allow Him equal rights in the
forum, He’ll win.”

Recently elected President of the Ohio
Association of Scholars, Forte is book
review editor for the American Journal of
Jurisprudence and was editor for the
forthcoming book Natural Law and
Contemporary Public Policy. He served as
chief counsel to the United States
delegation to the United Nations during
the Reagan administration.
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A new tool for improving water quality

Environmental Law Clinic supervisor
Cameron Davis and other lawyers who
specialize in water pollution issues think
they have a powerful new weapon in
their battle to clean up U.S. Waters:
Section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act of
1972.

This is the section of the Act that talks
of Total Maximum Daily Loads, or
TMDLs — the total maximum daily load
of a pollutant that a waterway can handle
without that pollutant reaching unsafe
levels. The concept is similar to that of
carrying capacity, a measure that
biologists have used for decades to
determine how many animals or plants
can live well in a certain space.

“I promise you, you are going to hear
a lot more about TMDLs in the next 10
years,” Davis told a Law School audience
in late November. Citizen groups in 25
states already have filed suits charging
inadequate action on TMDLs, he said.

Davis, whose talk was sponsored by
the Environmental Law Society, is one of
the authors of the report “Pollution
Paralysis: State Inaction Puts Waters at
Risk,” recently released by the National
Wildlife Federation (NWF). The Law
School operates its Environmental Law
Clinic in cooperation with NWE

TMDLs can be a significant help in
easing non-point pollution, which comes
from agricultural runoff, deposits from
the air, and other sources that cannot be
pinpointed to a specific source like a
chimney or a runoff pipe, Davis said. The
requirement that many polluters get
permiits for their emissions and keep
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those emissions at or below permitted
levels has “done a tremendous job, but
over time, as we’ve got a handle on point
sources, other sources of pollution are
overshadowing the point sources,” he
explained.

“The implementation of the U.S.
Clean Water Act has gotten treacherously
off track,” according to Davis. “More than
one-half of the United States’ 2,000
watersheds have medium to high
pollution,” much of it from non-point
sources:

M 59-89 percent of the PCBs entering
Michigan’s waters are from the air.

W 39-49 percent of the lead in
Massachusetts Bay is from the air.

B 43 sites around the Great Lakes are
on the toxic hot spots list because of
contaminated sediments, including the
Detroit River and the St. Clair River.

Another example is the culprit
microorganism Pfiesteria piscicida, which
thrives in waters polluted with nutrients
like phosphorus and nitrogen and whose
population recently has exploded in the
Chesapeake Bay watershed. Davis cited
several human health and fish kill
impacts from Pfiesteria:

B In August and September last year 27
people may have been affected by
contact with Pfiesteria, which can cause
rashes, breathing difficulty, memory loss,
nausea, disorientation or other
symptoms.

M In North Carolina, a fish kill in the
Neuse River in 1995 claimed an
estimated 10 million fish, and fish kills
elsewhere in the state are thought to be
linked to the dumping of hog wastes into
state waterways. North Carolina has
responded by severely restricting the
establishment of any new hog farms.

M Airborne mercury from coal burning
plants has forced Ohio and Michigan to
issue fish eating advisories for every body
of water within their borders.

These are the kinds of problems that
TMDLs can address, Davis said. The
Clean Water Act requires states to draw
up TMDL lists for their waterways and
prioritize mitigation activities. But most
states have lagged in developing or
enforcing their TMDL lists and the
Environmental Protection Agency has not
exercised the law’s “hammer provision”
by drawing up the lists and taking over
enforcement for the states. “Unfortunately,”
said Davis, “303(d) has not been
implemented properly. . . . The EPA has
failed to step in.”

“Lawsuits have been filed in about 25
states against the EPA for failing to step
in,” he said. “Twenty-five states. If that
doesn' tell you it’s a pervasive problem,

I don't know what would.”

Simply drawing up TMDLs will not be
enough, he acknowledged. Best
management practice agreements, or
independent control documents, must be
negotiated with pollution producers to
provide measures for enforcement.

With such steps, he said, “better
implementation of 303(d) will get us
a long way.” :



Dores McCree Day —
Dores McCree, former administrative assistant at the Law School and namesake
for Dores McCree Day in November, chats with Charlotte Johnson, ‘88, Director
of Academic Services, right, and participants in the days program for 50 junior
high and high school students from the Ann Arbor and Ypsilanti areas. McCree,
widow of Professor of Law Wade McCree, Jr, retired from the Law School in
1996 after serving as confidante and mentor to hundreds of Law School

students. Dores McCree Day, sponsored by the Black Law Students Alliance,
included a tour of the Law School, visits with faculty members, a mock trial, a
skit by law students about Law School life, and a talk by the Hon. Wade
McCree, Jr, Judge of the 36th District Court in Detroit. At top, Judge McCree
tells students of his practice of diverting young offenders from court if possible:
“I'm not so much a lenient judge, but I like to give young people a chance.”
Above right, visiting student Tobi Akimusura takes the role of plaintiffs counsel
in the mock trial. Right, visiting students Saina Sajjadi and Leslie Gibson,
acting as defense attorneys in the mock trial, confer with “coach” William
Martin, a first-year law student.
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Excited. Enthusiastic. Energized.

Those three words describe students
when they enter the Law School, and
they should describe them when they
graduate, advises Jeffrey M. King, whom
fellow graduates chose as student speaker
at the Law School commencement on
December 6.

King, as is his custom, laced his talk
with humor. For example, “Our
professors here taught us to think like
lawyers. We know they have been
successful in this because we no longer
can hold a normal conversation. We
over-analyze everything.”

He also advised graduates that just
because they have completed law school
they are not obligated to provide free
legal advice to parents and relatives who
may have helped them get their legal
education.

Turning serious, he noted the value of
integrity on the part of graduates. “There
is no doubt that our most precious
commodity is our name. Our name
represents not only our person but our
character.”

December commencement is like this,
a mix of celebration and seriousness,
celebration of what has been
accomplished, serious thought about
what Dean Jeffrey S. Lehman, '81, calls
the “formality” of final examinations to
begin the week after graduation, and
questions about the future.

Held at the Michigan Theater in
downtown Ann Arbor, commencement
was for 76 graduates, most of them
“summer starters” who began their
studies at the Law School in the summer
of 1995. By the time the larger number
of “fall starters” arrived, these students
already were veterans of their first round
of Law School classes, professors and
final examinations. They served as
mentors to the September arrivals.

“In the Fall of 1995 you greeted us
with your encouragement and
friendship,” Law School Student Senate
President Susan Wood, who will
graduate in May, told the graduates. “You
have accomplished so much in such a
short time.” Congratulations, she said,
“for what you have achieved, and what
you are about to achieve in the future.”

Commencement speaker James Boyd
White, the L. Hart Wright Collegiate
Professor of Law, leavened his
congratulations with reality. “What will
your life of practice really be like?” he

Megan Fitzpatrick, center, and her
fellow graduates laugh with pleasure
at Jeffrey M. King’ remarks.

Teresa A. Killen receives her membership
to the Lawyers Club from Dean Jeffrey S.
Lehman, ‘81, as part of the December
graduating class.
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LEFT: Jeffrey M. King, chosen by his fellow
grmluau's to address them at commencement, mixes
humor and gravity in his address. No, graduates
need not dispense free legal advice to those who
supported their legal education, he says. But “there

is no doubt that our most precious commodity is our

name. Our name represents not only our person but
our character.”

asked. “Neither you nor [ can know that,
but 1 do know that it will be different
from what you imagine now. Even if you
go to a firm where you worked last
summer, you will find that it is different
to be there as a permanent associate, and
different more completely than you can
imagine to be a third-year or fifth-year or
tenth-year lawyer. Your responsibilities
will be different; your role in the firm

will be different; your understanding of
your relations to your clients will be
different; everything will be different.”

As practicing attorneys, White told the
graduates, you will become teachers who
help your clients adjust their expectations
to their experiences. “In this sense, the
practice of law can be a continuation of
the education you have begun here, as
you put to work the lesson you have

ABOVE: Hugs of
congratulation abound at
commencement.

LEFT: Could that be a gift
envelope in this graduate’s
right hand? Graduating
from law school is both a
gift and deserving of a gift.

BRIEFS

learned about the nature of your own
expectations, and as you help others
learn that lesson, too.

“You will become an educator; this
may in fact be your most important and
meaningful role; and in doing so, you
will establish the deepest connections
between what you have done here at
Michigan and what you do at the center
of your professional life.”

Dean Lehman reminded the graduates
of two great traditions that they take with
them:

B “The greatest lawyers are able to hold
two inconsistent perspectives on an issue
in their mind at the same time. It is not
enough to see both sides to an argument.
A great lawyer truly feels three or four
sides, and understands how many
mutually inconsistent perspectives on an
issue might each be held by good and
decent people.”

B The second aspect of the tradition “is
the commitment to integrate your role as
lawyer with your role as citizen, as an
adult with responsibilities that derive
from membership in a community that
extends beyond family.”

“We can and do take a special
pleasure in our solidarity with others,
with feeling personally responsible for
other individual members of the
community and for the community as a
whole,” Lehman said. “As lawyers, you
will have many opportunities to
demonstrate that responsibility by
engaging your society outside the context
of paying-client representation.

“I want to emphasize to you this
afternoon, however, that you will also
have opportunities to demonstrate that
responsibility within the context of
paying-client representation.”

Processional and recessional music
was provided by the Detroit Concert
Brass Quintet. The Law School
Headnotes, the a capella group composed
of law students, also performed,
including among its selections the
Universitys alma mater and a heartfelt
rendition of “I'll Be Seeing You.”
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MaryAnn Sarosi, ‘87, Director of the Michigan State
Bars Access to Justice Program, and Daniel
Greenberg, Executive Director of The Legal Aid
Society of New York, speak with students in
September and October as part of the Office of
Public Service’s series “Inspiring Paths: '
Conversations with Lawyers.”

Conversations’

inspiration
to future
lawyers
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One of the requirements of successful
public interest legal work is perseverance,
a trait that Office of Public Service
Director Robert Precht had to call upon
in launching the new series “Inspiring
Paths: Conversations With Lawyers.”

“It took me two years to get Danny
Greenberg to come and speak here,”
Precht explained as he introduced the
series’ kickoff speaker in September.
Greenberg, Executive Director of The
Legal Aid Society of New York City and a
former director of Harvard Law School’s
clinical education programs, set the tone
for the new series by speaking without
notes for nearly an hour, championing
the role of ethical choices in legal

decision making and arguing that there is
no sacrifice in doing lower paid legal
work if that is the work that you want

to do.

The series featured four speakers
during the Fall Term: Greenberg; James
Brenner, ‘72, a partner in Clark Hill
PL.C.; MaryAnn Sarosi, ‘87, Executive
Director of the State Bar of Michigan’s
Access to Justice Program; and Julie Ann
Su, staff attorney of the Asian Pacific
Legal Center.



Sponsored by the Office of Public
Service, the series is designed to give law
students a chance to hear and talk with
lawyers who have devoted their careers
or a significant portion of their legal
practice to public service work.

Greenberg and Sarosi are typical.

In his “conversation” that launched
the series, Greenberg noted that equal
rights have been a phantom for poor
people during all of U.S. history. “This
nation was founded on inequality,” he
said. “There was never a good time for
our clients in this country. Having said
that, these are particularly mean times.”
It is ironic, he said, that German
community businessmen founded the
Legal Aid Society in the late 19th century
to help poor German immigrants but
that recent federal funding restrictions
prevent today’s Society from working
with undocumented immigrants.

Pilgrims on the Mayflower would not
have survived in the New World if the
people who already were here had
considered them “illegal aliens” and
refused to help them, Greenberg said.
They “needed the largesse of the people
already here.”

Unfortunately, he said, in most law
schools “the message that is taught is that
all things are equal — as long as you can
argue both sides you're okay. Actually,
just the opposite is true. It does matter
what side you're on.”

As to the sacrifice of doing lower
paying public service work, he said, “I
can't think of anything more sacrificial of
my life than doing something I don'
want to do.” Law students should use
their “incredible smorgasbord” of in-class
and out-of-class opportunities “to find
out who you are.”

“None of this is about guilt,” he said.
“None of this is about sacrifice.” There is
no sacrifice if you are doing what you
want to do. “No matter what job you
take you'll have to work hard, so you
might as well work hard at what you
want to do.”

For Sarosi, the route to public service
work offered few guideposts except her
own internal ones. “There are no paths,”

she said. The first in her family to attend
law school, the Detroit native said that
she had to do a few years of growing up
after graduation from law school before
she could focus on what she wanted to
do. She worked for a Chicago law firm
for a time and became a specialist in
cellular telephone law. But, she said, “I
thought, if this is the cutting edge of the
law, if this is the most exciting part of the
law, this is not for me.”

She spent two more years working at
the firm while hunting for something in
public service. After half of the firm’s
corporate clients left, she found herself
laid off in the fourth round of six rounds
of layoffs, but her layoff came only a few
months before she had planned to leave
so it had little impact on her. By then,
she said, she had paid off all her debts
from law school. “I didn't use my debt as
an excuse to keep me from doing what I
want to do,” she said.

When she heard of a newly funded
program that was about to begin, she
jumped at the opening — and found
herself hired as director of the new
Coordinated Advice and Referral
Program for Legal Services (CARPLS).
Under her leadership CARPLS has
become nationally recognized for its
innovative, cost-effective ways of
matching up poor clients with the legal
help that they need.

She became director of the Michigan
State Bar’s Access to Justice Program
earlier this year. According to the Law
School’s Office of Public Service: “The
Access to Justice Project grew out of a
statewide planning process in which legal
services lawyers, academics, and bar and
community leaders — including Robert
E. Precht, Director of the Office of Public
Service — met to devise strategies to deal
with cuts to the Legal Services
Corporation. The planning process
resulted in a recommendation that a
statewide program should be created to
enhance cooperation among different
state legal services providers and jointly
to design a statewide model for
delivering legal services that will take
advantage of the latest technology.”
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gwes tln: gavemmzm power to lmseaue
people for activities protected by the First
Amendment. In 1952, Wilkinson relied on the
First Amendment when he refused to provide
California’s “little HUAC” committee with a
list of every organization he had belonged to
during the preceding 20 years. His talk at the
Law School was sponsored by the National
Lawyers Guild.
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International business investment is
influenced by a country’ tax rates
and policies, and those policies may
change to attract business, U.S.
Treasury Department international
economist Harry Grubert tells
participants in the Moskowitz
Conference on Taxation in an
International Economy held at the
Law School in November. The
conference was organized by
Assistant Professor of Law Kyle D.
Logue.

Taxing tactics

in an international economy

“Has ‘globalization’ changed the
behavior of companies and governments?”
That’s the question that international

economist Harry Grubert, of the U.S.
Treasury Department, asked himself, and
it served as a launchpad for discussion
throughout the Moskowitz Conference
on Taxation in an International Economy;,
held at the Law School in November.

Organized by Assistant Professor of
Law Kyle D. Logue, the conference
brought together experts from the Law
School, the University of Michigan’s
Economics Department and School of
Business, the U.S. Treasury Department,
Cornell Law School, the University of
Minnesota Law School and other
universities to examine the impact that
countries’ tax policies and practices can
have on domestic and international
businesses.

Logue explained that the University of
Michigans high standing in international
and interdisciplinary programs and the
School of Business’ highly regarded
activities in the international arena made
the University the appropriate place for
such a conference. In addition to the four
scholars who presented papers during
the conference, more than 15 specialists
from the Law School, U-M departments
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and other schools and law firms
participated.

Grubert, speaking for his own
findings and not as a representative of
the U.S. Treasury Department, reported
that from 1984-92 business investment
showed “an increased sensitivity to tax
rates” overseas. Low tax countries did the
best at attracting new investment, he
said, and countries with 15 million or
fewer people tended to cut taxes a few
percentage points more than larger
countries to attract investment. Grubert
called his report “Tax Planning by
Companies and Tax Competition by
Governments: Is There Evidence of
Changes in Behavior?”

Other speakers focused on dispute
settlement procedures, international
boycotts that are not sanctioned by the
United States and taxing of international
business. In addition to Grubert, the
papers and their presenters were:

B “Inter-Governmental Dispute
Settlement Under Tax Treaties: Why Still
Anti-Legalistic?’, by Robert A. Green,
Associate Professor of Law, Cornell

Law School.

B “Taxed Avoidance: American
Participation in Unsanctioned
[nternational Boycotts,” by James R.
Hines, Jr., Associate Professor of Business

Economics and Public Policy, and
Research Director, Office of Tax Policy
Research, University of Michigan School
of Business.

W “U.S. Taxation of International
Business: The prospect for Partnership
with Developing Countries,” by Karen B.
Brown, Professor of Law, University of
Minnesota, and Visiting Professor of Law,
George Washington University Law
School.

The conference was sponsored by the
Law School and the U-M School of
Business, with assistance from the Louis
and Myrtle Moskowitz Fund, which also
supports an alternating professorship
that places a law professor in the
business school for a year and a business
professor in the Law School for a year.
The Fund sponsored Robert A. Sullivan
Professor of Law James J. White as the
Louis and Myrtle Moskowitz Research
Professor in Business and Law at the
business school in 1996-97 and Cindy A.
Schipani, Associate Professor of Business
Law, as the Moskowitz Research
Professor at the Law School in 1995-96.




Help for Alabama’s death row inmates

Some of the 150 inmates
on Alabama’s death row once
again can count on good legal
representation, thanks to the
generosity of Michigan law
firms that were acquainted
with the prisoners’ plight
through efforts spearheaded
by the Law School.

At deadline time, at least
two law firms, Plunkett &
Cooney and Sommers,
Schwartz, Silver & Schwartz,
were providing pro bono legal
counsel to indigent Alabama
death row prisoners who
otherwise would not have
lawyers to petition for post-
conviction relief.

“It’s a situation that cries
out for a pro bono effort on
our part,” says Dennis Clark,
a partner in Plunkett &
Cooney who is handling one
of the Alabama death row
cases. “We're trying to ensure
that the constitutional rights
of these individuals are
protected before the ultimate
punishment may be imposed
and that they are treated in a
fair and legal manner, to
which all citizens are
entitled.”

Bryan Stevenson, a former
visiting teacher at the Law
School and founder of the
Montgomery-based Equal
Justice Initiative (EJI),
outlined the problem to the
law firms’ representatives at a
meeting in Detroit in May.
Law School Dean Jeffrey S.
Lehman, '81, and Robert
Precht, Director of the Law
School’s Office of Public
Service, organized the
meeting and brought
Stevenson to Detroit to
participate.

“Every one of the 150
inmates at Alabama’s death
row is indigent,” Lehman
explained in his invitation to
the meeting. “For several
years, the task of providing
representation to indigent
capital prisoners in post-
conviction proceedings was
coordinated and to a great
extent staffed by a network of
federally funded capital
resource centers.

“Bryan Stevenson directed
such a center in Montgomery,
until the capital resource
centers program was
defunded by Congress in
1995. The Equal Justice
Initiative, which Bryan was
able to set up with private
assistance, has far fewer
resources than the office it
replaced, and yet the number
of its cases keeps growing.

“In the past several
months, the crisis has boiled
over. There are now, for the
first time, prisoners on death
row in Alabama with
potentially meritorious
constitutional claims that
their convictions or sentences
were illegal, but with no
attorneys whatever to
represent them.”

Pro bono participation does
not reflect a pro or con
position on the death penalty,
according to Precht. “As
lawyers we have the
responsibility to represent
unrepresented individuals,
and these are people who are
literally facing life and death
issues.

“The point of the project is
to help reduce the number of
people who will go to their
deaths without their legally
meritorious claims ever being
heard by the federal courts.

Its a question of providing
these individuals access to the

federal court system before they
are executed, in many cases
after shockingly brief trials.”
Alabama’s top rate for
reimbursing attorneys for out-
of-court work in a capital trial
is $1,000 per trial phase,
according to a report from EJI
in March 1997. That means
many attorneys can expect to
receive less than $4 an hour
for such work, an amount
that is below federal
minimum wage and that
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creates trial records rife with
error that can only be
addressed in post-conviction
proceedings.

Lehman’s leadership was
critical in recruiting the help
from Michigan firms,
according to Precht. “This
would never have happened if
it had not been for Jeff
Lehman standing up and
saying that our institution
believes in equal justice
for all.”

Full Commitment —

Karla Scherer; chair of the Karla Scherer Foundation, which has sponsored
more than 100 Scherer Scholars, tells a Law School audience in September
that corporations should be governed by boards of independent directors
rather than rubber stamp trustees who are dependent on or allied to the
CEO. Scherer and her brother waged a successful battle to wrest control of
R. P Scherer Corporation, which had been founded by their father; the
inventor of the gelatin capsule now so widely used for medications,

from a CEO and Board of Directors who were unwilling to sell it under \
any circumstances. She praised the lawyers who represented her for their ]
dedication and open communication with their clients. “Every lawyer on
that team loved the heat of battle and rode flat out to achieve victory,”

she said.
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Dorothy Thomas, director of the
Women’ Rights Project of Human
Rights Watch, tells an International
Law Workshop audience that human
rights abuses against women are so
widespread that they often appear to
be the norm. In January, the Women’
Rights Project became a fully funded
arm of Human Rights Watch. At right
is Assistant Professor Michael A.
Heller; coordinator of the Fall Term
workshop.

Dorothy Thomas, director
of Human Rights Watch’s
Womens Rights Project,
pumps out examples like
pistol shots.

As she told an International
Law Workshop audience at
the Law School in December:
— In Peruvian law, violence
in the home is a private act.
— A World Health
Organization survey of 26
countries on four continents
found that 20-50 percent of
adult women had experienced
domestic violence and rape
was involved in more than
half of those cases.

— A 1996 American Medical
Association study found that
a woman is abused by her
partner every 9 seconds.

— A study in India found
that 40 percent of female
murder victims were killed by
their husbands.

— The number of female
guards has not kept pace with
the increase in the number of
female prison inmates and
only make up about one-third
of the total guards in women’s

prisons in the United States.

“The result is a global
structure in which
subordination of women is so
embedded in the social order
that it appears to be the
norm,” she said in her talk on
“Womens Human Rights:
Challenging the Public-Private
Distinction in the International
Context.”

(Earlier in the day, Thomas
discussed human rights work
and the Women’s Rights
Project with law students
during an informal lunch
gathering sponsored by the
Office of Public Service.
U.S.-based women’ rights
advocacy tends to be “insular”
and national in scope, she
said, but women in other
countries “use international
experience a lot.”)

Thomas’ appearance at the
International Law Workshop
was the final program in the
Fall Term lineup. The series
of talks, coordinated by
Assistant Professor of Law
Michael Heller during Fall
Term, is designed to
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“introduce today’s most
debated issues in international
and comparative law.” In
addition to Thomas, the Fall
Term schedule included:

B Gerard Meehan, Principal
Administrator for the Director
General for Research of the
European Parliament,
speaking on “EU Amsterdam
Treaty: Marking Time or
Moving Forward?”

B Bruno Simma, Director of
the Institute of International
Law and Dean of the
University of Munich Law
Faculty, “Reservations to
Human Rights Treaties: The
Views from Strasbourg and
Geneva.”

B Christine Chinkin,
Professor of International Law,
London School of Economics,
University of London,
“Alternative Dispute
Resolution: International
Legal Developments.”

B Pieter van Dijk, Judge at
the European Court of
Human Rights and Member
of the Council of State of the
Netherlands, “Judicial Review

by the European Court of
Human Rights: Its Main
Limitations.”

B Professor of Law Catharine
MacKinnon of the Law
School, “Gender-Based
Crimes in International
Humanitarian Law.”

B Jerome H. Reichman,
Professor of Law, Vanderbilt
Law School, “Global
Competition Under
Intellectual Property norms of
the TRIPS Agreement.”

B Professor of Law Julie
Roin, University of Virginia
Law School, “What’s Wrong
with Tax Competition
Between Countries?”

B Jabbar Al-Obaidi, formerly
Professor of Communication
at Sana’a University, Yemen,
Yarmouk University, Jordan;
and Baghdad University, Iraq,
“Flow of Information vs.
Censorship in the Middle
East: The Constitutions and
People.”

Meehan, Reichman and
Roin were visiting faculty
members during the Fall
Term, Simma is an annual
visiting faculty member at the
Law School and Al-Obaidi
(see story on page 16) is a
research scholar at the Law
School. Van Dijk, a former
research scholar at the Law
School, also participated in
the International Reunion in
October (see page 42) as a
panelist in programs on
physician-assisted suicide and
national supreme courts.




Time to negotiate

Here is the issue: Attorneys
for a high school boy and his
school district have agreed
that the boy is eligible for
special education services, but
the boys mother and the
school district have not been
able to agree on a program for
him. The boys mother wants
him enrolled in a private
school at the expense of the
school district; the school
district agrees to provide him
with 2-3 hours of special
education daily in its own
schools or to transfer him to
another district.

As the judges in this
fictitious case are told: “The
most difficult issue in this
round is the question of
whether Joseph should

remain at Union City High
School, and if so, what his
educational program should
look like. Ms. Harrington’s
top priority is to get
Joseph's placement at Great
Expectations Academy for the
remainder of his time in high
school. She is willing to give
up any claim for compensation
and reimbursement of the
cost of Dr. Berring’s report to
achieve this result.”
Second-year law students
George Cho and Scott
Varholak, representing the
fictitious school district in the
American Bar Association-
sponsored Negotiation
Competition at the Law
School last fall, earned the
judges’ nod as best

representing their clients.
Runners-up, representing the
mother and her son, were
first-year law students Tim
Hudson and Christopher
Schmitt.

Four other teams of two
negotiators each won
honorable mention in the
competition. Participants in
the competition on October
24-25 also took part in a
training session at the Law
School on October 4. The
training session was
facilitiated by Clinical
Assistant Professor of Law
Nick Rine and Visiting
Clinical Assistant Professor
Tom Darnton.

In the final round, neither
side in the negotiations had

any pre-arranged guidelines
for the negotiations. The
round built upon an earlier,
preliminary round and judges
assumed that participants had
considerable knowledge and
experience with each other’s
position from the earlier talks.
Negotiators had 50 minutes
in which to reach agreement.

“The competition gives
students a chance to roll up
their sleeves and get a taste of
what it is like to practice law,”
says David Baum, ‘89, Special
Assistant to the Associate
Dean for Student Affairs. “It
complements nicely the high
quality education that the
students are getting in the
classroom.”

Legal Structure —
Visiting Law Professor Amold Enker, Professor

of Law at Bar Ilan University in Israel, discusses
“The Structure of Jewish Criminal Law” during
a program in September for the University of
Michigans Frankel Center for Judaic Studies. As
Enker noted in “Aspects of Interaction Between
the Torah Law, the King’s Law, and the Noahide
Law in Jewish Criminal Law”
(12 Cardozo Law Review 1137), “it should be
noted that one of the principle difficulties
encountered in researching and writing about
Jewish criminal law is that only rarely in
recorded Jewish history did Jewish communities
have jurisdiction to enforce the criminal law
Even then, they did not generally apply the
Talmudic criminal law. Almost all of the
recorded historical sources available are based
on the exercise of the courts’ so-called
emergency powers or exigency powers.
The result is that the detailed legal system
developed in the Talmud was never applied in
practice — at least in recorded practice —
while the backup exigency system designed to
accommodate the ever changing practical needs
of law enforcement was so sporadically applied
that it never developed detailed consistently
rationalized rules.” Enker, who is teaching
Legal Profession and Legal Ethics at the Law
School this academic year; is the Founding
Dean of the Faculty of Law at Bar Ilan
University and former Senior Advisor to the
Attorney General of Israel.

LAaw QUADRANGLE NOTES SPRING 1998 29



BRIEES

elcome

(0 the

RTESY TRACEY L. WHEELER

Tracey L. Wheeler; right, is shown
with South African musician Hilda
Tloubatla, whose family adopted
Wheeler as one of their own.

Second-year law
student Tracey L.
Wheeler went to South
Africa expecting to
grapple with some of
that country’s toughest
issues as part of the
Human Rights
Commission.

And she has.

She did not expect to
join a South African
family and be introduced
to its ancestors.

She’s also done that.

tamily

It all started during
Wheelers transatlantic flight to
Johannesburg to begin her Fall
Term externship with the
constitutionally established
South African Human Rights
Commission, which monitors,
protects and promotes human
rights in the country. She is one
of 12 Law School students who
spent the Fall Term in South
Africa working with a variety of
government and nonprofit,
public interest agencies. This is
the second year that the Law
School has sent students to
South Africa in a program
directed by Wade H. McCree,
Jr., Collegiate Professor of Law
David L. Chambers.

Wheeler’s seat mate on her
flight was Hilda Tloubatla, a
South African musician who
was returning home after a U.S.
tour with her group,
Mahlathini and the Mahotella
Queens. “When I told Hilda
that I was virtually alone in
South Africa, she was insistent
that I take her number and
phone her as soon as I settled
into my hotel,” Wheeler
explains.

“The very next day she came
to the hotel and took me to her
home to meet her family. They
insisted that I go get my things
from the hotel and stay with
them.”

“Hilda’s family made me feel
at home. We shared stories
about America and South
Africa. They introduced me to
traditional homemade South
African beer, taught me a few
words in Sotho.”

They also “adopted”
Wheeler. “They had an
ancestral ceremony in which I
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was formally inducted into
their lineage and introduced to
the ancestors as the newest
member of the family,” Wheeler
says. ‘I was really touched by
their hospitality and generosity
— they wanted nothing in
return, only to get to know me.
This aspect of my externship
experience will always be the
most special of my memories in
South Africa.”

After a few weeks Wheeler
moved back to Johannesburg
because it was more convenient
for her work at the Human
Rights Commission. She
continued to visit her
“adopted” family on weekends
throughout her externship and
introduced them to her own
family members when they
visited from Detroit late last
year.

At the Human Rights
Commission, Wheeler worked
on a variety of assignments,
among them a response to the
South African Law Commission
(SALC) on customary
marriages. She became
fascinated with the issue posed
by the conflict between
traditional marriage practices
and the South African
constitution’s prohibition
against cultural discrimination.

“The SALC is seeking
submissions from various
agencies on ways in which
customary laws pertaining to
marriage can be harmonized
with the civil law marriage
code,” she explains.
“Historically, customary unions
have not been given full
recognition because of their
potential to be polygamous,
which was viewed by the
European colonizers as
repugnant to ‘civilized’ nations.
South Africa’s new constitution
guarantees the right of citizens

not to be discriminated against
because of culture, and the
right for citizens to participate
and practice in the cultural
tradition of their choice.

“However, the equality
clause also prohibits gender
and sex discrimination, and
many customary practices are
discriminatory against women.
Therefore, the right to culture
and the right to equality are
often in conflict. Issues such as
lobola (bridewealth) and
inheritance laws found in
customary law are very difficult
to negotiate in light of the
equality clause.”

Wheeler also helped
investigate a public school
accused of racially discriminatory
action, racial motivation in
unfair labor practices and other
issues.

“Socially, I find South Africa
to be in a state of extreme
odds,” she says. “I attended a
party in which there were
whites, coloreds, Indians and
blacks all dancing and getting
along wonderfully. But I have
also been growled at by some
whites just for being in their
presence in a restaurant. When
out at the movies I see groups
of racially mixed people and
also groups who make it clear
that they are not happy with
having to share their space with
blacks. There doesn't seem to
be a middle ground of just
letting people exist side by side
despite whatever differences
there may be.”

In addition to Wheeler,
other Law School externs and
their placements included: Carl
J. Schifferie, Human Rights
Commission; Danielle B.
Lemack, Legal Resource Center,
Pretoria; Donyele L. Fontaine,
CALS-AIDS Law Project; Elissa
D. Barrett, Human Rights
Commission; John G.
Humphrey, CALS-



Constitutional Project; Kristen
L. Schutjer, Lawyers for Human
Rights, Pretoria; Nancy L.
Woodruff, University of
Witwatersrand Law Clinic; Paul
B. Stephens, Human Rights
Commission; Tracy L. Gonos,
CALS-Gender Project; Tun-
Ming Chan, Legal Resource
Center, Cape Town; and
William J. Dorsey, Lawyers for
Human Rights, Durban.

Several of the externs were
able to attend hearings of
South Africa’s Truth and
Reconciliation Commission
(TRC) during testimony
regarding Winnie Mandela,
former wife of President Nelson
Mandela. The Commission is
chaired by Nobel laureate
Archbishop Desmond Tutu.

“I keep thinking of the
analogy of sitting in on the U.S.
Constitutional Convention,”
law student Nancy Woodruff
said of the experience. “I am
still shocked by the accessibility
of these amazing people.

“Two days ago, Archbishop
Tutu said hello to me. I feel like
[ somehow managed to
stumble into some upper
echelon of socially and
politically influential people
without even really knowing it
at first.”

Among the people she
encountered was Peter Jordie,
whom she knew from the
University of Witwatersrand
Law Clinic and often met for
lunch. Jordi, she said, did
much of the cross examination
of Winnie Mandela at the TRC.
“He introduced me around to
all the other lawyers at the
hearing, and pretty soon I was
having tea with them all and
listening to their strategies for
the hearing ”

Professor of Law Catharine A. MacKinnon

PROFEMSOR
CATHARIV
2 VAR YL

MacKinnon brief
is part of case

before U.S.

Supreme Court

Early in December, Professor of
Law Catharine A. MacKinnon
sat in the U.S. Supreme Court

listening to the arguments in

Joseph Oncale v. Sundowner
Offshore Services, Inc., et al, a
case in which she has brought
her experience on behalf of
sexually harassed women to the
aid of an oil rig roustabout who
claims he was sexually harassed
by a male supervisor and two
male coworkers.

MacKinnon wrote an amicus curiae
brief supporting Oncale at the request of
14 groups of men “dedicated to ending
sexual violence.” Many of the groups,
like Stop Prisoner Rape, which says that
jailhouse rape occurs about 300,000
times a year in the United States, work
directly with male survivors of sexual
abuse by other men. All, MacKinnon
explains in her brief on behalf of the
mens groups, are “united in the view
that same-sex sexual harassment, no less
than opposite-sex sexual harassment,
violates civil rights to sex equality
under law.”

When it comes to sexual inequality,
there are few more learned or more
committed opponents than MacKinnon.
For example, she has been the single
strongest voice in the battle to have the
rape of women by military forces in the
Serbian aggression in Bosnia recognized
as genocide.

Although the war crimes tribunal at
The Hague has largely refused to indict
the Serbian rapes as genocidal acts,
MacKinnon has won a major victory in
the U.S. on the issue. In Kadic v. Karadzic,
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in which she is lead counsel, the U.S.
Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit
allowed a civil claim for genocidal rape
to proceed and recognized that civil
damages could be awarded to named
plaintiffs, including a woman and her
two infant sons for her rape by soldiers
under the control of Bosnian Serb leader
Radovan Karadzic.

The two cases are connected in
viewing sexual abuse as a problem of
inequality, MacKinnon explains.

“My concern for the issues in Oncale
grew from long-term work with sexual
harassment as a form of abuse,” she
explains. “Oncale was sexually abused at
work. Since the early 1970s, I have
learned how it works through abused
women, mens most common victims —
but not men’s only victims.”

As she writes in her brief: “Much
sexual harassment jurisprudence reasons
that, had a sexually harassed woman
been a man, she would not have been so
treated, therefore she is harassed ‘because
of sex.” The present case poses the
question, What if she had been a man
and the same thing happened? The
answer is at once sex-specific and sex-
neutral: both sexes are covered for
injuries through their gender. Women do
not have sex equality rights only because
men couldn’t be treated in the same way,
this case suggests, but because men
could be and are not. And when they
are? Had he been a woman, Mr. Oncale
might not have been treated the way he
was. But if he were, his sex equality
rights would be recognized.”

Joseph Oncale worked on an oil rig
for Sundowner Offshore Services, Inc.,
for four months in 1991. After repeated
harassment and what Oncale described
as an attempted rape by two coworkers,
he quit his job, saying on his pink slip
that he “voluntarily left due to sexual
harassment and verbal abuse.” He filed a
complaint for sexual harassment with the
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Equal Employment Opportunity
Commission and in 1994 filed suit for
sex discrimination under Title VII of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964.

The trial court and the U.S. Court of
Appeals for the Fifth Circuit both threw
out Oncale’s claim, holding that Title VII
does not apply to same-sex harassment.
The U.S. Supreme Court accepted review
of his case. Oral arguments before the
court were December 3; a decision is
expected by the end of June.

“Harassment of this kind has really
been invisible, but it is a social reality,”
MacKinnon told Legal Times. “It happens
to a lot of boys and a lot of men.”

In summarizing the argument in her
brief, MacKinnon observed:

“Men raping men is a serious and
neglected social problem with deep roots
in gender inequality. Courts generally
permit men who have been sexually
assaulted and otherwise sexually
harassed by other men at work to sue
under Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of
1964, as women can. The Fifth Circuit
decision under review is a pernicious
legal anomaly, categorically precluding
equality relief on summary disposition
simply because the victim and victimizer
are of the same sex. Its double standard
of gender justice denies men rights
because they are men — with negative
implications for gay and lesbian rights as
well, as exemplified by the related
Fourth Circuit approach, under which
heterosexual perpetrators may commit
acts for which homosexual perpetrators
are held legally responsible. These
decisions make accountability for sex
discrimination turn on who one is, not
on what is done.

“The better approach advanced by
amici, building on the vast body of
judicial precedent, is not abstract but
concrete. Whether an assault is ‘because
of sex,’ triggering Title VII, is a factual
determination. Other legal requisites
being met, if acts are sexual and hurt one
sex, they are sex-based, regardless of the
gender and sexual orientation of the
parties.

“The Fifth Circuit decision at bar is
bottomed on misconceptions about the
gendered nature of the sexual abuse of
men, particularly its connections to the
inequality of women to men and of gays
and lesbians to heterosexuals. Male rape
— whether the victim is male or female
— is an act of male dominance, marking
such acts as obviously gender-based and
making access to sex equality rights for
Joseph Oncale indisputable.”

The brief also argues that the Equal
Protection Clause of the Fourteenth
Amendment and “clear statutory
principles” require recognition that same-
sex sexual assault is “unquestionably
actionable” under Title VIL.

In March, the Supreme Court ruled in
favor of Oncale.

“Male rape — whether
the victim is male or
female — is an act of
male dominance,
marking such acts as
obviously gender-based
and making access to sex
equality rights for
Joseph Oncale
indisputable.”
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ACTIVITIES

Professor of Law José E.
Alvarez gave a talk on the
judgment in Prosecutor v.
Tadic, the first international
war crimes trial conducted
since the end of World
War II, at Boston College
Law School in November.

Visiting Professor John S.
Beckerman took part in
Stanford Law School’s
[nstitutional Investor Forum
in November. The forum
brings together representatives
of institutional investors with
legal academics, judges and
lawyers to discuss securities
regulation, litigation and
corporate governance to
devise ways that institutional
investors can make publicly
owned corporations more
accountable to shareholders.

Clinical Professor of Law
Donald N. Duquette,
Director of the Child Advocacy
Clinic, is spending this
academic year in Washington,
D.C., as part of a presidential
task force brought together to
recommend reformation of
adoption laws.

Kirkland and Ellis Professor
of Law Phoebe C. Ellsworth,
who is also a professor of
psychology, has been named
to the Robert B. Zajonc
Professorship of Psychology.
In October she gave a work-
shop on jury reform at the
Ohio State University Law
School.

Professor of Law Merritt B.
Fox, chairman of the Business
Associations section of the

American Association of Law
Schools, organized the section
program for the AALS annual
meeting in January this year.

Professor of Law Richard H.
Pildes participated in the
Conference on New
Directions in Campaign
Finance Reform at New York
University in November; in
October he lectured on “The
Transformation of Judicial
Control of Administration in
the Regulatory State” at the
conference on “The
Proceduralization of Law:
Transformation of Democratic
Regulation” at Catholic
University of Louvain,
Belgium; and presented
programs on “Politics as
Markets: Partisan Lockups of
the Democratic Process” at

Behind The Scenes —

Assistant Professor of Law Roderick M. Hills explains the legal and political
strategies that went into the case against Amendment 2 to the Colorado

constitution, which prohibited any legislative, executive or judicial action at
any state or local level of government to protect people of homosexual, lesbian

or bisexual orientation. Eventually, the U.S. Supreme Court ruled in 1996

in Romer v. Evans, 116 S. Ct. 1620 (1996) that the state constitutional
| amendment violated the equal protection guaranteed by the U.S. Constitution.

Hills, who wrote the respondent’ brief in the case before the U.S. Supreme
Court, explained the difficulties that accompany a facial challenge when there
is no specific victim of injury from the law and outlined the political need for
an immediate decision in the state courts.

Hills spoke in October as the fourth
presenter in the “Anatomy of A
Case” series of midday talks in
which faculty members discussed
the legal, philosophical, social,
political and other aspects of cases
in which they had been involved.
Other speakers in the series
included Robert Precht, Director
of the Office of Public Service,
discussing the World Trade Center
Bombing Case, in which he served
as defense attorney; Associate Dean

b forClimml Affairs Suellyn
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the University of Texas School
of Law and the Stanford Law

Review Symposium: Law and
the Political Process.

John W. Reed, Thomas M.
Cooley Professor Emeritus of
Law, has been re-appointed
chairman of the State Bar of
Michigan’s Committee on
Judicial Selection. In
September he lectured on
evidence at the Workers
Compensation Section
meeting during the annual
meeting of the State Bar of
Michigan, and in August he
was banquet speaker for the
summer meeting of the State
Bar’s Litigation Section at
Boyne Highlands. At its
reunion in September, the
Class of 1952, whose
members arrived at the Law
School in 1949, the same year
as Reed, announced an
endowed annual scholarship
named after Reed.

Theodore J. St. Antoine, 54,
James E. and Sarah A. Degan
Professor of Law, spoke on
“Mandatory Arbitration of
Statutory Employment Rights:
Unmitigated Evil or Blessing
in Disguise?” in October as
part of the Thomas M. Cooley
Law Schools Krinock Lecture
Series. The lecture series is
named for former Cooley Law
School Dean Robert Krinock.

Harry Burns Hutchins
Collegiate Professor of Law
Joseph Vining has been
appointed to the Campus
Plan Advisory Committee,
which is working with
Venturi, Scott Brown and
Associates to develop a new
plan for the University of
Michigan campus.
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Faculty members in key roles at AALS
meeting; Columbia honors Kamisar

Law School faculty members played key roles at the annual meeting
of the American Association of Law Schools (AALS) in San Francisco
in January and one of them received Columbia Law School’ first
award to a graduate for “excellence in teaching and scholarship.”

Yale Kamisar, Clarence Darrow Distinguished University
Professor of Law and a 1954 graduate of Columbia Law School,
received Columbiass first award in Law Teaching during
ceremonies at a reception hosted by Columbia. Kamisar,
“through excellence in teaching and scholarship, exemplifies
the best aspirations of our profession and through his
achievements in his chosen fields has brought distinction
both to his alma mater and the faculties on which he has
served,” the award citation says. Kamisar has taught at
the U-M Law School since 1965.

Kamisar “is one of the country’s foremost
authorities in the field of American criminal
procedure,” Columbia Law School Association said
in announcing the award. “Over his forty years in
teaching, Professor Kamisar has authored
numerous books, op-ed pieces and law review
articles. His books include Police Interrogation
and Confessions (1980) and he is the co-
author of major casebooks in both criminal
and constitutional law.

“In 1996, Professor Kamisar received
the American Bar Foundation Research
Award. He was recognized for his ‘outstanding
contributions to the law and legal profession through his
research in law and government.’

“By all reports, he is a wonderful teacher as well.”

Kamisar and several other Law School faculty members also
participated as panelists and speakers in the annual meeting’s extensive
program. Kamisar joined six other panelists for a discussion of “Physician-
Assisted Suicide: After Vacco v. Quill and Washington v. Glucksberg.” In
discussing the aftermath of the Supreme Courts decision last summer on
the paired cases, the panelists were to “critique the Courts adjudication of
the issues,” “explore how the debate has been changed by the opinions in
the two cases” and “discuss where state legislatures, medical practice, the
Court and the debate itself should go from here,” according to the AALS
program for the meeting,

Yale Kamisar; left, Clarence Darrow Distinguished University
Professor of Law and a member of the Law School faculty since
1965, and Columbia University Law School Dean David
Leebron display Columbia Law School Association’ first award
in law teaching, which Kamisar received at a reception in
conjunction with the American Association of Law Schools’
annual meeting in San Francisco in January. The award
recognizes Kamisars “excellence in teaching and scholarship.”

PHOTO COURTESY COLUMBIA LAW SCHOOL
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Other Law School faculty members
active at the AALS annual meeting
included:

B David L. Chambers, Wade H.
McCree, Jr., Collegiate Professor of Law
and a member of AALS’ Executive
Committee, was one of two discussion
leaders for the program on “Pro Bono
and Public Service in Law Schools.”
Chambers chairs the newly formed AALS
Commission on Pro Bono and Public
Service Opportunities in Law Schools.
He also was a speaker in the panel
discussion on “Performance and
Pedagogy: Research Perspectives on
Minority Students.”

B Professor Merritt B. Fox, chair of
AALS Business Associations section,
moderated the panel discussion “High
Tech Start-ups.”

B Professor Thomas E. Kauper, '60,
was one of three speakers for the
discussion of “The Regulatory Character
of Modern Antitrust Policy,” which
focused on “the implications of the shift
of litigation as the dominant means of
federal enforcement” and “how
academics can best teach antitrust law in
an era when many vital building blocks
of enforcement policy do not appear in

the pages of published judicial opinions.”

B Dean Jeffrey S. Lehman, ‘81, was one
of nine participants in a roundtable
discussion that was part of the AALS and
American Political Science Association
Workshop on Inner Cities. Lehman also
is a member of AALS’ Committee on
Nominations for 1998.

B Francis A. Allen Collegiate Professor
of Law Richard O. Lempert was one of
four speakers on the panel considering
“Is It Time to Replicate The American
Jury?” The American Jury, published in
1965, summarized the (University of)
Chicago Jury Project’s findings.

B Assistant Professor Kyle D. Logue
spoke on “How Best to Regulate
Cigarettes” at the Law School’s breakfast
for alumni. (Logue and co-author Jon D.

Hanson discuss tobacco regulation and
propose one solution in an article that
begins on page 76.)

B Professor Catharine A. MacKinnon
was one of four speakers for the
discussion of “Racial and Sexual
Harassment and the First Amendment.”
B L. Hart Wright Collegiate Professor of
Law James Boyd White spoke in the
program “Writing and Writing about
Writing.”

Other Law School participants included:
B Larry J. Cohen, Administrative
Academic Intern, was one of five
speakers for the program “Attorney
Satisfaction: What Tools Can We Give
Our Students to Help Them Find
Personal and Professional Satisfaction.”

Honor at Home —

PHOTO COURTESY ERIC STEIN/UNIVERSITY OF WESTERN BOHEMIA
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B Kathy A. Okun, Assistant Dean of
Development and Alumni Relations, was
a member of a plenary session panel
devoted to “Daring to Be Great:
Maximizing Your Law Schools Potential
B Ann G. Unbehaun, of the
Development and Alumni Relations
Office, was a presenter at the session on
“Managing a Major Gifts Program.”

B Susan K. Weinberg, '88, Director of
the Office of Career Services, was one of
two commentators to an address by four
law school deans on “A Dean’s View:
Where Are We; Where Are We Going.”
The deans were from the law schools at
Columbia, Northeastern and
Pennsylvania State universities and the
City University of New York at

Queens College.

Eric Stein, 42, left, Hessel E. Yntema Professor Emeritus of Law, receives an honorary doctorate from
the University of Western Bohemia in his native Czech Republic during ceremonies in November: At
right is Western Bohemia Rector Jiri Holenda. Stein, a graduate of Charles University in Prague and an
emeritus member of the Law School faculty since 1983, was honored for his help in the post-
Communist constitutional negotiations, support of Czech and Slovak law students and researchers in
the United States, and his assistance to the law faculty of the University of Western Bohemia. In his
remarks for the occasion, delivered in Czech, Stein recounted his career devoted to the study of the art
of governance and the organization of power in divided power systems like the United Nations,
European Community, the American system of federalism, and the effort to restore Czech-Slovak

federalism. He also delivered an “historically based strong appeal for the Czech Republic to join NATO
and the European Union” and a recommendation for “a structured dialogue with Russia, which is
bound to emerge again as a great power” in the next century. “This is not just a matter of security,” said
Stein. “Integration with the West should do for Central Europe what it has done for Spain and Portugal
after the collapse of the authoritarian regimes there to strengthen democracy, rule of law, economy —
and peace in Europe. The new democracies should advance the long-term prospects for an international
community of liberal democratic states.”
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The professions of law
and medicine share a
great deal: like the
requirement of rigorous
formal preparation before
you can practice; the
demand for sensitivity
and professionalism as
you deal with people’s
most private, intimate
concerns; and the need
to cope with social and
technological changes
while retaining the core

values of the professions.

“We have a large decision to make
and that is whether we are going to
have a private sector at all,”
Professor of Law Sallyanne Payton
tells participants in a conference on
“Market-Driven Health Care Reform”
in November.

TOP: Visiting Professor Christopher
McCrudden, Reader in Law, Oxford
University and Fellow, Lincoln
College, Oxford, tells participants in
the conference on “Courting Death:
A Constitutional Right to Suicide,”
how the U.S. Supreme Court took the
unusual step of seeking out and
comparing experiences in other
countries as it made its decision in
the recent physician-assisted cases.
The court usually has not compared
experiences in other countries in
reaching its major decisions during
the past 20 years, he said.
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So it is natural that Law
School faculty members
often become deeply involved
in medical issues. And so it
was during the Fall Term,
when Professor of Law
Sallyanne Payton helped to
organize and took part in a
conference on “Market-Driven
Health Care Reform” and
Professor of Law Carl E.
Schneider, '79, organized and
participated in a conference to
assess questions about
physician-assisted suicide that
were left unanswered by last
summers U.S. Supreme Court
decision in cases from New
York State and Washington
State. The Law School

was a sponsor of the two
conferences and Dean Jeffrey
S. Lehman, '81, delivered
welcoming remarks at both
programs.

Payton set the tone for
“Market-Driven Health Care
Reform” by telling participants
that “we are at the crossroads.
We have a large decision to
make — and that is whether,
in the management of health
benefit programs, we are
going to have a private sector
at all.” Payton will edit the
book that results from the
conference, which was held
in November at the Michigan
League. Co-sponsors were
the Law School and the
University of Michigan
Forum on Health Policy with
assistance from nearly a
dozen U-M programs and
health related organizations.

Every major proposal for
repairing the U.S. health care
system “involves more
government, more



government regulation and
more government control,”
Payton said. The result is
likely to be “flight from the
private sector, as employers
with health benefit programs,
particularly medium-sized
employers, reconsider
whether they want to be
responsible for managing
programs whose design and
administration are controlled
through an essentially
politicized process of
government regulation.”
“What happened to us?”
she asked. “The economic
engine of fee-for-service
medicine ran the costs of the
health care system up to

levels that were not support-
able — with continuing
increases of 15 percent a year
— and payors said, ‘We can't
do this.” They said the key is
to get providers to pay more
attention to cost.”

The result was managed
care, she said, and now many
people are calling for greater
regulation of managed care
because it has driven wedges
between patients and
physicians and has made the
health care system less trust-
worthy from the patients’
point of view. The public does
not like the current generation
of managed care and wants to
have health care it can trust.

Professor of Law Carl E. Schneider; ‘79,
right, and Howard Brody, Director of
the Center for Ethics and Humanities
at Michigan State University, chat
prior to Brody’ presentation of his
paper at a conference at the Law
School in November:

“What should we do about
managed care? Who should
do it? ‘Who’ is probably the
bigger question. The issue is
not just the cost of increased
regulation but the risk that
the regulation may kill
innovation because existing
stakeholders are over-
represented in the political
process that develops
regulation. Health care needs
aggressive purchasers who
represent consumers and
patients, which is to say, it
needs a strong private sector
led by large private employee
benefit plans.”

The nub of the issue, she
said, is “how to fix the private
sector without killing it.”

Later in the day Visiting
Adjunct Assistant Professor of
Law Dana Muir, 90, spoke to
participants on “Is ERISA
[Employment Retirement
Income Security Act] an
Adequate Vehicle?” Muir is a
Professor of Business Law in
the U-M School of Business.

Among other speakers at
the conference was Harris W.
Fawell, R-IlL., chairman of the
Subcommittee on Employer-
Employee Relations of the
House Education and the
Workforce Committee, who
spoke on “Expanding Self-
Insurance for Small Business.”
Rep. Lynn Rivers, D-Mich.,
from Ann Arbor, also
participated as a panelist.

In the conference on
“Courting Death: A Consti-
tutional Right to Suicide,”
held at the Law School in
November, eight specialists
from more than a half dozen
universities discussed
physician-assisted suicide
(PAS) from a variety of angles
in light of the U.S. Supreme
Court’s decision last summer

FRICULAY

that PAS is not a constitutionally
guaranteed right. The
program was sponsored by
the Law School, the University
of Michigan Medical School’s
Program for Society and
Medicine, and the Health

Law Society.

The modern legal history
of the PAS issue begins in the
mid-1970s with the Karen
Ann Quinlan case, Schneider
explained. In that case, the
New Jersey Supreme Court
permitted a comatose young
woman to be removed from a
ventilator. Quinlan lived on
for nine more years, but her
case set a precedent for
thinking about end-of-life
issues in terms of rights.

In 1990, Schneider said,
the case of Nancy Beth
Cruzan sounded a trumpet
blast “in a crescendoing
reform call.” Although the
Supreme Court ruled in that
case that a state could
constitutionally require
that there be clear and
convincing evidence that a
patient in a persistent
vegetative state would have
wanted nutrition and
hydration to be withdrawn,
the Court seemed to suggest
that there was a constitutional
right to refuse medical
treatment. “Quinlan and
Cruzan transformed public
debate” and were followed by
law-making efforts in many
states, Schneider said.

Last summer, the Supreme
Court considered Washington
v. Glucksberg and Quill v.
Vacco. Those cases raised the
question whether statutes in
the states of Washington and
New York making it a crime
to assist in a suicide were
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constitutional. Although six
Justices wrote opinions in the
two cases, they agreed that
the statutes were not
unconstitutional. The issue
thus seems likely to return to
the states.

And the states have indeed
been active. A referendum to
legalize PAS had passed in
Oregon prior to the Supreme
Court’s decision but its
application had been held in
abeyance by litigation and the
state legislature’s reluctance.
After the Supreme Court’s
decision, however, Oregon
voters re-passed the proposal
by a considerable margin, and
Oregon thus seems likely to
become the location of the
first American experiment in
a formalized system of
physician-assisted suicide.

In his paper, Schneider
outlined his reasons for
considering constitutional
adjudication a bad way to
make bioethical policy in
areas like PAS. He noted that
in such areas the Constitution
gives judges little guidance,
thus casting judges back on
their own resources. Yet those
resources are not, Schneider
argued, suitable for making
bioethical policy. Law school
prepares students superbly
well to read cases and to
analyze legal doctrine, but not
so well to read public policy
literature. Courts are well-
equipped to collect
information about specific
events but poorly equipped to
learn how a social institution
like medicine works. And,
Schneider suggested, a close
reading of judicial opinions
suggests that judges simply
have failed to understand the
arguments that states have

made to justify their
prohibitions of physician-
assisted suicide.

Speaking from the
perspective of his position as
a Reader in Law at Oxford,
Visiting Professor Christopher
McCrudden noted that
“there’s quite a lot of indirect
use of the Dutch, English and
European experience in
Glucksberg. What's curious
about this is that it goes
against other cases in the last
20 years or so. In other
words, in landmark cases like
the abortion case Roe v. Wade
and the death penalty cases,
the Court did not look to
comparative experiences in
other countries. In the PAS
cases, however, it did”

In response to a questioner,
McCrudden acknowledged
that dealing with the PAS
issue at the state level could
lead to “a very distasteful
trade.”

“I'm presenting it as a
dilemma,” he said. “How you
get out of this I'm not at all
sure.”

Canadian sociologist
Arthur Frank, who supports
“a mediation system . . . some
way of taking this out of our
court system,” said his
extensive reading of books on
the subject has given him
three guideposts for the
debate:

1. “Families and others
want to do the right
thing” in end-of-life
cases. “The problem is
that they don't know
what is the right thing.”

2. “The law must not disrupt
relationships — if you
don't assure me that you'll
help me when I need it, I'll
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have to go off the bridge
now.”

3. “Society can't allow mercy
killing until all other care
is a right,” including
palliative care.

When all is said and done,

concluded Clarence Darrow
Distinguished University
Professor of Law Yale
Kamisar, an expert on the
issue and an opponent of
PAS, the supporters of
physician-assisted suicide
suffered a serious setback in
the U.S. Supreme Court last
summer — at the very least
they lost a great deal of
momentum. That does not
mean, however, that the
debate has ended. There was
a good deal of ambiguity in
the Court’s decision,
according to Kamisar.

These conclusions evolved
through the presentation of
papers that considered sides
of the issue as different as
analyses of each justice’s
opinion to the relationship
between the individual who
may use PAS and the society
in which he lives and dies.
Here is the full conference
lineup of papers and
presenters:

W “Ambivalent Unanimity:
An Analysis of the Supreme
Court’s Holding,” by Sonia
Suter, '94, a Fellow with the
Greenwalt Fellowship

Program in Washington, D.C.,

and a former Visiting
Professor at the Law School.
B “Assisted Suicide and the
Problem of Individually
Determined Collective
Rationality,” by U-M Law
School Assistant Professor
Peter Hammer.

M “The Supreme Court and
Palliative Care: Principled
Distinctions or Slippery
Slope,” by Rebecca Dresser,
Professor of Law and member
of the Center of Biomedical
Ethics in the Medical School,
Case Western Reserve
University.

W “Death and the
Constitution: Public Policy
and the Courts,” By Carl E.
Schneider, 79, of the Law
School.

B “A Part of the Main. . .2
The Physican-Assisted Suicide
Cases and Comparative Law
Methodology,” by Christopher
McCrudden.

M “Eugenic Euthanasia in
Early 20th Century America,
Compared with Physician-
Assisted Suicide Today,” by
Martin Pernick, Professor of
History, University of
Michigan.

B “Physician-Assisted Suicide
in the Courts: Moral
Equivalence, Double Effect
and Clinical Practice,” by
Howard Brody, a physician
and Director of the Center for
Ethics and Humanities in the
College of Human Medicine,
Michigan State University.

B “From Story to Law:
Euthanasia and End-of-Life
Care,” by Arthur Frank,
Professor of Sociology,
University of Calgary.
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Winter term visiting faculty warm classroom exchanges

One of the bright spots
in what can be a bleak
Winter Term — weather
wise — is the appearance
of visiting teachers with
fresh approaches to legal
subjects.

This Winter Term the
Law School tradition of
presenting students with
visiting faculty members
who challenge them and
excite their thinking
continues. In addition to
those visiting faculty
members who are able
to spend the entire
academic year at the
Law School, more than
20 visiting faculty
members are sharing
their expertise with
students, colleagues and
others during the
Winter Term.

Winter Term Visiting
Professors include:

T. Alexander Aleinikoff,
a Senior Associate at the

Carnegie Endowment
for International Peace
and a Professor of Law
at Georgetown Law
Center, is former
Professor of Law at the
Law School and former
General Counsel of the
U.S. Immigration and
Naturalization Service.
He also has served as a
resident associate at the
Carnegie Endowment
for International Peace.
A graduate of Yale Law
School and Swarthmore
College, he has taught
courses in constitutional
law, immigration and
nationality, legislation
and public law, and race
and gender discrimi-
nation. At Michigan,

he is teaching a short,
intensive course on
Immigration.

Sheldon H. Danziger
is Professor of Social
Work; Professor of
Public Policy; Faculty
Associate in Population
Studies; Director of the
Research and Training
Program on Poverty, the
Underclass and Public
Policy; and Director of

the Center on Poverty,
Risk and Mental Health
at the University of
Michigan. He received
his Ph.D. in economics
from the Massachusetts
Institute of Technology;
his research focuses on
trends in poverty and
inequality and the
effects of economic and
demographic changes
and government

social programs on
disadvantaged groups.
He is co-teaching Social
Welfare Policy with
Professor of Law and
Dean of the Law School
Jeffrey S. Lehman, '81.

Matthew W. Frank, ‘86,
is a partner at Caplin
and Drysdale, where he
works on tax matters
with an emphasis on
international law. He
formerly served as an
Assistant United States
Attorney for the Central
District of California in
Los Angeles. He has
represented the National
Football League in U.S.
Tax Court and is co-
editor of the Tax
Litigation Alert news-
letter of the ABA
Committee on Tax
Litigation. He is teaching
International Tax.

Rod M. Glowgower is
rabbinic advisor for
B'nai B'rith Hillel
Foundation, serving the
University of Michigan
and Ann Arbor. He has
been a lecturer at
Midrasha College of
Jewish Studies in
Southtfield and a previous
visitor at the Law
School. He is teaching
Jewish Law

Karthigasen Govender,
LL.M. '88, is a Professor
of Public Law at the

University of Natal-
Durban and a member
of the South African
Human Rights Comm-
ission. At Michigan, he
is teaching a course on
South Africa with Wade
H. McCree, Jr., Collegiate
Professor of Law David
L. Chambers.

Scott E. Masten,
Professor of Business
Economics and Public
Policy at the University
of Michigan School of
Business, is teaching
Economic Analysis of
the Law.

Tracey L. Meares, an
Associate Professor of
Law at the University of
Chicago Law School, is
teaching Regulation of
Lawyers and a seminar
on Criminal Justice:

An Interdisciplinary
Approach. At Chicago,
she teaches criminal
justice, legal profession
and remedies. Meares
clerked for Judge
Harlington Wood of the
U.S. Court of Appeals
for the Seventh Circuit

and served as a trial
attorney with the
Antitrust Division of the
U.S. Department of
Justice.

Roberta J. Morris is
teaching Patent Law. She
has a law degree from
Harvard Law School and
a doctorate in physics
from Columbia
University and previously
has lectured at the Law
School. She has
practiced privately in
New York City and
served as Assistant
General Counsel for
Mount Sinai Medical
Center.

Alan R. Palmiter, ‘80, a
Professor of Law at
Wake Forest University
School of Law, is
teaching Corporate
Finance and Securities
Regulation. At Wake
Forest, he teaches civil
procedure, corporations
and securities
regulation.

Continued on Page 40
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William M. Richman is
teaching Jurisdiction
and Choice of Law. He
is a Professor of Law at
the University of Toledo,
where he teaches civil
procedure, conflict of
laws, evidence, judicial
administration and
jurisprudence. He
received his law degree
from the University of
Maryland Law School,
where he was Assistant
Editor of the Maryland
Law Review. Richman
clerked for Judge Joseph
H. Young of the U.S.
District Court for the
District of Maryland. He
is the author of several
books, including
Understanding Conflict of
Laws.

Cindy A. Schipani is
teaching Enterprise
Organizations. She is
Professor of Business
Law at the University of
Michigan School of
Business and was the
University’s 1995-96
Louis and Myrtle
Moskowitz Research
Professor in Business
and Law. She received
her law degree from the
University of Chicago
School of Law and

clerked for Justice
Charles L. Levin, 47, of
the Michigan Supreme
Court. She chairs the
Business School’s
Corporate Governance
project, sponsored by
the Alfred P Sloan
Foundation. Her
research interests
include corporate
governance, analysis of
directors’ duties and
issues of liability for
environmental
violations.

Cynthia Starnes,
Professor of Law at
Detroit College of Law,
is teaching Contracts
and Commercial
Transactions. At Detroit,
she teaches commercial
law, contracts and family
law. She earned her J.D.
at Indiana University
Law School, where she
was Note and
Development Editor of
the Indiana Law Review,
and her LL.M. from
Columbia University
Law School. She has
been an instructor at
Florida State University,
a clerk for the Indiana
Court of Appeals at
Indianapolis, and an
attorney for the Womenss
Legal Clinic in
Indianapolis.
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John Tiley, a Professor
of Law at the University
of Cambridge and a
lecturer for the
International Law
Workshop this year and
last year, is teaching
Comparative Tax Law.

ADJUNCT
PROFESSORS:

Elizabeth M. Barry,
88, Interim Co-General
Counsel for the
University of Michigan,
is teaching Law of
Higher Education. She
formerly was Director of
Academic Human
Resources for the
University of Michigan
and University Attorney
for Harvard University.
She also has lectured at
Harvard University
Graduate School of
Education.

Andrew P. Buchsbaum,
principal staff attorney
for the Midwest office of
the National
Environmental Law
Center, is teaching
Federal Litigation:
Environmental Case
Study.

Laurence D. Connor,
'65, senior litigation
member at Dykema
Gossett in Detroit,
specializes in complex
business and tort
litigation, trials, appeals
and alternative dispute
resolution. Chairperson
of the Michigan State
Bar Section on
Alternative Dispute
Resolution, he is
teaching an Alternative
Dispute Resolution
Workshop.

Timothy Dickinson,
’79, is teaching a
seminar in Advanced
International Commercial

Transaction. A partner
in Dickinson Landmeier
L.L.P, he is of counsel
to Miller, Canfield,
Paddock and Stone,
PL.C. and maintains a
limited relationship with
his former firm, Gibson,
Dun & Crutcher L.L.P
He practices in
international commercial
transactions, foreign
sales and investment,
economic sanctions and
foreign claims, export
regulations and
enforcement, European
Community law and
public international law
and has been an

Adjunct Professor at
Georgetown Law Center.

William E. Fisher, an
estate planning specialist
and partner at Dykema
Gossett in Detroit, is
teaching Estate and Gift
Tax. A member of the
American College of
Trust and Estate Counsel
and a frequent speaker
at estate planning
institutes, he also serves
as advisor for closely
held businesses.

Alison Hirschel,
Director of Planning for
Community Legal Services,
Inc., in Philadelphia, is
teaching a seminar on
Law and the Elderly. She
received her law degree
from Yale Law School
and clerked for the Hon.
Joseph S. Lord III in the
U.S. District Court for
the Eastern District of
Pennsylvania.

Steven Rhodes, '73,
Chief U.S. Bankruptcy
Court Judge for the
Eastern District of
Michigan, is teaching a
seminar on Chapter 11
Bankruptcy.

Mark D. Rosenbaum,
General Counsel for the
American Civil Liberties
Union, is teaching a
seminar on Public
Interest Litigation. He
specializes in poverty
and homelessness
legislation, immigrants’
rights, workers’ nghts,
civil rights and First
Amendment issues. He
has taught at Loyola
Law School, Harvard
Law School and the
University of Southern
California Law Center.



Edward R. Stein, '66,
a specialist in civil
litigation with the firm
of Stein, Moran &
Westerman in Ann
Arbor, is teaching an
intensive course on

Trial Practice.

Michel Waelbroeck, '69
Visiting Professor, of
Liedekerke Wolters
Waelbroeck and
Kirkpatrick in Brussels,
is teaching an intensive
short course on

European Community
Law.
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Clinics link arms in four-state
prison litigation reform case

Legal cases and law school schedules
notoriously run on different tracks. For
clinical law professors like Paul D.
Reingold, this kind of out-of-sync timing
often frustrates his search for cases that
are laced with useful educational material
as well as solid legal substance for
his students.

Reingold, who directs the Michigan Clinical
Law Program, the Law School’s civil-criminal
law clinic, found himself in one of these time-
out-of-joint situations in summer 1996 when
the call came up for all four states of the
federal Sixth Circuit to join in a case testing a
provision of the Prison Litigation Reform Act
(PLRA) of 1996. Reingoldss clinic students were
gone for the summer, and the case could not
wait until he had students available again to
work on it.

So he took the case himself — a rare
opportunity to work with clinical faculty and
attorneys from four states.

“When the Sixth Circuit calls and asks you
to help out, it is hard to say no,” Reingold says.
“And once I saw that [ would be co-counseling
with colleagues from other schools, the
decision to take the case was easy.”

The case, John L. Wright v. Terry Morris, et al.
(Nos. 95-1837, 95-4160, 95-6366, 95-6451),
had arisen when judges of the U.S. Court of
Appeals for the Sixth Circuit found themselves
facing the question of whether the PLRA
requirement that a prisoner exhaust every
administrative step before filing suit applied to
cases pending before the appeals court when
the PLRA went into effect on April 26, 1996.

Since law school clinics often are involved
in prisoner-related issues, the court contacted
clinics in the four states of the circuit:
Michigan, Kentucky, Ohio and Tennessee. The
consolidated cases ultimately involved
attorneys from the Vanderbilt [Law School]
Legal Clinic and the University of Akron
School of Law’s Appellate Review Office, as
well as the Michigan Clinical Law Program.
“Because we were dealing with four states’

corrections systems, administrative procedures
and state laws — on an issue of first
impression nationally — the case would have
made a great educational tool for my clinic
students if any had been available to work on
it,” Reingold says.

Reingold and his colleagues argued that the
PLRA did not apply to appeals that already
were pending when the law went into effect.
“The stakes were high, because if we lost, some
1,500 cases would have been remanded,”
Reingold explains. He and his colleagues won
their case at the appeals court in April 1997.

Because the PLRA language is “explicitly
prospective and there is no reason to think that
Congress intended a retroactive effect, we will
not apply the new administrative exhaustion
requirement to these cases where appeals were
pending in this court on April 26, 1996, the
day the PLRA was enacted,” two of the three
sitting judges ruled. “These four cases are
properly before this court, and can be decided
without undertaking administrative
exhaustion.”

Judge Gilbert Merritt dissented: “Applying
the new statute to pending cases will not upset
settled expectation or vested rights of any kind.
All legitimate interests are served by such a rule
— the prisoner with a valid grievance, the
states which have created a fair process for
adjudicating such claims and the federal courts
which are now assigning such cases to pro se
law clerks and staff attorneys because we are
unable to cope with the volume of such cases
or treat them in the same way that we treat
regular federal question and diversity cases.”

In October the U.S. Supreme Court denied
certiorari in the case, leaving intact the appeals
court ruling that pending cases were not
affected by the PLRA administrative
exhaustion provision.
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AN
INTERNATIONAL
INTELLECTUAL
BANQUET

“This promises to be an intellectual
banquet, and we hope that you will feast
yourselves.”

With these words Dean Jeffrey S.
Lehman, '81, welcomed about 200
participants from 23 countries to the Law
School’s second International Reunion in
October — three days of speakers, panel
discussions, renewed friendships and the
opportunity to talk face to face with Law
School family members whose legal roles
embrace the world.

Keynote speaker Emilio Cardenas,
M.C.L. 66, ambassador-at-large for
Argentina and former president of the
United Nations Security Council, set the
stage for the weekend in his description
of the United Nations, the world’s best
known international organization, and
the issues at the UN that in many ways
are shared in a variety of other
international arenas.

Cardenas’ insiders view of efforts to
reform the UN Security Council and the
Councils changing role in the post-Cold
War world reflected issues of national
sovereignty, developed vs. developing
countries, command and control of
international forces, and national vs.
international priorities — issues that also
bedevil trade, taxation, international law
and nations’ foreign policies, among
others.

“When to use force?” Cardenas asked
in notes for his talk. “How much? How
to gain multinational support? What
should be the balance of representation
and authority? Who should pay? Who
should command?”
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Indeed, shortly after he spoke in Ann
Arbor, Cardenas was in Iraq wrestling
with many of these questions. He was
part of a three-member UN delegation
sent to Baghdad to convince Iraqi
President Saddam Hussein to reconsider
his ban against Americans on the UN
team that was inspecting Iraqi weapons
installations.

Cardenas was president of the
Security Council in the early 1990s when
the Council was wrestling with how to
deal with the civil war in Rwanda. “We
simply found no interest in the
international community to go forward,
when it would have taken very little to
stop the genocide there,” he said.

The UN is good at peacekeeping —
when all sides want peace, but peace-
enforcement is a very different task,
Cardenas said. “Robust military
capabilities are required. And good
information and intelligence must be
either available or supplied. Decisive
action requires a strong chain of
command and control.”

Discussions have been underway for
some time to enlarge the Security
Council by five permanent members, he
said, but the issue is filled with
questions: who will the five be, how will

they be chosen, how long will they serve,

will the new members have the veto, like
the original five permanent members?

Panelists and audience members listen intently as
John H. Pickering, 40, at right, Senior Counsel
with Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering, offers his ideas
during the program on “A Practical Approach to
International Commercial Arbitration.” Partcipants
discussed trends in international dispute resolution,
including the growing use of mediation.

Reunion participants discussed these
and other issues and compared different
countries’ approaches to a variety of
questions in panel discussions and
informal groups throughout the
weekend. Here is a sample from the
panel discussions:

B The Law and Ethics of Death and
Dying. With panelists Yale Kamisar of
the Law School; Pieter van Dijk, '70-'71,
83 Research Scholar, a member of the
Council of State of the Netherlands and
Judge at the European Court of Human
Rights; and John H. Pickering, '40, of
Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering,

Van Dijk explained that the Dutch
Parliament has refused to de-criminalize
helping another person to die and that

Dutch courts treat physician-assisted
suicide as a crime. Recently, he said, a
nurse acting under a physician’s order
was convicted after she gave an AIDS
patient a lethal dose of medication.
Physicians who assist a patient in suicide
are required to report the action to the
government, which will decide if the
physician will be prosecuted. Few cases
are prosecuted, but only an estimated

40 percent of assisted suicides are
reported because of the legally-mandated
procedures that must be followed, the
documentation that is required and the
chance that the physician may face legal
charges. “If the physician has followed
these procedures and met these
conditions there is still no guarantee
against being prosecuted,” van Dijk said.

M Reforming the Constitution for
Europe. With Eric Stein, 42, Hessel E.
Yntema Professor Emeritus of Law;
Jacques H.J. Bourgeois, '59-'60 Research
Scholar, of Akin, Gump, Strauss, Hauer
& Fields, Brussels; Robert M. Stern, of
the University of Michigan Economics
Department; and Michel Waelbroek, '69,
Visiting Professor, of Liedekerke Wolters
Waelbroeck & Kirkpatrick, Brussels, and
the University of Brussels Law Faculty.

Stein outlined the major steps over
the past 40 years in the evolution toward
European unity: formation of the
European Economic Community and the
European Atomic Energy Commission in
the 1950s, the Maastricht Treaty in 1992,
and the Amsterdam Treaty in 1997. “It is
immensely complicated,” he said,
bringing smiles to his listeners. “Those of
you who enjoy working with the Internal
Revenue Code would enjoy this.”

Stern said that it appears that the
European Monetary Union will be
launched on time, on January 1, 1999,
which will set Europe on the road
toward a single currency among
Monetary Union member states. Europe’s
common currency, the Euro, is to be
introduced in 2002.

ALUMNI

B War Crimes at the National and
International Level. With Professors
José Alvarez and Catharine A.
MacKinnon of the Law School faculty.

Alvarez, noting that 20th century
wars have claimed four times as many
civilian victims as military, defended the
value of war crimes tribunals like those
in The Hague and for Rwanda despite
their shortcomings. In Rwanda, for
example, one percent of the population
is awaiting trial and the tribunal has
neither the money nor the personnel to
handle such numbers. In the case of the
tribunal considering crimes in the
Balkans, he said it is “disturbing” that
charges of rape were dropped in the case
against Dusko Tadic, who was convicted
on 11 of the 31 charges against him.

MacKinnon, however, won a decision
in the U.S. Court of Appeals for the
Second Circuit that victims of rape in
genocide in Bosnia could proceed for
damages against Bosnian Serb leader
Radovan Karadzic under the 1789 U S.
Alien Tort Act. MacKinnon, working pro
bono on the case, and her clients filed
the action when Karadzic visited the U.S.
“After fighting us hard for four years he
folded. . .,” she said. “He is in default
now.”

Other panels, moderators and
participants, included:

B The WTO and Its Dispute
Procedures: Appraising the First Three
Years. With panelists John H. Jackson,
'59, Hessel E. Yntema Professor of Law;
Marco C.E.J. Bronckers, LL.M. '80, of
Stibbe Simont Monahan Duhot, Brussels;
and Debra Steger, '83, Director of the
Appellate Body Secretariat of the World
Trade Organization (WTO).

M Cultural Differences in
Negotiation. With James J. White, '62,
Robert A. Sullivan Professor of Law;
Walter Konig, M.C.L. '69, Attorney in
Zurich; Yoichiro Yamakawa, M.C.L. ’69,
of Koga & Partners, Tokyo; and John
Lonsberg, '79, of Bryan Cave, St. Louis.

B Globalization of Antitrust. With
Thomas Kauper, '60, Henry M. Butzel
Professor of Law; Jean-Francois Bellis,
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Professor of Law José Alvarez, who has served as a
member of the ABA Task Force on War Crimes in
the former Yugoslavia, discusses war crimes
tribunals at The Hague and elsewhere during the
program on “War Crimes at the National and
International Level.” At right is Professor of Law
and co-panelist Catharine A. MacKinnon, whose
pro bono work on behalf of war victims in Bosnia
led to a judgment for civil damages against Bosnian
leader Radovan Karadzic in the U.S. Court of
Appeals for the Second Circuit. MacKinnon
brought the action under the 18th century Alien
Tort Statute.

Reform of the UN Security Council may take

many years, International Reunion keynote speaker
Emilio ]. Cardenas, M.C.L. '66, of Argentina, tells
reunion participants at the Law School in October.
Cdrdenas, executive director of Roberts S.A. de

Inversiones in Buenos Aires and Argentinian
ambassador-at-large, is his country’s former
ambassador to the United Nations and past

president of the UN Security Council.

LL.M. '74. of Van Bael & Bellis, Brussels;
and Elaine Johnston, L.L.M. '87, of
White and Case, New York.

M A Practical Approach to
International Commercial Arbitration.
With Whitmore Gray, '57, Professor
Emeritus of Law; Giorgio Bernini, LL.M.
’54, S.J.D. 59, of Studio Bernini Associati
and Chair of International Commercial
and Arbitration Law, University of
Bologna; and Manuel Teehankee, LL.M.
'86, Attorney in Manila and New York.
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In a special luncheon talk, Assistant
Professor of Law Michael Heller
discussed “Property in the Transition
from Marx to Markets.” As it occurred in
the former Soviet Union, the transition
from state to private property often
spread different parts of the total rights
to a piece of property among many
owners, creating the problem of the
“anticommons,” Heller explained.

For example, one “owner” might have
the right to collect rent, another the right
to sell the property, still another the right
to renovate it. In such cases each partial
owner may be able to exclude others
from using the property, but cannot use
it himself, thereby creating a problem of
under-use.

“The structure of privatization matters

more than perhaps we realize,” Heller said.

The reunion also included field trips
to campus and nearby sites and a gala
banquet at the recently renovated
Michigan Union. “A truly magnificant
weekend,” Lehman called the gathering.

“We hope this is a weekend you will

long remember,” Lehman and Virginia B.

Gordan, Assistant Dean for International
and Graduate Programs, told attendees.
“Thank you for traveling all this distance

to rejoin your friends at the Law School.”

Audio versions of all International
Reunion programs are accessible
through the Law School web page
(www.law.umich.edu).

Panelist Walter Konig, M.C.L. 69, an
attorney in Zurich, explains his point during
a discussion of “Cultural Differences in

Negotiation.” At right is Yoichiro Yamakawa,
M.C.L. 69, of Koga & Partners in Tokyo.

Bringing an international perspective to the debate
on physician-assisted suicide, Pieter van Dijk, *70-
71, '83 Research Scholar, left, member of the
Council of State of the Netherlands and Judge of the
European Court of Human Rights, joins panelists
Yale Kamisar, Clarence Darrow Distinguished
University Professor of Law, and John H. Pickering,
40, Senior Council with Wilmer; Cutler &
Pickering, to discuss “The Law and Ethics of Death
and Dying.” In the Netherlands, van Dijk said,
physicians operate in a nether world where the
action of assisting in a suicide legally is to be
reported to government officials, who will decide
whether to prosecute the physician. In practice, few
reported instances of physician assisted suicide are
prosecuted, but many go unreported.

The view from the world’s highest benches

A special feature of the International Reunion was a panel discussion bringing
together three of the eight members of the Law School family who currently sit on the
highest courts of their respective countries:

Vojtech Cepl, a research scholar at the Law School in 1968, sits on the Supreme
Court of the Czech Republic; Florenz D. Regalado, LL.M. ’63, is a justice on the Supreme
Court of the Philippines; and Pieter van Dijk, '70-'71, '83 Research Scholar, is a member
of both the Council of State of the Netherlands, his country’s highest administrative
court, and of the European Court of Human Rights.

Dean Jeffrey S. Lehman, '81, moderated the discussion. “One of the truly wonderful
tributes that the Law School has enjoyed over the years is its wonderful representation
on the world’s judiciaries,” Lehman noted in introducing the justices.

The Czech Republic’s Supreme Court, like those in most post-communist countries, is
based on the German model and deals with constitutional complaints and petitions for
the annulment of unconstitutional statutes, Cepl explained. “The majority of cases are
constitutional complaints when statutory rights have been violated by a public body,”
and are dealt with by a three-judge panel, he said.

The Philippines’ 15-member Supreme Court is patterned after the U.S. system and
handles “all kinds of cases,” Regalado said. The court had a backlog of 11,000 cases,
including a case dating from 1932, when he was named to it in 1988, said Regalado, who
chairs one of the court’s three divisions and has a reputation for diligence and efficiency.
Today the court has 4,000 ongoing cases on its docket.

The Council of State, the Netherlands’ oldest court, must approve legislation before
its goes to Parliament, van Dijk explained. The court handles 4,000-5,000 cases a year
and may delegate simpler cases to a single member. The European Council of Human
Rights investigates if a country’s laws violate the European Human Rights Convention
and only has jurisdiction over complaints against political states.

In response to questions, the panelists explained that:

B Each justice of the Czech Republic’s Supreme Court has a personal assistant who
must have five years legal experience to be hired (Cepl uses two part-time assistants
who are university teachers); the Supreme Court of the Philippines provides each justice
with a staff of about 15 people, of whom about five are lawyers, plus the court itself
has a staff of career attorneys for research, to simplify issues and sometimes to draft
statements of facts; the Council of Human Rights’ judges have no personal staffs for
research and the Dutch Council of State has a staff of about 50 lawyers for
research work.

B The European Council of Human Rights has no enforcement powers and only can
make declaratory judgments. It also can levy damages, and “so far all damages have been
paid by governments.”

B The Czech Republic's Supreme Court does not do comparative constitutional
research; the Philippines’ Supreme Court deals with a mix of American and Spanish-
derived law; the Council of Human Rights “depends very heavily” on the case law of
member states but has no facilities for comparative study. “I think that it is a gap that
there is no research facility to make comparative studies,” van Dijk said.

B The Czech Republic’s Supreme Court only has functioned for three years, so it has
not yet reversed an earlier ruling; some cases have been changed in the Philippines;
neither the Dutch Council of State nor the European Council of Human Rights is bound
by its precedents.

Justice Florenz D. Regalado, LL.M. '63, of the Supreme Court of the Philippines, describes the
operations of the court during a special Reunion program on national supreme courts. At left is Pieter
van Dijk, '70-'71, 83 Research Scholar, of the Council of State of the Netherlands and the Eumpcan
Court of Human Rights; at right is Justice Vojtech Cepl, ‘68 Research Scholar, of the Constitutional
Court of the Czech Republic.
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(Celebrating ties
with the
Law School

The ties between the Law School
and its graduates remain strong
throughout graduates’ lives, and
many graduates return to the School
as often as they can. Alumni reunion
weekends, however, offer a special
time for returns, and for three
weekends last fall, the Law School
became a place where time
telescoped and graduates walked
where they had walked as students,
reveled in their recollections, and
renewed ties among themselves that
had loosened in the years since the
Law Quad had been home.

Graduates of the classes of 1942,
'46/°47, 52,62, and '67 had their
reunions September 12-14; classes of
1972,°77,°82, 87 and '92 returned to
the Law School September 19-21. The
Class of 1957 held its reunion October
31-November 2.

Schedules included the opportunity to
attend current Law School classes, tours,
individual class gatherings and banquets,
guest speakers, a faculty panel discussion
on the goals of a legal education, and
football: Michigan’s Wolverines trounced
the University of Colorado 27-3 on
September 13, walked over Baylor 38-3
on September 20, and stalled the
University of lowa 28-24 on November 1
on their way to an undefeated season.

Dean Jeffrey S. Lehman, ‘81, gave each
reunion gathering an overview of recent
events at the Law School. “When 1
became dean three years ago I inherited a
law school that was in magnificent
condition from my predecessor, Lee
Bollinger,” Lehman reported.

Among his other points:

B The Law School has improved its
ratio of faculty to students, partly by
lowering slightly the number of first year
students that it accepts, and also by
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ABOVE: Jerry Fullmer, 62, and Mary Quinn,
of Cleveland, Ohio, stroll through the Law
Quadrangle during reunion activities at the
Law School in September.

RIGHT: A doff of the hat to the
past: each class group that had
a reunion in September had its
own session for a formal
program, reminiscences and the
discussion that are part of every
graduate’ reunion at the

Law School.



Sidney C. Kleinman, ’57, takes
the prize for the most unusual
way of traveling to his reunion
— by bicycle. Kleinman, an
avid cyclist who pedaled 500
miles across Montana last
summer; bicycled more than
250 miles in three days from
his hometown of Chicago to
Ann Arbor to attend his reunion
October 31-November 2
Kleinman proved his dedication
when he continued with his
planned bicycle route after
being struck by a taxicab only
eight blocks from home.
Fortunately, he suffered only
minor injuries. “Are you going
to sue me?” Kleinman says the
cabbie asked. “No,” Kleinman
answered. “I've got to get to
Ann Arbor.”

ALUMNI

bringing in more visiting faculty and
adding the Legal Practice Program and its
eight professors for first-year students.

M “A substantial portion” of the funds
raised in the Law Schools Campaign
[see story on page 3 and the special
Campaign Briefs that conclude this issue]
are earmarked for financial aid to
students. By the time they finish law
school, graduates have an average debt of
$80,000 for law school and
undergraduate costs. Current Law School
tuition — more than $17,000 per year
for Michigan residents and more than
$23,000 per year for non-residents — is
“unconscionably high.”

B The Law Schools international
programs have continued to grow, with
“a substantial externship program” in
South Africa and Cambodia and
expanding opportunities for students to
spend a semester abroad. The faculty
exchange program with Japan continues
and the International Reunion (see story
page 42) strengthens these bonds.

B Conferences like the recent ones on
“Making Development Work Without
Forgetting the Poor: Rethinking Our
Common Future” and “Constitution-
Making in South Africa” enrich the
intellectual life of the Law School by
focusing on major issues and bringing
experts from around the world together
at the Law School to discuss them.

B The Law School’s web page
(www.law.umich.edu), accessible by
anyone able to use the Internet, expands
the School’s ability to communicate with
people regardless of time or distance.

B Clinical programs have continued
to expand and the Law School now has
an Associate Dean for Clinical Affairs
(former Coordinator of Clinical Programs
Suellyn Scarnecchia, '81).

M Donations from generous alumni
have allowed the Law School to launch
new programs in legal ethics and
alternative dispute resolution.

In one faculty panel discussion on the
subject of “What Is The Point of a Legal
Education Anyway?”, Professors Sherman
Clark, Samuel Gross and Peter Hammer
agreed that they must teach the basics of
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legal practice, like how to read cases and
use them to bolster your position, how
to present and evaluate evidence, and
other skills that legal practice demands.
Each also offered other goals for legal
education:

M Clark: Acquire the ability to make a
“sympathetic engagement” by learning to
fully understand your opponent’s
position and rationale.

B Gross: Learn the methods of other
disciplines, learn to understand how the
justice system and society interact, and
learn “the habit of being honest with
themselves.”

M Hammer: Learn how to deal with
ambiguity, “recognize that facts are as
fungible and indeterminate as law,” and
“learn to choose one outcome from
among many and advocate it.”

Each reunion in September featured
as a speaker who was a graduate of one
of the reunioning classes. On September
12 the speaker was Eli Segal, ‘67, the
spearhead and former CEO of the
National Community Service Initiative in
the Clinton Administraiton; on
September 19 the speaker was Lawrence
Joseph, '75, a professor of law at St.
John’s University in New York and a
published poet who turned to prose for
his most recent book, Lawyerland: What

Lawyers Talk About When They Talk About
The Law (see story on page 67).

In an often light, self-deprecating talk,
Segal praised the value of volunteer
service in the life of lawyers and others.
Noting that he helped to manage a
number of losing presidential campaigns
— those of Eugene McCarthy, George
McGovern, Michael Dukakis, Phil Kerry,
and Gary Hart — Segal said that
Clinton’s call for a national service
initiative was “the one campaign promise
that this child of the '60s could not
ignore.” By the end of Clinton’s second
term more people will have served in
Americorps than in all of the Peace
Corps, he said. Using a blend of stories
about Americorps volunteers and the
words of a Civilian Conservation Corps
worker who told Americorps volunteers
in Philadelphia how that experience 60
years ago had changed him, Segal
stressed the value of volunteer service
work to those who give it as well as
those who receive its benefits.

As for law students, he said, “I believe
that if students do volunteer work in law
school it is far more likely that they will
do civic work during their careers.”

“Great people,” he said, “are measured
by the lack of distance between
themselves and others.”

Paul G. Kauper Professor of Law Douglas A. Kahn moderates a discussion of retirement preparation for
members of the Class of 1967. Note the unusual seating arrangement, in which participants in the session
voluntarily occupy first- and second-row seats.
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A different
kind of
Saturday

And how do you like to
spend your Saturday mornings’

Some Law School graduates in
Washington, D.C., have come up with
an answer that may surprise you,
given how precious weekends are to
most lawyers: they become volunteer
attorneys for clients who seek help
from the Advice and Referral Clinic,
which is run by the Washington, D.C.,
Bar’s Public Service Activities
Corporation (PSAC).

The volunteers, who are members
of the University of Michigan Law
School Club of Washington, D.C.,
devote one Saturday morning every
three months to the pro bono work.
“We've committed to do this
quarterly,” says W. Todd Miller, '86,
President of the club.

Many lawyers enjoy doing pro bono
work but lack the time to devote to an
entire case, says Miller, half of the two-
man firm Baker & Miller. “For me, at
least, it’s hard to take on a case pro
bono because of the amount of time
that it may involve.”

The opportunity to devote half a
day every three months to talking with
clients and perhaps referring them to
community agencies or other lawyers
for follow-up help is tailor-made for
busy lawyers like Miller, an antitrust
specialist. Many times, volunteers like
Miller also find themselves dealing
with cases and drawing on community
resources that are very different from
what they encounter in their daily
legal practices.

“Its challenging,” Miller says. “It’s
something different. You're dealing
with people and problems in different
ways.”



Most clinic clients cannot afford to
hire lawyers. They bring to the
volunteers cases involving bankruptcy,
consumer issues, employment, family,
health, housing, immigration/asylum,
personal injury, probate, public benefits,
taxes and just about anything else you
can imagine. In November, one client
wanted an amendment to a child custody
agreement; another was embroiled in a
disagreement with a contractor and
could not get an occupancy permit for a
new home.

“There are so many things that
people come in with,” explains Gary A.
MacDonald, '88, an antitrust specialist
with Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher &
Flom L.L.P, who helped Miller organize
the volunteer effort. Many times
volunteers like Miller and MacDonald
merely help people sort through their
problem to determine if they have an
actionable issue or a problem that might
be solved administratively or otherwise
short of legal action.

“They're totally different from my
everyday practice,” MacDonald said of
the issues he faces as a volunteer. “I think
the people who come in feel they get a
lot of value out of what we do. And I feel
good about being able to help — and
they certainly need the help.”

PSAC staff attorneys with experience
in the kinds of issues raised by the
clinic’s clients back up the volunteers and
help them identify community resources,
referral attorneys and other ways to help
the clients. In turn, the presence of the
volunteers allows the more experienced
clinic attorneys to concentrate on the
thorniest cases and increases the total
number of clients the clinic can serve.

Volunteers from the Law School’s
alumni group in Washington first staffed
the clinic in August. They returned in
November and will continue to return
quarterly.

Volunteers for the August and
November clinics included: Miller and
MacDonald; Nancy Broff, '76, General
Counsel for the Career College
Association; Lauren Popper, '96, Staft

Attorney in the Enforcement Division of
the Securities and Exchange
Commission; Linda Shore, '83, a
Principal with Groom & Nordberg;
Marilyn Mann, ‘88, Senior Counsel with
the Division of Investment Management
of the Securities and Exchange
Commission; Laura Regan, 96, of
Skadden, Arps; and Roopal Shah, 95, of
Shearman & Sterling. Two other lawyers
who received their undergraduate
degrees from the University of Michigan
but studied law elsewhere, also took part
in the November clinic (Stephanie
Napier, '93 undergrad; and Richard
Gagnon, Jr., ‘88 undergrad).

The idea for the volunteer effort was
the brainchild of John M. Nannes, ‘73,
also of Skadden, Arps. Nannes has been
active in the Law School Club and is a
member of the D.C. Bars PSAC.

“The Law School Club meets two or
three times a year for lunch, but we have
been looking for ways to expand our
activities,” Nannes says. “This project is
such a logical idea: it brings Michigan
alums together in a way that benefits
some of the neediest in our community.
To the best of our knowledge, this is the
first time that a law school club in
Washington has staffed a pro bono clinic
in this fashion. It sure would be nice if
we could export this concept to
Michigan alums in other cities.”

.
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“You're dealing with people and problems in
different ways,” Todd Miller; '86, third from left,
says of the University of Michigan Law School Club
of Washington, D.C., program to provide volunteers
to help staff the Advice and Referral Clinic in
Washington, D.C. Here, Miller joins other
volunteers who worked at the clinic in November:
Gary A. MacDonald, '88; Nancy Broff, '76;

Marilyn Mann, ’88; Linda Shore, '83; and Lauren
Popper; "96.
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Law School graduates win top State Bar awards

Raymond H. Dresser; Jr, '56

University of
Michigan Law School
graduates have won
both of the State Bar of
Michigan’s top awards
for “Lifetime achieve-
ment in the legal
profession.” Three Law
School graduates also
are among the seven
attorneys awarded the
State Bars Champions
of Justice Award.

Raymond H.
Dresser, Jr., '56, of
Sturgis, and Wallace D.
Riley, ’52, of Detroit,
won the Roberts P
Hudson Award, which
is named after the State
Bar’s first president and
is considered the
organization’s highest
award. Robert L. Segar,
’60, of Flint, Donald L.
Reisig, '58, director of
litigation for Legal Aid
of Central Michigan,
and Stuart D. Hubbell,
'49, of Traverse City, all
won the State Bar’s
Champions of Justice
Award.

Stuart D. Hubbell, 49

Dresser, a partner in
the Dresser Law Office,
which celebrates 100
years in Sturgis this
year, served 13 years as
Sturgis City Attorney
and has provided
counsel to many
community organi-
zations. Son of a
former State Bar of
Michigan president, he
has served the State
Bar as treasurer and
Executive Committee
member and has been
state co-chair of
LAWPAC since 1990.

Riley, founder and
CEO of Riley and
Roumell, PC., in
Detroit, is a former
president of both the
American Bar
Association and the
State Bar of Michigan.
He served nearly 20
years on the State Bar’s
Board of Commissioners
and for nine years on
the ABA Board of
Governors. He has
been president of the
Michigan Supreme
Court Historical
Society for the past 10
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Donald L. Reisig, ’58

years. He has served as
an Oakland University
trustee, chairman of
the State Board of
Canvassers and special
Assistant Attorney
General and has led
U.S. delegations to the
Soviet Union, Peoples
Republic of China and
Ireland.

Segar, a solo practi-
tioner in Flint, has
litigated several land-
mark cases, perhaps
the most significant
being Butts v. Harrison,
which was consoli-
dated with another
case and led to the U.S.
Supreme Court ruling
that outlawed the poll
tax as unconstitutional
racial discrimination.

Reisig, is a former
Circuit Court judge,
Ingham County
Prosecuting Attorney
and Lansing City
Attorney. A former
president of the State
Bar and former chair-
man of its Representative
Assembly, he received
the Ingham County Bar
Association’s Outstanding

Wallace D. Riley, 52

Lawyer of the Year
Award in 1989. Before
taking his unpaid
position with Legal Aid
of Central Michigan, he
spent two years in the
former Soviet Union
helping the Ukrainian
goverment write a
national constitution,
and he helped the
government of Georgia
set up a legal education
system.

Hubbell, with
attorneys Bruce
Donaldson, former
director of Thomas M.
Cooley Law School in
Lansing and former
chair of the State Board
of Tax Appeals, and
Raymond J. MacNeil,
who practices in
Gaylord, received the
award for their six-year
court battle on behalf
of indigent clients
wrongly convicted of
first-degree murder.
They worked together
on the 1986 Jerry
Tobias murder case in
Gaylord, Hubbell and
MacNeil as court-
appointed public

Robert L. Segar, ‘60

defenders and
Donaldson, then senior
partner of Dykema
Gossett in Detroit, who
joined the case pro
bono and worked on it
for three years.

Hubbell and his
three sons practice
together in Traverse
City. He is former
prosecuting attorney of
Grand Traverse County
and served from 1972-
78 as U.S. Magristrate
for the Federal District
Court of the Western
District of Michigan.
President Lyndon B.
Johnson honored him
with a special
Presidential Award in
1965.

Other Champions of
Justice Award winners
were Myzell Sowell of
Detroit and Michigan
Supreme Court Justice
Dorothy Comstock
Riley.

The awards were
presented during the
State Bar’s 62nd
Annual Conference in
Detroit in September.



PayLLis HURwITZ MARCUS, '93:

Helping Appleseed grow

Phyllis Hurwitz Marcus,
'03, always has tuned to the
muse of the public good.

“At the beginning, when 1
entered law school, I knew
that what was going on in the
classroom couldn’t comprise
my whole education,” she
says. “And I had a goal of
going into public interest
work from the outset.”

So she spent her Law
School years in action as well
as academics, in what she
calls “a holistic and broad-
based experience” that
eventually won her the Jane
L. Mixer Memorial Award for
advancing the cause of social
justice. She worked with the
Family Law Project, served as
a student attorney with the
Child Advocacy Law Clinic,
worked on the Battered
Women’s Clemency Project,
chaired the Law School’s
‘Firm Commitment” Program
and served as Symposium
Editor and Notes Editor for
the University of Michigan
Journal of Law Reform.

She’s still using that
‘holistic and broad-based
approach,” this time as Legal
Director for the Washington,
D.C.-based Appleseed
Foundation, which was
formed five years ago “to
mobilize lawyers and others
who have achieved a measure
of personal success to apply
their leverage, skills and
experience for the public
good.”

The Appleseed
Foundation, which had
spawned 12 state Appleseed
Centers by last fall, began at
the 35-year reunion of the
Harvard Law School Class of
1958, whose members
include consumer advocate
Ralph Nader and Harvard
Law Professor/ABC-TV
commentator Arthur Miller.
Nader said then that the
criterion for establishing
Appleseed Centers is that they
fight “abuses of power from
the streets to the suites.”

He continued: “These
centers are expected to be
autonomous. They are
expected to be community-
supported. The idea is not to
provide legal service for
people with individual
problems, but to provide a
task-force approach to
problems.”

In a financial version of
Johnny Appleseed-style
generosity, the Foundation
provides seed money to a
state center, which must raise
the remainder of its funds on
its own. University of
Michigan Law School Dean
Jeffrey S. Lehman, '81, is a
member of the Foundation’s
Advisory Council. Marcus is
glad to have Lehman aboard
as an advisor — she recalls
him as “a mentor” during her
Law School student days.

“I took Welfare Law with
Jeffrey Lehman, and also a
seminar in The American
Urban Underclass, which was
eye opening to me,” Marcus
recalls. “1 was so pleased with
my time at Michigan because
[ found it a relatively
noncompetitive environment
to go to law school, and one

in which I could explore my
own interests in law. There
wasn't an institutional agenda,
it wasn't corporate minded. I
found I had one on one
relations with professors. And
I got quickly into the Family
Law Project, which led the
way to numerous public
interest activities.”

Marcus, formerly a litigator
with Crowell & Moring, LLP,
joined Appleseed in
September 1996 as the
foundations first Legal
Director. “The thought was
that the legal director should
help to coordinate the setup
of new Appleseed Centers,
and also connect all existing
centers into a true
information sharing network,”
she explains. “So I monitor
the work of the existing
centers and provide a
significant amount of
organizational help and
advice to those centers.”

In Louisiana, one of the
states where Marcus has
helped to organize an
Appleseed Center, she
worked with Center leaders
to identify and prioritize the
issues on which they initially
would concentrate. They
decided their top priority
should be consumer
protection because Louisiana
state government did not
have a consumer protection
arm nor was there an
independent consumer watch
group in the state. The
Louisiana Appleseed Center
also ranks housing
rehabilitation as a high
priority.

Phyllis Hurwitz Marcus, 93

As for the network that
Marcus helps manage, it has
opened the way for a variety
of technical assistance to the
state centers, including a
recent telephone conference
that linked Appleseed Center
leaders in several states with
Joan Bernstein, Director of the
Consumer Protection Division
of the Federal Trade
Commission and a member of
the Appleseed Foundation’s
Board of Directors.

The network also has
shown leaders that
counterparts in several states
face similar issues. There are
internal issues, like those of
staffing, running nonprofit
corporations and budgeting.
And there are community
issues. “New Jersey and
Connecticut are working on
Blue Cross-Blue Shield
conversions,” Marcus says.
“Several centers are working
on issues of juvenile justice.
Many centers are doing
welfare reform, and starting to
look into the privatization of
benefits distribution
programs.”

1 > » 52
Continued on page 52
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Continued from page 51

Marcus also will be
involved with Appleseed’s
establishment of issued-based
centers like the Appleseed
Center for Electoral Reform,
which is run by students at
Harvard Law School. Among
the other issues that new
centers could address are
Immigration, government
accountability and

Finding For The Defense —

consumer law.

“We think that the best
chance for a multi-perspective
approach would be to
establish each center within a
law school that has a
university attached to it,” she
says. “One of Appleseed’s
overarching goals is to
provide intergenerational
experiences for lawyers,” and

such centers bring together
students, faculty members
and veteran attorneys.
Appleseed already has had
several queries from
Michigan, she says.

Such work is a far cry
from the general commercial
litigation that Marcus
previously practiced. She says
that she was uncomfortable

with the process-centered
nature of litigation and also
found herself increasingly
interested in ways to solve
disputes before they go to
litigation.

“At Appleseed,” she says,
“we use the whole range of
skills that lawyers bring to the
table to solve matters short
of litigation.”

PHOTO © ANNA NG DELORT/COURTESY STEPHEN F BLACK, '68

Stephen E Black, '68, standing at left, argues in defense of King Richard I1I of England before a tribunal
composed of U.S. Supreme Court Justice Ruth Bader Ginsberg, Chief Justice William H. Rehnquist,

and Supreme Court Justice Stephen Breyer in this scene from the Shakespeare Theatre benefit mock trial
that appeared on C-Span in November. The mock trial, argued last summer at the Supreme Court as a
benefit for the Shakespeare Theatre, revolved on the question “Did Richard murder or cause to be
murdered the children in the tower?” The two boys being held in the Tower of London could have claimed
the throne that Richard IIT occupied from 1483-85. Arguing in Richard III5 defense, Black, a partner with
Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering and a member of the Shakespeare Theatre Lawyers Committee, and his
colleague Dennis Flannery won the judgment of the court.
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Saxton, ’52, wins Distinguished Service Award

The Labor and
Employment Law Section of
the State Bar of Michigan has
awarded its Distinguished
Service Award to William M.
Saxton, 52, former chairman
and CEO of Butzel Long and
currently a member of the
firm’s board of directors.

Saxton is only the second
attorney to receive the award,
which was presented at the
Labor and Employment Law
Section’s mid-winter meeting
on January 30.

The Distinguished Service
Award honors “a labor law
attorney who has truly made
an outstanding contribution
to the labor law field,” said
Sheldon Stark, chairman of
the Labor and Employment
Law Section. “Bill Saxton has
been a good friend to me and
my office and he has been the
‘Dean of the Management Bar’
since I have been practicing.
He is universally respected
and a person totally deserving
of this recognition.”

Over his 45-year career,

Saxton has been a trial lawyer,

negotiator and counselor for
many public and private
employers and multi-
employer associations. He has
a reputation among his peers
for fairness, integrity and a
commitment to excellence.
Saxton is a Fellow of the
American College of Trial
Lawyers, a Life Fellow of the
American Bar Foundation, a
Fellow of the Michigan Bar
Foundation and a life
member of the U.S. Sixth
Circuit Court of Appeals
Judicial Conference. A
recipient of the Nathan

William M. Saxton, ’52

Goodnow award for
achievement in the practice of
law and impact on the
community from the
Metropolitan Detroit Bar
Association, Saxton is a
Fellow Emeritus of the
American Inns of Court and a
1987 recipient of the
Michigan Road Builders’
Association’s Distinguished
Service Award. He is listed in
Best Lawyers in America, Who's
Who in American Law and
Who’s Who in America.

Both sides of the bench

Sometimes Law School
graduates find themselves on
opposite sides of cases,
sometimes on the same side.
And sometimes one graduate
finds himself in front of the
bench and the other at the
bench.

This was the case with
Robert A. Stein, '71, of Stein
Volinsky & Callaghan in
Concord, New Hampshire.
Stein represented plaintiffs in
Claremont v. Governor, et al,
and argued before the New
Hampshire Supreme Court
that New Hampshire’s state
constitution obligates the state
to provide adequate education
to every educable child in

public schools in the state. In
addition, he argued, the state
constitution obligates New
Hampshire to provide
funding adequate to provide
that education.

On the other side of the
Supreme Court bench, one of
Stein listeners was New
Hampshire Chief Justice
David Brock, 63, who would
write the courts decision.
“Given the complexities of
our society today, the State’s
constitutional duty extends
beyond mere reading, writing,
and arithmetic,” Brock wrote.
“It also includes broad
educational opportunities
needed in today’s society to
prepare citizens for their role
as participants and as
potential competitors in
today’s marketplace of ideas.”

Stein recently received a
plaque commemorating his
work in the case.

AV M N

—

Behind the Scenes
of Clerkships —

The Hon. Cornelia Kennedy, 47, of
the U.S. Court of Appeals for the
Sixth Circuit, relaxes after discussing
the value of court clerkships in a
program in November. Kennedy, a
founder in 1979 of the National
Association of Women Judges, is one
of several members of her immediate
and extended family to attend the
Law School or the University of
Michigan. Kennedy and her sister
Margaret, 45, now retired from the
47th District Court of Michigan,
were the only two sitting judges who
were sisters when the National
Association of Women Judges was
founded in 1979. Their mother,
Margaret Groefsema, attended the
Law School part-time for a year
before her death in 1932; she was
granted status as a special student
because of her family responsibilities.
In her talk, Kennedy said that
ide:
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George W. Crockett, 34

Two prominent
graduates of the Law School
who devoted their careers in
the law and politics to
improving civil rights have

died:

M George W. Crockett, 34,

whose heroic efforts on the
part of African-Americans
earned him renown as a
defense lawyer and judge and
won him a seat in the U.S.
House of Representatives
from 1980-91, died
September 7 in Washington,
D.C. He was 88.

B Cecil E Poole, '38, the
first black U.S. attorney
outside of the U.S. Virgin
Islands and the first black
federal judge in northern
California, died November 12
at age 83.

“In the quest for racial
equality, Mr. Crockett often
operated so far beyond the
trenches that it was often
decades before society caught
up,” The New York Times said
in announcing his death.

During World War II, as
the first hearing officer for the
Fair Employment Practices
Committee, Crockett
demanded that companies
use race-neutral hiring and
promotion policies. As a
judge on Detroit’s Recorder’s
Court during the 1960s and
'70s, he denounced police
brutality and became widely
known for handing out
lenient sentences to first
offenders and those he
believed to have been the
victims of police brutality.
When Detroit police seized
about 140 people in a church
after a sniper fired from a
church and killed a police
officer, Crockett went to the
police station uninvited,
declared his court to be in
session there and freed most
of the detainees because he
said they were being held
without probable cause.

54 THE UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN LAwW ScHOOL

Cecil E Poole, 38
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A founder of the law firm
Goodman, Crockett, Eden
and Robb in Detroit, Crockett
helped to organize and served
as director of the legal arm of
the Mississippi Project, which
sent 60 lawyers to southern
states to defend civil rights
workers. Crockett also helped
to organize the National Bar
Association’s Judicial Council
to help black judges lead in
their fight for equal justice;
the Council now includes
some 400 black judges.

Last year he received the
State Bar of Michigan’s
Champions of Justice award
for his longtime service to
civil rights and the legal
profession.

Poole, who was named to
the U.S. Court of Appeals for
the Ninth Circuit by President
Jimmy Carter, served on the
court from 1979-96.
President John E Kennedy
named him U.S. Attorney for
San Francisco in 1961, and
Poole became well known for
refusing to prosecute
hundreds of draft evaders.
This and other actions led
then-Senator George Murphy
of California to block both of
President Lyndon B. Johnson's
nominations of Poole to the
Federal District Court for
Northern California. Poole
then went into private
practice, concentrating on
entertainment law. In 1979
President Gerald R. Ford
named him to the Federal
District Court, making him
the first black federal judge in
Northern California.

Before becoming a judge,
Poole had served as director
of the NAACP Legal Defense
and Educational Fund from
1971-76. He taught law at the
University of California at
Berkeley in the 1970s. He
served as a lieutenant in the
Judge Advocate Generals
office of the Army Air Corps
during World War II.



APRPUMNI

Finding the Future? —

Carol Kanarek, 79, left, owner of Carol Kanarek Career Consulting for Lawyers in New
York City, tells Law School students that the Big Apple is the “business and financial hub of
the United States” and that most legal practice there involves “some aspect of corporate,
business and banking.” Above, Frank Kimball, ‘77, of Kimball Legal Consulting in Chicago,
outlines the nature of legal work and legal employment in the Windy City. According to
Kimball: “The entry level hiring picture is brighter than it has been since 1989. . . . Like all
of our colleagues in the world of business, we must compete to survive. There is no reason to
grow weak in the knees simply because we are now part of the free enterprise system.
Lawyers should welcome the challenge, make the changes necessary to compete, and retain
our spiritual commitment to what should always be a calling.” Kanarek and Kimball
delivered two of the five programs in a series of talks in Fall Term to acquaint law students
with the nature of legal work and opportunities available to new lawyers in New York,
Chicago, California, Detroit and Washington, D.C. The series was sponsored by the Office
of Career Services.

The (Skadden) Network —

Steve Tobocman, 97, explains how he contacted Skadden Fellows in many

locations, talked with potential sponsors in Detroit, and several times telephoned
Skadden Fellowships Director Susan Butler Plum, left, as he prepared his
successful application for a Skadden Fellowship to work with Michigan Legal
Services in Detroit in community development law. “What I'm doing I don't
think anyone else in the country would have funded,” Tobocman told law
students in September. “I think that you should go out and find something that
you want to do, and make it fit” Skadden Fellowship requirements, he said.
Plum, who noted that Dean Jeffrey S. Lehman, ‘81, is one of the trustees who
determine Skadden Fellowship winners, said that half of Skadden Fellowship
winners are still at the original placements up to nine years later and that 90
percent of them remain in public interest practice. Twenty-five fellowships are
awarded each year. Skadden winners and applicants often call on each other for
help, and the network of current and former Skadden Fellows is tightly knit.
“We're trying to build a public interest law firm without walls,” Plum said. The
fellowships program, begun nearly nine years ago, is sponsored by Skadden,
Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom LLP through the Skadden Fellowship Foundation.
In addition to Tobocman, Law School graduate Bonita P Tenneriello, ‘96, won a
Skadden Fellowship last year to work with the Michigan Migrant Legal
Assistance Project.
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50TH REUNION

The class of 1948 Reunion
will be June 5-7

1953

45TH REUNION

The class of 1953 Reunion
will be Sept. 11-13

George R. Glass has retired as
Executive Director of the
Indiana Judicial Center in
Indianapolis and is now living
in Bloomington, Indiana.

401TH REUNION

The class of 1958 Reunion
will be Sept. 11-13

1959

Hans Christian Krueger has
been elected Deputy Secretary-
General of the Council of
Europe. He was previously
Secretary of the European
Commission of Human Rights.

Robert C. Weinbaum, a
member of the Office of General
Counsel, General Motors
Corporation, Detroit, was elected
chair of the Section of Antitrust
Law of the American Bar
Association.

n-oilL e s

1960

Boris Kozolchyk, S.J.D., director
of the National Law Center for
Inter-American Free Trade in
Tuscon, is co-editor of the first
volume of the four-volume series
on U.S. commercial and
investment law, El Derecho de los
Estados Unidos Respector al
Comercio y la Inversion. Written
in Spanish, the books are
designed for lawyers, judges, law
professors, students and business
people involved in trade or
investment in the United States
and emphasize fields like
property law, commercial
transactions, civil procedure

and international litigation,
administrative law and
export/import law. Koolchyk’s
co-editor is Judge John Molloy,
secretary of the Center.

1961

The Association of American
Medical Colleges has named
Illinois Congressman John Porter
as the recipient of its 1997
Excellence in Public Service
award for his “support of
academic medicine and
leadership in championing the
National Institutes of Health.”
Porter serves as chairman of the
House Appropriations
Subcommittee on Labor, Health
& Human Services, and
Education. As chairman, he has
fought for and obtained
substantial increases in funding
over the last three years for
biomedical research through the
NIH.
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1962

Thomas P. Scholler has been
named director of planned giving
for the Roman Catholic
Archdiocese of Detroit. He is a
former partner with Arthur
Andersen & Co. and of counsel
with the Grand Rapids,
Michigan, firm Smith Haughey
Rice and Roegge, PC. He and his
wife, Marcia, reside in Clarkston,
Michigan.

1963

35TH REUNION

The class of 1963 Reunion
will be Sept. 11-13

Edward M. Dolson, an attorney
with the Kansas City law firm
Swanson Midgley Gangwere
Kitchin & McLarney, L.L.C., has
been named to The Best Lawyers
in America, an annual listing of
attorneys who have been
nominated and elected by a vote
of fellow lawyers within the same
geographic area. Dolson
specializes in corporate, banking,
commercial, and franchise law.

1964

The Minnesota Justice
Foundation has honored Chuck
Dayton with the 1997
Distinguished Service Award in
recognition of his substantial
contributions to the community
through his commitment to
public interest work. The
Foundation is a non-profit
organization of law studerits and
attorneys who provide pro bono
services to disadvantaged
persons. Dayton is an attorney
with the Minnesota law firm
Leonard, Street and Deinard.

John D. Tully, a partner in the
law firm Warner Norcross &
Judd L.LP, has become
president of the Grand Rapids
Bar Association, where he chairs
the Program and the Judicial
Review Committees and is a
member of the Diversity
Committee. He practices in the
areas of litigation and environ-
mental law.

1965

Masao Arai, L.T.C. (Law
Teacher), of Tokyo, Japan, and a
research scholar at the Law
School in 1964-65, has retired
from Chuo University and has
been given the Emeritus
Professorship. He is now
working as an attorney-at-law.

1966

Richard E. Rassel, Chairman
and Chief Executive Officer of
the law firm Butzel Long, has
been elected to a three-year term
on the Board of Trustees of
William Beaumont Hospital. The
board serves in an advisory and
support role for the hospital.
Trustees are also eligible to serve
on Board of Directors committees.



1968

30TH REUNION

i

|

J! The class of 1968 Reunion
| will be Sept. 11-13
Professor Jan H. van Rooyen,
M.C.L., has retired as editor of
the South African Journal of
Criminal Justice after 20 years
with the journal and moved to
Gainesville, Florida. The first
director of the Institute of
Criminology at the University of
Cape Town, van Rooyen, with
his co-editors, “consciously
raised the profile of
criminological studies in South
Africa, regarding it as one of the
functions of the journal to bridge
the gap between criminal law
and criminology,” the journal’s
editors wrote last fall in their
announcement of van Rooyen’s
retirement. “In his personal
capacity he was a prominent
member of the ‘verligte’ grouping
of Afrikaners who sought to
begin a process of reform of the
social and political order in
South Africa,” the editors said.
“His professional career has been
characterized by a similar zeal for
reform and improvement of the
criminal justice system in the
interests of the welfare of all
South Africans. It is not
surprising that this humane man
should have focused his personal
efforts on the abolition of the
death penalty, that most
inhumane of penalties. It was a
campaign he conducted with
eloquence, vigour and passion
and which he saw come to the
happiest of conclusions.” Van
Rooyen says he hopes to spend
some time with two of his former
professors, Francis Allen and
Jerold Israel, who also spend part
of the year in Gainesville.

1969

Charles R. Oleszycki was
appointed by the United States
Secretary of State as the United
States Alternate Representative to
the Comprehensive Nuclear Test-
Ban Organization in Vienna,
Austria. He will be in Vienna for
a three-year tour of duty for the
Department of State.

Robert M. Vercruysse was
elected a Fellow of the College of
Labor and Employment Lawyers
at the American Bar Association
annual meeting. He is a former
adjunct professor at the
University of Michigan Law
School and a co-founder of the
Bingham Farms, Michigan, law
firm Vercruysse Metz & Murray.
The firm specializes in labor and
employment law, education law,
ERISA and class action litigation,
and general litigation representing
private corporations, multi-
employer associations and
public employers.

1970

James V. Gargan has announced
the establishment of a general
practice of law, specializing in
futures, options, and securities
matters, including arbitration,
disciplinary and membership
proceedings, and related
exchange and regulatory issues.
He was formerly General
Counsel to the New York Cotton
Exchange and New York Futures
Exchange, Inc.

(oL 1AGSIS

Walter Sutton has joined the
legal team of FINA, Inc., of
Dallas. FINA, Inc., through its
operating subsidiary, Fina Oil
and Chemical Company, engages
in crude oil and natural gas
exploration and production, and
crude oil marketing; petroleum
products refining, supply and
transportation, and marketing;
and chemicals manufacturing
and marketing.

1972

Dennis M. O’Dea has joined the
New York law firm Lowenthal,
Landau, Fischer & Bring, PC., as
head of its Bankruptcy Practice
Group. His practice focuses on
major bankruptcy and

insolvency matters, with an
emphasis on restructurings,
acquisitions and dispositions of
business and assets of troubled
companies. O'Dea was previously
a partner at Keck, Mahin & Cate,
where he was director of the
Bankruptcy Group and managing
partner of the firms New York
office.

John D. Matthews has joined
the law firm Betts, Patterson &
Mines, PS., as a senior attorney,
with 20 years of experience in
defense litigation including
personal injury and insurance

defense. He was previously a staff

attorney for the Washington
State Legislature and the
government affairs representative
for the Washington State
Department of Trade and
Economic Development.

NZOALE S

J. Bryan Williams, executive
partner of the law firm
Dickinson, Wright, Moon,
VanDusen & Freeman, was
elected a vice chairman and a
member of the Executive
Committee of the Greater Detroit
Chamber of Commerce. He
resides in Birmingham,
Michigan, with his wife, Jane,
and their two sons.

Joseph Zengerle III was hired
as executive director of the
Washington, D.C., Legal Aid
Society. A former partner in the
D.C. office of Boston’s Bingham,
Dana & Gould, he was one of
50 applicants.
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1973

25TH REUNION

The class of 1973 Reunion
will be Sept. 11-13

Rupert M. Barkoff is the editor
of the American Bar Association’s
recently released Fundamentals of
Franchising, a publication created
to educate lawyers and non-
lawyers about franchise-related
legal problems. Barkoff is a
partner in the Securities and
Franchising Practice Section of
Kilpatrick Stockton L.L.P

John Burkoff was named to the
Pennsylvania Bar Association
Judicial Campaign Advertising
Board, a group of 15 lawyers and
laypersons which reviews and
investigates complaints about
campaign advertising by judicial
candidates. Burkoff is a professor
of law at the University of
Pittsburgh School of Law and is
of counsel at Marcus & Shapira.

Philip J. Ganz, Jr. was featured
in the Business Section of the
October 22, 1997, Los Angeles
Times and in his local legal
newspaper, in articles describing
the verdict Ganz obtained in
Marcelino (“Mars”) Songco v.
Century Quality Management Inc.,
Sam Menlo. The Los Angeles
County Superior Court jury
found that the real estate firm
Century Capital Management
Inc. and its owner wrongfully
terminated an employee for
discovering and reporting alleged
accounting irregularities to the
company’s owner and accountant
after he was hired. The firm was
ordered to pay Marcelino Songco
$4.5 million.

newi 2.5

President Clinton has nominated
Ronald M. Gould for the
position of Circuit Judge for the
United States Court of Appeals
for the Ninth Circuit. He
continues his practice with
Perkins Coie in Seattle, while
awaiting the Senate confirmation
process.

Robert Hirshon has been
appointed to chair the Standing
Committee on Membership of
the American Bar Association.
Hirshon, a Portland, Maine,
attorney who focuses on banking
and insurance law, will oversee
the group’s work of offering a
uniform national voice to those
who practice law.

Michael L. Robinson, a partner
with Warner Norcross & Judd
L.L.P, was appointed Chair-Elect
of the Environmental Law
Section of the State Bar of
Michigan. He is the chair of
Warner Norcross' Environmental
Law Group. Robinson resides in
Spring Lake, Michigan, with

his wife.

Roy M. Van Cleave has joined
the Chicago-based law firm
Chapman and Cutler as a
partner. He concentrates his
practice in the areas of securities,
corporate finance, mergers and
acquisitions, and securities
litigation. He was previously the
Chairman of Keck, Mahin &
Cate’s Mergers and Acquisitions
Practice Group.

58 THE UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN LAW SCHOOL

1974

Renate Klass, a director and
shareholder in the law firm
Martens, Ice, Geary, Klass,
Legghio, Israel & Gorchow, PC,,
has been elected to the office of
treasurer. Previously known as
Miller, Cohen, Martens, Ice &
Geary, PC., the Southfield,
Michigan, firm specializes in
employment and labor law,
personal injury and workers’
disability compensation.

Phil Ponce has become national
correspondent for The Newshour
with Jim Lehrer. Ponce is a
correspondent for Chicago
Tonight, a 20-minute nightly
news analysis program that airs
on Chicagos WITW Channel
11. As National Correspondent,
he will conduct interviews,
facilitate studio discussions, and
file documentary reports.

Marcia L. Proctor has joined
Butzel Long as senior attorney,
practicing in the firm’s
Professional Responsibility
Practice. Her practice will be

concentrated in risk management

and professional responsibility
matters, providing advice, policy
and procedure development,
auditing and expert witness
services. Proctor formerly served
as director of the American Bar
Association Center for
Professional Responsibility, and
she served as counsel and
directed operations for national
programs involving lawyer
ethics, discipline, unauthorized
practice and client protection.
She will be writing a monthly
column on professional
responsibility in Michigan
Lawyer’s Weekly.

Robert G. van Schoonenberg,
senior vice president, general
counsel and secretary of Avery
Dennison Corporation, has been
named 1997 Outstanding
Corporate Counsel by the
Corporate Law Departments

Section of the Los Angeles
County Bar Association. Van
Schoonenberg heads Avery
Dennison’s law, patents and
trademark, risk management and
safety, and environmental and
health departments. He co-chairs
the mergers and acquisitions
committee, is a member of the
chairman’s executive counsel,
and serves as a secretary to the
board of directors. He is also
president and trustee of the
Avery Dennison Foundation, and
president and director of most of
the company’s subsidiary
corporations. Van Schoonenberg
and his family, Sandra, Blake,
and Ryan, reside in LaCanada
Flintridge, California.

Craig A. Wolson, formerly with
the New York City law firm
Williams & Harris L.L.P, is now
Counsel with Brown & Wood,
L.L.P, also of New York.

1975

Douglas R. Herman has been
named as the new General
Counsel for Great Plains Software
Inc., of Great Plains, North
Dakota, which provides Micro-
soft Windows NT client/server
financial management software
for the midmarket. He was
previously a partner for 20 years
in the Fargo, North Dakota-
based law firm Vogel, Kelly,
Knutson, Weir & Bye. Herman,
his wife and three sons live in
Fargo.



Virginia E Metz was elected a
Fellow of the College of Labor
and Employment Lawyers. She is
a co-founder of the Bingham
Farms, Michigan, law firm
Vercruysse Metz & Murray,
which specializes in labor and
employment law, education law,
ERISA and class action litigation,
and general litigation representing
private corporations, multi-
employer associations and

public employers.

1976

Lex Mundi, a global association
of independent law firms, has
named Lynne E. Deitch of
Birmingham, Michigan, to the
organization’s Board of Directors
to finish the term of another
member who has stepped down.
She wiil be eligible for a full four-
year appointment in 1998.
Deitch, a shareholder in the law
firm Butzel Long who practices
in the Labor and Employment
Group, is the first American
woman and the third woman
ever to serve on the board. Her
law practice includes
representing employers in
arbitration, unfair labor practice
charges, strike situations and
employment discrimination and
wrongful discharge litigation.

Michael B. Lewis has joined the
law firm Dean & Fulkerson as a
shareholder. He concentrates his
practice on business, trans-
actional and real estate law. Lewis
resides in Bloomfield Hills with
his wife, Kathy, and their three
daughters.

1978

20TH REUNION

The class of 1978 Reunion
will be Sept. 18-20

Ellen J. Dannin is the author of
Working Free: The Origins and
Impact of New Zealand’s
Employment Contracts Act,
published in the summer of
1997. The book explores the
economic, social, and legal
impacts of the ECA on New
Zealand. Dannin teaches
employment law, labor law, and
civil procedure at the California
Western School of Law,

San Diego.

David Hager, of Hager and
Associates, Ltd., in Hong Kong,
reports that “Chinese rule of
Hong Kong has thus far been
managed reasonably well and is a
relative non-issue in comparison
to the concern over regional
economics. Hong Kongs massive
foreign exchange reserves and
largely service-focused economy
have provided some insulation
from the current regional
turmoil, but the overall
economic health of the region is
of far more concern to most
residents than has been the
transition to Chinese
sovereignty.” Hager, who assists
multinational companies in their
expansion and other activities in
the People’s Republic of China,
says that most investors still
consider mainland China to be
one of the world’s best long
range investment sites. Hager
reported on Hong Kong’s
transition to Chinese rule in the
Fall/Winter 1997 issue of Law
Quadrangle Notes. In that issue
his e-mail address was printed
incorrectly. His correct e-mail
address is hagerd@iohk.com.

£ A8S

Stuart Lev is working in the
capital habeas corpus unit of the
Philadelphia Federal Defender
office, where his practice is
limited to the representation of
death row Pennsylvania
prisoners in habeas corpus,
appellate and other proceedings.

1979

Hildy Bowbeer has joined the
Office of General Counself of 3M
in St. Paul, Minnesota, as Senior
Counsel with responsibility for
the management of significant
product liability litigation. She
was previously a partner in the
Minneapolis law firm Bowman
and Brooke, where she was a
trial and appellate attorney
specializing in product liability
defense. She and her husband,
Michael Metz, and two children
live in Bloomington, Minnesota.

Timothy L. Dickinson has
become of counsel to Miller,
Canfield, Paddock and Stone,
PL.C,, in the firm’s Ann Arbor
office. With Lisa M. Landmeier,
he also has formed Dickinson
Landmeier L.L.P, which will
operate out of Miller Canfield’s
Ann Arbor, Michigan, and
Washington, D.C., offices.
Dickinson also will maintain a
limited relationship with Gibson,
Dunn & Crutcher LL.P, with
whom he was previously
affiliated, in connection with
their joint representation of
certain clients. Dickinson
specializes in international
commercial transactions and
trade, public international law,
and regional issues.

1980

Keefe A. Brooks, a shareholder
in the law firm Butzel Long, was
elected president of the
Generation of Promise Program,
a year-long experience in cross-
cultural education and leadership
training for high school juniors
from Michigan’s Wayne,
Oakland, and Macomb counties.

IRt if. 3

A member of Butzel Long’s Board
of Directors, Brooks practices in
the areas of complex business
litigation, health care matters,
financial institution matters, and
professional responsibilty issues.
Brooks resides in Bloomfield
Hills, Michigan.

G.A. Finch was elected
chairperson of the Saint Joseph
Seminary Board of Advisors. The
seminary is the Catholic Chicago
Archdiocesan College Seminary
at Loyola University, Chicago.
Finch is a partner in the Chicago
law firm Querrey & Harrow,
where he chairs the Corporate
Practice Group.

Dale K. Nichols has been
named Assistant General Counsel
in the Legal Department at The
Northern Trust Company,
Chicago. He focuses on trust,
custody, and fiduciary issues
relating to employee benefit
plans and other institutional
clients of the Bank.

Indiana Supreme Court Justice
Myra Selby was the 1997
recipient of the Antoinette
Dakin Leach Award, named in
honor of the first woman
admitted to the Indiana bar.
Selby, the first woman and the
first African-American to serve
on the Indiana Supreme Court,
was appointed associate justice
in 1995. The award is part of a
series of Women and the Law
Division programs to identify
women attorney pathfinders and
recognize their contributions to
the practice of law.
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1981

Richard E Cauley has joined the
San Jose, California, law firm
Skjerven, Morrill, MacPherson,
Franklin & Friel LLP, as a
senior attorney. The firm
practices intellectual property
and commercial law. Cauley was
previously a senior associate with
St. Louis, Missouri-based Husch
& Eppenberger, and Palo Alto,
California-based Wilson, Sonsini,
Goodrich & Rosati.

Yoichi Kitamura, M.C.L., has
become a member of the new
law firm MINERVA, located in
Tokyo, Japan.

1982

Geoffrey Bestor has been
named Deputy Assistant
Attorney General in the Office of
Policy Development of the
United States Department of
Justice. He had been an Assistant
United States Attorney in the
District of Columbia since 1989
and had been on detail to the
Office of Legal Counsel of the
Department of Justice when he
was appointed.

Howard A. Gutman is the
author of an article entitled “Year
2000 Liability of Vendors and
Consultants,” published in the
New Jersey Law Journal. He also is
writing a book and giving
seminars around the country on
Year 2000 legal questions.

Peter M. Lieb was named to the
position of chief counsel-
litigation of International Paper, a
worldwide producer of printing
papers, packaging and forest
products. He will be based at the
company’s Purchase, New York,
headquarters, and will be
responsible for the supervision
and monitoring of all litigation
and related matters affecting the
company. He was previously
assistant general counsel for GTE
Service Corp.

noites

1983

15TH REUNION

The class of 1983 Reunion
will be Sept. 18-20

Daniel E. Champion has
opened his own law firm, Daniel
E. Champion & Associates, with
offices in Kansas City, Missouri;
Los Angeles; and Detroit. He will
continue to focus his practice on
commercial litigation with an
emphasis on commercial
collections, creditors’ rights and
enforcing judgments. He was
previously with the law firm
Graham & James L.L.P. for

11 years.

1984

Kirk A. Hoopingarner has left
the law firm Holleb & Coff,
Chicago, to become an attorney
with Rudnick & Wolfe, also

of Chicago.

Sheri Young has been promoted
to the position of Vice President,
Associate General Counsel and
Assistant Secretary for Budget
Rent a Car Corporation. She had
previously served as associate
general counsel and assistant
secretary.

1985

Julie Selbst has earned an M.D.
from the University of Illinois
College of Medicine. Following a
one-year appointment as Clinical
Fellow in Medicine at Harvard
Medical School, she will began
anesthesiology residency at the
Beth Israel Deaconess Medical
Center, Harvard Medical School.
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Susan M. Tietjen has been
named a corporate associate with
Weil Gotshal & Manges L.L.P
Resident in the firm’s Prague
office, she will specialize in
finance, securities transactions
and mergers and acquisitions.
She was previously an attorney
with the Prague and Bratislava
offices of Altheimer and Gray:.

1987

Mark S. Cohen has become a
partner in the New York law firm
Arkin Schaffer & Kaplan L.L.P
He specializes in representing
individuals and companies in
white collar crime related
investigations, litigations and
regulatory enforcement
proceedings, and complex civil
litigation.

Kathleen Tyson-Quah has
edited the newly-published book
Cross-Border Securities Repo,
Lending and Collateralisation
(FT Law & Tax, London). The
book includes chapters by
leading international securities
lawyers on conflicts of law,
standard agreements and legal
due diligence for international
securities finance transactions.

Mary Jo Newborn Wiggins and
her husband, Donald Wiggins,
announce the birth of their son,
Nathan Christopher Wiggins.

Ms. Wiggins is a Professor of
Law at the University of San
Diego Law School, where she has
been named a Herzog Endowed
Scholar.

1988

10TH REUNION

The class of 1988 Reunion
will be Sept. 18-20

Michael Carowitz, formerly
Legal Advisor to the Enforcement
Division, Federal Communi-
cations Commission, has joined
the Washington, D.C., law firm
Dickstein, Shapiro, Morin &
Oshinsky.

Anne M. Derhammer has
transferred to the Washington,
D.C., office of the law firm
Miller, Canfield, Paddock and
Stone, PL.C. She first joined the
Detroit office as an attorney in
the Commercial Litigation
Department in 1995. Previously
of Grosse Pointe, Michigan, she
resides in Falls Church, Virginia.

Nancie Thomas has become
General Counsel to Conservation
International Foundation, a non-
profit environmental group.
Founded in 1987, Conservation
International focuses on
preserving biodiveristy and
ecological hotspots, and
alleviating rural poverty through
conservation enterprise and
sustainable development.

1989

Mark E. Boulding was honored
by the American Bar Association
Section of Business Law for being
a contributing author of the new
book Web Linking Agreements:
Contracting Strategies and Model
Provisions. The book is designed
to help attorneys and businesses
determine the possible need for a
linking agreement, and then to
provide them a framework to
draft and negotiate an agreement
suited to their needs. Boulding is



a partner in the Washington,
D.C., law firm Fox, Bennett &
Turner. His practice areas include
representation of new techno-
logies, computer law and online
law, as well as the drug, device,
biologic and biotech industries.

Timothy Reiniger was reelected
to a third term as the downtown
alderman in Manchester, New
Hampshire. He also practices
employment law in the
Manchester office of McLane,
Graf, Raulerson & Middleton, PA.

Samuel W. Silver has been
elected partner in the law firm
Schnader Harrison Segal &
Lewis, where he is a member of
the firm’s Litigation Department
and the Products Liability and
Toxic Torts Practice Group. His
practice includes general civil
litigation with a concentration
in products liability matters. He
is resident in the firm’s
Philadelphia office. (In the
Fall/Winter 1997 issue of Law
Quadrangle Notes, Silver was
erroneously listed in the 1989
Class Notes section. The
information printed in that
issue about him was also
incorrect. We regret the error.)

1990

Constance Blacklock and Peter
Edward Jaffe were married on
March 23, 1997, in Washington,
D.C. They reside in Chevy
Chase, Maryland.

Elizabeth Beach Bryant has
been elected a shareholder in the
Minneapolis, Minnesota, law
firm Fredrikson & Byron, PA.
She focuses her practice in the
area of family law.

Scott J. Campbell is serving as
an assistant attorney general for
the Republic of Palau, a newly-
independent country located in
Micronesia, where he represents
the Republic in civil and criminal
matters. He is on leave from the
Milwaukee office of Michael,

Best & Friedrich.

Brian W. Easley has transferred
to the Chicago office of Jones
Day Reavis & Pogue and
continues to focus his practice
on labor law. He and his wife,
Dana Wilson Easley, welcomed
their first child, Elizabeth Ann,
on July 1, 1997.

Tim Ehresman has joined the
Denver law firm Davis, Graham
& Stubbs L.L.P, as an associate
in the Transactions Department.
He returns to the firm’s corporate
group after two years off to
pursue teaching credentials in
elementary education.

1991

Matthew Harris and Philip
McCune are founding members
of the Summit Law Group, a full
service, 17-attorney law firm in
Seattle. Both lawyers concentrate
on complex litigation. Harris also
focuses on energy law, while
McCune advises clients on
environmental and land use
1ssues.

G ST IS S

Edmund W. Sim, an associate in
White & Case, is now resident
in the firm’s Singapore office. His
practice is in international trade
and policy, with a specialization
in antidumping and counter-
vailing duty law, servicing clients
in Asia.

1992

Brian J. Masternak has joined
the law firm Warner Norcross &
Judd L.L.P as an associate in the
litigation area. He was previously
associated with the Chicago law
firm Jenner & Block. He and his
wife, Jennifer, reside in Grand
Rapids, Michigan.

1993

5TH REUNION

The class of 1993 Reunion
will be Sept. 18-20

Nicolette G. Hahn was recently
reelected to a second term on the
Kalamazoo City Commission.
She is employed as an associate
in the law firm Early, Lennon,
Peters & Crocker, PC.

notes

Roshunda L. Price-Harper, an
attorney with Howard & Howard
Attorneys, PC., was elected
vice-chair of the State Bar of
Michigan’s Young Lawyers
Section. She specializes in public
finance and business law in the
firm’s Bloomfield Hills office.

1994

Tamilla Ghodsi has joined the
Fixed Income, Currency and
Commodities Division of
Goldman, Sachs & Co. in New
York. Ghodsi was formerly a tax
associate at the New York law
firm White & Case.

Stacy L. Kelly has joined the
Pittsburgh office of the law firm
Reed Smith Shaw & McClay
L.L.P, as a member of the
Intellectual Property Group. She
was previously an associate at
Fish & Neave in New York.

1995

Deborah L. McKenney has
become associated with the law
firm Blanco Tackabery Combs &
Matamoros, PA., where she will
concentrate her practice in
commercial transactions. She was
previously Associate Counsel
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with Alexander Hamilton Life
Insurance Company of America
and an attorney with the Legal
Department of Jefferson-Pilot Life
Insurance Company.

Anthony R. Montero has joined
the bankruptcy practice group of
Snell & Wilmer L.L.P. as an
associate. He was previously a
law clerk to the Honorable John
E. Ryan, United States
Bankruptcy Judge sitting in Santa
Ana, California.

Jan Dejnozka is the author of
The Ontology of the Analytic
Tradition and its Origins: Realism
and Identity in Frege, Russell,
Wittgenstein, and Quine,
published in June 1996 by
Rowman & Littlefield. His
invited book review of Bertrand
Russell and the Origins of
Analytical Philosophy appeared in
18 History and Philosophy of Logic
(1997). He also has published
10 articles in philosophy journals
in five countries. He is a Visiting
Scholar in Law and Philosophy
in the Rackham School of
Graduate Studies, a Research
Fellow in Philosophy at Union
College, and law clerk to the
Honorable Bill Calahan, Third
Judicial Circuit, Michigan. He
and his wife, Chung Wha, have
two daughters, Julie and Marina.

notes

1997

Laura K. Adderley has joined
the Detroit office of the law firm
Miller, Canfield, Paddock and
Stone, PL.C. As an associate in
the Public Law Department, she
will be involved in local and

national municipal bond matters.

She resides in Birmingham,
Michigan.

Michael G. Brady and Gregory
E. Schmidt have joined the law
firm Warner Norcross & Judd
L.L.P as associates. Brady
previously worked as a summer
associate for the Grand Rapids
law firm Varnum, Riddering,
Schmidt & Howlett L.L.P. He
lives in Grand Rapids, Michigan.
Schmidt was previously a
summer associate with Warner
Norcross in 1995 and 1996, and
he was a summer clerk with the
law firms of Mayer, Brown &
Platt, Chicago, and Baker &
Botts, Austin, Texas. He and his
wife, Jennifer, reside in
Kentwood, Michigan.

CORRECTION

The e-mail address for David
Hager, ‘78, was printed
incorrectly in the Fall/Winter
issue. Hager’s correct e-mail
address is hagerd@iohk.com.
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Walter A. Kleinert

George L. Gisler

Honorable George W. Crockett
Honorable Cecil E Poole
Irving M. Edelberg

Honorable James M. Teahen, Jr.

Richard C. O’Connor
Dick Buddingh

John B. Barney
Nolan W. Carson
Arthur S. Bond, Jr.

E. Dexter Galloway
Henry D. Baldwin
James B. Bradley
David N. Brook
William A. Herman
James L. Harlow
Barry L. Zaretsky
Stephen Michael Gatlin
Ray McNulty O’Hara

November 24, 1997
September 7, 1997
November 12, 1997
May 1, 1997

June 1, 1997

July 14, 1997

June 28, 1997

June 4, 1997

September 9, 1997



e are some other Law School graduates who have turned
tside of the legal profession:

’63, has written Tales of Jewell Hollow,

which was serialized in the electronic magazine

’83, a practicing attorney in Washington, D.C., whose
 science fiction, with books like Higher Space (1996) and

R. PIEPENBURG, ‘95, whose first novel, Time and the
1997. Piepenburg was a 1996 Hemingway First Novel

orian BERT SUGAR, '60, who got 20 “Dallas haters” to speak
ed book, I Hate the Dallas Cowboys, and Who Elected Them
‘Among his 55 books, he’s also written The Great Baseball

antle and The Caesars Palace Book of Betting. /
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The following poems are from

And Her Soul Out

of Nothing, by Olena Kalytiak Davis, ‘88
(University of Wisconsin Press, 1997).
Davis, of Juneau, Alaska,

won the 1997 Brittingham Prize

Jfrom the press for the book,

her first volume of poetry.

Publication is by permission.

HE'S DOING HIS BEST

DEXTER GORDON, HE SCRATCHES

IT OUT OF HIS THROAT: “MUSIC,”

IN A RAGGED WHISPER

“IS MY LIFE.”

LIKE A MAN ON HORSE

HE HEARS THE GALLOPING INSIDE HIM,

TURNS IT UP LOUDER, HE'S FOUND HIS CRAZY RHYTHM, BUT SHE,

SHE NEEDS A REFILL ON HER PAIN

OR A COMPRESS TO LAY ON HER PANIC.
SHE IMITATES THAT SOPRANO SAX

UNTIL SHE 1S AS MAD AS THAT ONE NOTE

0

0lend
Kalytiak
Davis
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A THIN GIRL UNDER A THICK SKY

SO THIN, EACH RIB STOOD
FOR SOMETHING

SOMETHING TO WHICH THIS GREAT
TENDERNESS,

A MERE IRRATIONAL LOVE
TOWARD CERTAIN FLOWERS

AND TREES,

COULD ATTACH

MY MOTHER DANCED THE CZARDAS ALL NIGHT
SHE HELD UP THE EDGES

OF HER LONG RED SKIRT, A POPPY

IN HER TEETH, ITS SEEDS

FRECKLING HER WHITE

WHITE FACE. AND WHAT A GYPSY

GOD WAS: STAMPING HIS BOOTS

AND TYING HIS SCARVES

ACROSS ONE EYE, LIKE A LUNATIC CRAZED
BY WHAT HE HAD SET GOING:

EACH WILD DRUNK

DANCER, THE HEEL-TO-TOE

OF EACH RECKLESS LIFE.

ALL NIGHT DEATH WAS JUST A DANCE
SHE COULD RISE TO.
IT WAS A COFFIN THAT SANG

A ROUGH RUSSIAN MELODY:

THE WORLD WILL END

AND THE WORLD WILL END
AND THE WORLD WILL END ON
SOME BRIGHT MORNING.

I SUFFERED
A TERRIBLE HANGOVER
OF FAITH.

NOW I'M TIRED, AND MY MOTHER IS STIFF
WITH THE IDEA OF BENDING, BUT SHE MAKES

ONE LAST EXTRAVAGANT GESTURE:

A THROWING UP OF THE ARMS.

FOUR HOURS'’ SLEEP TUCKED

BEHIND MY EYELIDS AND THIS SMALL CITY
STARTS INTERROGATING ME

UNDER A STREAM OF THICK MORNING LIGHT:
As if you had any business shaking

the hands of the insane.

As if you were doing somebody

THIS MORNING IT'S HARD TO TELL
IF WHAT'S MELTING IS THE SNOW
OR THE TREES. AROUND THE CORNER,

INSIDE THE WHITE SPOT,

THE CIGARETTE MACHINE GLOWS

LIKE IT'S MIDNIGHT, LIKE IT'S MIDNIGHT AGAIN

AND I STILL DON'T KNOW WHAT TO SAY

TO THE UNAFFECTED, TO THE TRUSTING

DRUNKS, TO THE WOMEN WHO HAVE LOST THEIR WAISTS
BUT NEVERTHELESS STICK THEIR FEET

INTO STRAPPY SANDALS, WHO HANG EARRINGS

AS IF THEY WERE HANGING LIGHT.

Have you seen the pure white rage

of the sky?

I DON'T KNOW WHAT TO CALL OUT

TO THE POOL PLAYERS: TO THE THIN-MEN, WIDE-EYED,
AND I DON'T KNOW HOW TO ADDRESS THE SIMPLE-
HEARTED BARTENDER: EXCUSE ME, SIR

as [ar as I can see we're calling this day

a wash.

IT'S MORNING AND THE CITY DEMANDS TO SEE

THE WAY WE WILL CARRY OURSELVES

INTO THE NEW LIGHT. THE CITY INSISTS

ON RECEIVING OUR DIGNITY.

THE CITY EXPECTS TO HEAR OUR BEAUTIFUL STUTTER.

IT'S TIME TO GO. TIME TO TUCK THE NIGHT
LOVINGLY, LIKE A SKATEBOARD, UNDER THE CROOK
OF OUR CHILDLIKE ARMS.

OUTSIDE, THE THIN LINE LEFT IN THE SKY
IS EXHAUSTING ITSELE

d -
P
-
a favor. '
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LAST NIGHT I KNEW WHAT I COULD TELL IT,
1 COULD DEFEND MYSELF, BUT THIS MORNING, /
y
‘f-.-'

Olena Kalytiak Davis, ‘88
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The recorded telephone message plays through — the
voice and then the music of strings and harmonicas. Then
the beep sounds, you give your name and

“Hello,” interrupts Olena Kalytiak Davis, ‘88, who
explains that she seldom answers the telephone because if
she did she would get very little done. And for a poet like
Davis, it is tragic to get very little done. In the first 11
months of 1997, for example, she wrote three poems
There was a time, she says, that she might also have
written the dozen or so poems that were not fated to
survive her self-critical scythe, but now she finds herself
concentrating on “the poems that need to be written.”

Davis, author of the award-winning poetry collection
And Her Soul Out of Nothing, often ignores the ring of the
telephone and lets the message machine complete its task
But she5 just back home in Juneau, Alaska, after a lower-
48 tour of readings and autograph signings, and shes still
feeling comfortable with the talkative, gregarious side of
herself. “I'm just back a couple of days ago from this trip,
so I'm still transforming from that to my ¢ ‘
introverted self,” she says. “Sometimes I just cant pick up
the phone.”

And Her Soul Out Of Nothing, which the University of
Wisconsin Press awarded its 1 Brittingham Prize in
Poetry, is Davis’ first book. Many of its poems previously
have been published in journals like Field, Indiana Review,
Michigan Quarterly Review, New England Review and
Poetry Northwest.

5 e 15 an eerie precision to her work — like the
delicate discernment of a brain surgeon’s scalpel — that
renders each moment in both its absolute clarity and
ultimate transitory fragility,” contest judge Rita Dove wrote
for the Brittingham Prize citation. “Her language is quirky
in the ve st sense of that word; her use :

is brilliant.”
Continued on page 66 ‘
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Continued from page 65

Davis shrugs off the idea of her poetry as highly structured — “I was anti-
form in my youth,” she says, but her three newest poems are “fairly long and
fairly complicated.” She’s also become more economical in her writing and
concentrates on those poems that seem most urgent to her to write. “I think its
my job to write them, and after that you're on your own, your exegesis is
probably just as good as mine,” she says.

“T'll take everything as fodder,” she says of her poetry. “I love all the great
stuff. I love the Romantics, Dickinson, Hopkins, John Donne. You can spend
years getting to the bottom of that stuff. I also love philosophy. Right now 1
read a lot of poetry because I'm trying to catch up. Its only been since 1993
that I got serious about poetry. I don't even know if this is bottomless.”

The daughter of Ukrainian immigrants who fled from the Ukraine during
World War II, Davis majored in English at Wayne State University before
attending the Law School. She and her husband, James J. Davis, Jr., ’87, e
practiced law in California for a few years, but left their jobs to visit the Soviet One (1983). Lawyerland, as Phillip Lopate

: o . : observed in a glowing review in Esquir
Union and then spend some time in Chicago before choosing to move 1 & 8 Esquire,
0 Alaska defies category — [it is| part anthro-

pological report, part performance piece
... part prose poem.”

Joseph says that in Lawyerland he
wanted to do something that hadn't been
done before: write a book in which only
lawyers — representing a broad spectrum
of the profession — speak to one another
about their practice, other lawyers, clients,
themselves, and the law. Because he
encouraged complete candor from the
lawyers with whom he spoke, Joseph notes
that “in many instances the names,
circumstances and characteristics of the
persons and places portrayed have been
changed.” Lawyerland is “truthful rather
than factual, but solidly based on facts.”

The exchanges in the book take place in
lower Manhattan, where Joseph lives and
practiced law in the early 1980s, a place,
he says, of rich historical and literary
presence. Critics have praised Lawyerland
for the liveliness and accuracy of its talk, as
well as for its insights into the social,
moral, and personal pressures and realities
that lawyers, by necessity, confront all the
time.

Joseph did two readings from Lawyerland
at the Law School in September, one for a
University-wide audience and one as a
speaker for Law School alumni reunion
activities. Listeners’ ears quickly picked up
on the off-the-record lawyer-like high-
energy cadence and vocabulary of the
book.

As reviewer Vijay Seshradi wrote in
The New Yorker:

“Lawyerland has the texture of a
documentary, with bits of scene-setting and
shots of lawyers savoring Chinese food,
refreshing themselves with espresso, and

This time out Lawrence Joseph, *75, has
turned to prose for his most recent book,
Lawyerland: What Lawyers Talk About When
They Talk About the Law (Farrar, Straus and
Giroux, 1997).

Joseph, a Professor of Law at St. John’s
University School of Law in New York City,
previously has published three acclaimed
books of poetry: Before Our Eyes (1993);
Curriculum Vitae (1988); and Shouting at No

“When we both got out we worked for corporate firms, we both needed a
little cushion,” she recalls of their years right after law school. “It took us a
while to get to what we really want to do with our lives.”

For James Davis, as he wrote for his Class of '87 reunion in September, that
decision led to becoming a poverty lawyer with Alaska Legal Services
Corporation, “during which time I argued and won two cases in the Alaska
Supreme Court, caught my first moose, learned where the caribou like to
travel, found a few good fishing holes and felt the coldest, cleanest, sweetest air
I ever felt or wanted to feel.”

“He’s still got his revolutionary zeal,” his wife says. “He loves law and loves
finessing it for his goals of helping the underprivileged.”

For herself, Olena Kalytiak Davis chose to devote herself to writing poetry.
Now she works part-time — she’ headed for her job at the public library
shortly after this interview — and spends as much time writing poetry as
possible. In the process both her poetry and her knowledge of the world of
poetry have become more complex.

“With law, 1 always thought law was so terribly political, all this stuff going
on, and the many sidedness of it. And I thought poetry was pure integrity, and
that you could just do whatever you wanted.

“When 1 first started getting published I didn’ send out cover letters,
didnt know anybody. . . . Now that I'm in it, I know some people, and it5 the
same thing — who’ going to pull for whom, a lot is who you know.

“But that doesn’t mean you necessarily have to play it that way.”

She doesn't. “For me,” she says, “writing means reading, taking notes,
messing with things, wasting time sometimes, going for walks. Its all work
toward that next poem.”
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Lawrence Joseph, 75

stretching their aching backs while they
talk about what they do, but each vignette
is so artfully composed, and the testimony
being elicited has so much verbal drama,
that it isn't long before we begin to wonder
whether we'’re in the hands of a writer
driven by the occult agendas of fiction
rather than the more straightforward ones
of journalism.”

Or, as Joyce Carol Oates says of
Lawyerland:

“Lawrence Joseph has written an
amazing ‘Notes from the Undergrour
of . . . American law of our time.
Lawyerland is rapid-fire dialogue,
unmediated by conventional anal
summary; its startling and original and
irresistibly readable.”

Some samples follow.

3.471]1)86 ,D_).’)?ds&

spoken in Lawyerland

ROBINSON, A STUDENT RADICAL TURNED
CRIMINAL LAWYER: “But if you really"must
know,” he said, “as a rule I shy away from
clients with money enough to put me on
a retainer. If you have a criminal problem,
and enough cash to put me on retainer,
chances are you just might be involved in
— what does R.I.C.O. mean again?
Chances are you might just be involved
in a racketeer-influenced corrupt
organization.”

URGUART, AN ASSOCIATE COUNSEL FOR A
SECURITIES FIRM AND WORKING MOTHER:
“The acceleration. Everythings moving so
fast! The mind has to be so fast! It takes
so much energy just to find time — any
time — to just slow it all down a little. 1
know that sounds a bit dire, but that’s not
how I mean it. There’s a lot, there really is
a lot, of money around — no one has any
idea how much. But things are
contracting at the same time, 100.
Sometimes [ image it. All these pools of
money floating around out there —
wherever ‘there’ is. All of us trying to
attach ourselves to some part of them
whatever way — by ourselves, with
others — we can.”

DAY, A FEMALE JUDGE: “Someone once
asked me what the strangest thing I'd
ever seen in my courtroom was. Well, I've
seen a lot of strange scenes, but do you
know what came to mind? A government
witness on the witness stand snorting
cocaine. Matted hair, bloodshot eyes,
specks of something or other on his shirt,
hess sitting five feet away from me making
this snorting sound into his handkerchief.
He'd put the coke in his handkerchief.

There he was, inhll]il]g 'd\\"[l}'.u Continued on page 68
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Continued from page 67

RAO, A PERSONAL-INJURY ATTORNEY:
“They make mistakes, you know,
doctors. They also watch each other
make mistakes. There are doctors
who overdiagnose, like lawyers
who overbill — they create work
for themselves. 1 have a lot in
common with doctors. Pain, for
example. Doctors try to take it
away. [ try to get compensation for
it. 'm in the business of pain —
bodily pain. The dichotomy in this
culture between bodily injury and
mental pain — anyone who knows
anything about it knows its
ridiculous.”

THARAUD, A TOUGH-TALKING LABOR
LAWYER: “What it’s like to be a
woman in this business? I'll tell you
what it5s like. I can’t even remember
all the indignities. It makes a
difference now that there are more
of us — but, at another level, it
only means that the indignities
change form, and in some instances
even multiply. A whole lot of
women disappear in this business.
Where do they go? Is anyone trying
to figure out what happens to
them? Why not? Tell me, why
not?”

BELL, A LAW PARTNER DIAGNOSED
WITH CANCER: “But lawyers make
money off the poor, too. I'm not
saying what you do isn't exemplary,
Charlie. I'm glad you do it. 'm glad
you do what you do for people. I'm
just saying that you make money
from it, too.”
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Professor of Law William Ian Miller, '77
is both “amused” and “confused” by the
attention that his most recent book, The
Anatomy of Disgust (Harvard University
Press, 1997), is drawing from reviewers in
the United States and overseas.

“I'm a medievalist; I'm used to writing
for 200 people,” Miller says in a self-
deprecating assessment of his considerable
scholarly work on Icelandic sagas, which
he wrote on in Bloodtaking and
Peacemaking: Feud, Law, and Society in Saga
Iceland (University of Chicago Press 1990;
paperback 1996).

Increasingly, his interest has been in
what he calls “the emotions that arise
under circumstances of social and moral
failure.” He first addressed them in
Humiliation (Cornell University Press,
1993; paperback 1995), and, most recently,
in The Anatomy of Disgust.

Miller admits that he takes some delight
in the attention the book has been getting
but he is still somewhat skeptical: “I want
to believe that the attention is deserved,
but when you see so many good books
arrive stillborn and so many bad ones
made into movies, you are not sure, really,
how to take it all. I just hope that I can
consider this a lucky good book that
survived its birth trauma rather well.”

By last fall more than 40 reviewers here
and abroad had written of the book, most

Professor William Ian Miller, '77

of them favorably. Calling the book
“beautifully written,” Times Literary
Supplement reviewer Andrew Stark said:
“While The Anatomy of Disgust does disgust,
it also enthralls, enlightens, dazzles and
entertains. It ‘anatomizes’ disgust — which
Miller defines as a ‘strong sense of aversion
to something perceived as dangerous
because of its powers to contaminate, infect
or pollute’ — by exploring it as both a
physical sensation and a moral sentiment
In both cases, it turns out, disgust has
enormous political and social
implications.”

Joseph Epstein, writing in the New
Yorker; called Anatomy “a most useful book”
and noted that “the day disgust is
conquered may be the day the game is up
‘If you were casually to enumerate the
norms and values, aesthetic and moral,
whose breach prompts disgust,” Miller
writes, ‘you would see just how crucial the
emotion is to keep us in line and
minimally presentable.” That one can still
find reserves of disgust for hypocrisy,
cowardice, and cruelty is no minor matter
Without our capacity for disgust, in other
words, we might feel more free but, in the
end, be less human.”

And Anthony Storr in the United
Kingdom’ Observer: “Miller rightly
perceives that disgust helps to define our
identities, create hierarchies, and order our
world; but I remain puzzled about its
biological significance. If animals can do
without it, why can't we? Miller is
courageous in tackling a subject that few
authors have approached, but this is not a
book for the faint-hearted.”

Millers next book? He'll be examining
“cowardice.”



[reelance lawyer turns hand to

“ljust like telling stories. | ke trying to
make a point in an artful way that isn't
didactic and doesn't hit people over the head”

~ NAT (OLLEY, 19

Nat Colley’s professional story starts
with the law and moves to theater and
film. His short film, The Abortion of Mary
Williams, aired on Showtime on February 9
as part of the Showtime Network’s annual
salute to Black History Month.

Billed as “a psychological drama in
which a woman confronts and resolves the
guilt she feels for having to make the
choice to keep or abort her fetus,” the film
combines contemporary angst and ancient
Christian symbols to distill conflict,
resolution, reconciliation and re-
commitment into its 16 minutes and 38
seconds. Based on Colleys play of the same
name, it was a finalist in Showtime’s Black
Filmmaker Showcase and Grant Program.

After earning his bachelors and law
degrees from the University of Michigan,
Colley worked for a decade as a full-time
attorney in California, where he practiced
for much of that time with his father. The
elder Colley died in 1992. The firm “had a
very heavy duty litigation practice” and the
high profile of some of its cases helped
Colley become an on-air commentator on
both the first Rodney King trial and
subsequent civil disturbance as well as the
later trial of O J. Simpson. Later, in an
ironic professional twist, Colley went to
work with the firm that represented
King in his resulting civil suit against the
City of Los Angeles.

Colley also served internships in
Congress and the California State
Legislature, was president of the
Sacramento chapter of the NAACP and
served for three years on the NAACP%s
National Board of Directors. He also served
as Executive Dean of the University of
Northern California Lorenzo Patino School
of Law, where he taught law and paralegal
students.

But the childhood love of storytelling
never left him, and by the early 1990s he
began shifting from his legal career to a
play writing career. “I still work as an
attorney,” he says. “I freelance now. [ make

st oater
m
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appearances. Or I draft pleadings or other
documents, whatever lawyers need.”

The income from his freelance legal
practice has let him concentrate on his play
writing and screen writing, which have
been drawing increasing attention. In 1995
he was one of six playwrights selected
nationally for the Mt. Sequoyah New Play
Retreat. The next year Moving Arts
premiered his play A Sensitive Man to
praise from the Los Angeles Times and
DramalLogue, which also awarded the play
five DramaLogue Awards. And last year he
was a finalist for Playlabs at The
Playwrights Center in Minneapolis.

Colley currently attends the David
Henry Hwang Writers Institute at East
West Players, where he is adapting his one-
act play Seat Selection into a feature
screenplay called The Road to Casablanca.

Set during World War II and the era of
Jim Crow laws, the story concerns a cross-
country ride on a bus by three women, one
black, one white, and one a Japanese-
American who is headed for an internment

camp. Last year, in a Cornerstone |
Theater Company production of
the play at Los Angeles’ Geffen
Museum of Contemporary Art,
Colley directed Seat Selection

as an audience-interactive
performance piece.

The action of the play “took
place on a bus mounted in the
museum,” he explains. “Audience (&
members were randomly assigned |
to ‘black’ or ‘white’ seats, which
led to some consternation, while
many patrons old enough to
remember those days left the
performance in tears.”

Sometimes, Colley uses his legal
expertise to shape his stories. For
example, he now is seeking money to
make a film of his play A Dozen
Innocents, which deals with “a jury in
deliberations on a case of patricide
where incestuous abuse is asserted as
the defense.” No remake of the film 12
Angry Men, Colleys A Dozen Innocents
uses a racially diverse jury of seven
women and five men. “T am not
concerned with ‘whodunit,’ but with the
problem of passing judgment on
someone who, it turns out, really is one’s
peer on one social demographic or
another,” he says.

“I guess if you were going to
categorize my work —ooh, that’s
dangerous — the stuff that we're talking
about now are social dramas,” he says.
“But I have romantic comedies, and I'm
working on a horror thriller. I don't
think I would do slapstick or sitcoms.

I can't go in that direction, but other
kinds of things, sure. I want to try to
explore the whole range of subjects.”

In theater or in film?

“I think I'm leaning more toward
film,” he answers. “I don't think I'll ever
leave theater entirely — there are certain
pieces that just fit better in the theater.
But I really enjoy working with actors in
film. I think of it as a kinetic sculpture.
You take a flat piece of paper, which is
your script, and make it three
dimensional. There is so much more
that you can do in terms of camera
movement, closeups, all those things
that go into film making.”

His goal?

“To be provocative. To get people to
think, to think differently and sort of be
expanded. I always liked movies that you /

o

come out of and talk about and debate.”

—
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This essay is based on “Explaining the
Pattern of Secured Credit,” 111
Harvard Law Review 625 (1997) and
“Strategy and Force in the Liquidation
of Secured Debt,” 96 Michigan Law
Review 159 (1997)

%

— BY RONALD ]. MANN

Secured credit is a dominant feature of the U.S.
economy: institutional lenders (including federally
insured depository institutions, insurance
companies and nonbank finance companies) in
this country currently hold more than $2 trillion
dollars of secured debt. Although the practice of
secured lending is widespread, we know
astonishingly little about what motivates
commercial borrowers and lenders to use secured
credit. Conventional wisdom offers an answer that
seems obvious. Lenders take collateral because it
provides a method of ensuring repayment if the
borrower defaults. The converse, of course, is that
borrowers grant collateral because it lowers the
interest rates that they must pay to their lenders as
compensation for the money that they borrow.
Thus, the commonplace answer focuses on force:
a grant of collateral to a lender enhances the
lender’s ability to collect its debt by enhancing the
lender’s ability to take possession of the collateral
by force and sell it to satisfy the debt.
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In an effort to test the accuracy of that
conventional wisdom, I recently
undertook a series of three case studies
(one each at an asset finance company, a
commercial bank, and a life insurance
company) designed to provide a picture
of what actually happens when secured
loans to businesses fall into distress.
Each case study was designed to collect
as random a group as practicable of
problem secured loans in the portfolio of
an institutional lender and to study what
happened to those loans. At each lender,
I reviewed files covering about two
dozen distressed commercial loans and
interviewed the executives who had been
responsible for dealing with each loan
during its time of distress.

Although my case studies do not
involve anything approaching a random
sample of all distressed loans, they do
provide a rich picture of secured credit in
action. The results of these case studies
suggest that the conventional wisdom is
wrong. Indeed, I maintain that, in
practice, strategy, not force, is the most
important element of secured credit. The
most important effects of the use of
collateral arise from the ways in which a
grant of collateral influences the actions
the parties take short of forced
liquidation of collateral.

The most direct support of my thesis
is the surprising rarity with which
lenders resort to forced liquidation of
collateral. In my case studies, for
example, lenders took their borrowers
collateral in only six (8.3 percent) of the
72 loans that I studied. And all six of
those transactions were real-estate loans;
none of the distressed personal-property
loans was resolved by a repossession and
foreclosure.

B P S A e I S I T

The natural response to those results
is to ask why lenders were so reluctant to
foreclose. Assuming that the lenders were
acting rationally (and it is hard to believe
that large institutional lenders act with a
consistent lack of rationality in
something that affects their profitability
so directly) the only justification for the
consistent practice of forbearance would
be the availability of some alternate
course of action that produced a greater
recovery for the lender than foreclosure.
But given the conventional perception
that it would be easy for a lender to
recover most or all of its debt by means
of foreclosure, it is not immediately
apparent what a lender would do to force
a defaulting borrower to pay that would
be superior to foreclosure.

The answer has two parts: the
relatively high transaction costs of
liquidation and the relatively effective
alternative ways for debtors to repay
their loans. On the liquidation side, my
profiles produced so few foreclosures
that my evidence is largely anecdotal. On
those few transactions, however, the
recoveries were shockingly low. In the six
transactions in which the lender took the
collateral (all of which involved the
insurance company), the lender’s net
recovery after it resold the property
resulted in a loss of about $135 million,
more than 75 percent of its original loans
on those projects of just over $170
million. Interviews with executives at the
lenders that I visited indicated that those
loans were not unusual. Lenders
generally expect to lose very large
portions of their investment whenever
they resort to foreclosure.

Although the recoveries in the
foreclosure cases were quite poor, the
results for the lenders in the other cases
(cases in which the lender decided not to

foreclose) were quite good. All of the
loans that I studied involved transactions
in which the lender had decided to
terminate the relationship based on a
serious default or (when the lender was
entitled to terminate a loan relationship
at will) some other basis for dissatisfaction
with the borrower. Nevertheless, in the
cases in which the lenders did not take
possession of the property, the lenders
obtained payment in full (including
interest and any other fees or charges)
about 70 percent of the time.

The ways in which the lenders
obtained payment reflect a variety of
mechanisms that combine to give a
commercial borrower a thoroughly
realistic chance of protecting its
investment in property on which it has
granted a lien. For example, in more
than 20 percent of the loans, the
borrower satisfied the lender with the
proceeds of a refinancing, funds that the
borrower obtained from another lender.
The striking thing about those
transactions is the ability of the borrower,
faced with an imminent foreclosure by
its existing lender, to convince another
lender (often a bank or other institutional
lender) to extend a new loan.

Another 20 percent of the loans were
repaid through cash flow from continued
operations. In those cases (all of which
involved retail businesses), the lenders
(notwithstanding their determination
that the borrowers’ financial situations
were so precarious that the lenders were
unwilling to continue their financing
relationships) left the borrowers in
business to sell the inventory (the
lender’ collateral) in the ordinary course
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of business. The rationale of the lender in
those cases was that repossession would
be
sell the inventory for a higher price, with
lower transaction costs than the lender.
The pervasiveness of that rationale is
evident from one transaction that I
studied in which a random audit by the
finance company revealed that a
computer retailer for whom the finance
company was financing inventory had
been lying to the lender about its sales
and inventory practices. Notwithstanding
the patent fraud on the part of the
borrower, the finance company left the
retailer in possession, operating its
business, selling the collateral. The value
of that approach was underscored by the
results of that transaction: the lender was
paid in full through sales in the ordinary
course of business less than three months
later. The lender’s internal projections
suggested that it would have recovered
only about 20 percent of the loan
amount if it had repossessed the
collateral and liquidated it at the time of
the default.

A third approach, slightly less
common but still significant, was to let
the borrower sell the business as a going
concern, with the lender obtaining
payment of its loan from the sale
proceeds. That was the result in another
group of the loans that included slightly
more than 10 percent of the whole
sample. The rationale of the lenders in
those cases resembled the rationale in the
continued-operations cases: the lenders
generally thought that the borrower
would be able to obtain a better price for
the business than the lenders would if
the lenders foreclosed and tried to sell
the business themselves. Accordingly, the
lenders generally were willing to forbear
and allow borrowers to pursue any
realistic possible sales that might produce
funds to repay the lender
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Thus, even though the right to foreclose certainly is part of the reason lenders
take collateral, it cannot explain the institution as a general matter. That
leaves the root question: if not foreclosure, then what? In my view, two
significant effects motivate the use of secured credit in commercial lending,
both of which focus on the effect that the grant of collateral has on the
borrower’s behavior before the loan falls into distress, not on the lender's
ahility to collect after the loan falls into distress.
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As 1 stated above, these findings
suggest that lenders often refrain from
foreclosure in the face of serious defaults
based on a justifiable perception that less
adversarial responses generally produce a
better recovery than foreclosure. If
foreclosure is so rare, and produces such
poor results when it occurs, it is difficult
to accept the conventional view that the
most important feature of secured credit
is that it allows a lender to foreclose on
the collateral. To be sure, there are
contexts in which the foreclosure option
is important, but most of those (home
mortgages and automobiles being the
most obvious) involve loans to
consumers in which the likelihood of
consistently rational actions is much
smaller.

Thus, even though the right to
foreclose certainly is part of the reason
lenders take collateral, it cannot explain
the institution as a general matter. That
leaves the root question: if not foreclosure,
then what? In my view, two significant
effects motivate the use of secured credit
in commercial lending, both of which
focus on the effect that the grant of
collateral has on the borrowers behavior
before the loan falls into distress, not on
the lenders ability to collect after the loan
falls into distress.

The most important answer is that a
grant of security to one lender limits the
borrowers ability to overleverage its
business by obtaining loans from some
other lender at a later time. Imagine a
small-business borrower that obtains a
loan from First Bank. If First Bank did
not take a security interest, it would be
relatively easy for the borrower, shortly
after borrowing the money from First
Bank, to go to Second Bank and borrow
the same amount of money from Second
Bank that the borrower just obtained
from First Bank. Absent the public filing
associated with the security interest,

Second Bank would have no reliable way
to discover that the borrower already had
borrowed money from First Bank. Thus,

Second Bank might make the loan to the
borrower even if the borrowers financial

position was inadequate to support

both loans.

Of course, First Bank could respond
to that problem by requiring the
borrower to promise that the borrower
would not borrow money from Second
Bank (or any other lender), but the law
provides no effective remedy for a
violation of that covenant: once Second
Bank has loaned the money to the
borrower, it hardly would be fair to
invalidate Second Banks loan as a
remedy for the borrower’s deceit in
hiding the First Bank transaction from
Second Bank. And if the law does not
invalidate the borrowers obligation to
repay Second Bank, then the law can do
nothing to repair the damage that First
Bank suffers from its borrower’s
overextended financial condition.
Interestingly, that problem does not arise
for public companies, because it is so
easy for lenders to discover prior
significant loan transactions by public
companies. That distinction helps
explain the rarity of secured debt issued
by public companies.

In addition to its capacity to limit
excessive subsequent borrowing, secured
credit also aids a lender by enhancing the
ability of the lender to control the
borrowers day-to-day conduct.
Essentially, a grant of collateral gives the
lender leverage over the borrower that
motivates the borrower to refrain from
risky activities that threaten the
likelihood that the business will survive
long enough to repay the loan. The
leverage arises from the ability of the
lender to take the collateral from the
borrower promptly upon a default.
When the collateral is necessary to
continuation of the borrowers business,
as it often is, action by the lender to
repossess the collateral could destroy the

borrower’s business overnight, inflicting a
loss that far exceeds any plausible
valuation of the collateral standing alone.
The possibility that lenders would inflict
such losses gives borrowers a strong
motivation to run their business on a
daily basis in a way that conforms to
their lenders’ expectations. By enhancing
the ability of the lender to control its
borrower, secured credit decreases the
likelihood that the borrower will engage
in activity harmful to the lender, and
thus indirectly increases the likelihood
that the borrower will repay the loan

as agreed.

Assistant Professor of Law Ronald J. Mann
joined the University of Michigan Law School
faculty in 1997 after teaching at Washington
University School of Law. He received his ].D.
from the University of Texas at Austin, where
he graduated first in his class and was
managing editor of the Texas Law Review.
After law school he clerked for Justice Lewis E
Powell of 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 lawyer in Houston, where he
represented both developers and lenders. His
current research focuses on the dynamics of
secured lending and he is working on a
textbook. He teaches courses in real estate
transactions, commercial transactions and
intellectual property.
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Constitutions are often viewed today
as constraints on majoritarian power in
the service of minority interests. But
constitutional ground rules also create
the possibility of ongoing democratic
self-government; constitutions establish
relatively stable and non-negotiable
precommitments that enable generally
accepted structures of political
competition to emerge and endure.

Despite the centrality of this role for
the American Constitution, however,
there is paradoxically little that the text
or its history offers in the way of directly
relevant guidance. In part, this results
from the great silences of the
Constitution regarding the structure of
electoral politics — a silence that often
reflects America’s peculiar federal
structure, in which so much regarding
the ground rules of political competition
was left to be settled at the state level.
Thus, neither the original Constitution
nor the Fourteenth Amendment secured
even the basic right to vote.

In its original form, the Constitution
contained scant mention of voting. The
only organ of the national government
that was elected directly was the House
of Representatives, and Article I, section
2, clause 1 provided simply that “The

House of Representatives shall be
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State ature.”
lemen ote in nly pop
cderal election was entitely depende
on a state’s grant of the franchise, and all
states limited the right to vote to only a
subset of the population. The most
widespread limitations involved age, sex,
race, property ownership, and length of
residence within the jurisdiction, but
there were others as well. Nonetheless,
the franchise was extended more widely
among white males than in any other
country at the time. In a series of
nineteenth century cases, the Supreme
Court reiterated that “the Constitution of
the United States has not conferred the
right of suffrage upon any one” [United
States v. Cruikshank, 92 U.S. 542, 555
(1875)]. And yet, since the Civil War, a
majority of the ratified constitutional
amendments have dealt in whole or in
part with voting and they have marked a
consistent expansion of the franchise.
Not only has voting come to occupy a
more prominent place in the written
Constitution; it has also come to be
treated by the Supreme Court as a
central, and fundamental, right of
citizenship.

As with the right to vote, the
Constitution is also silent about much
else regarding the structure of democratic
politics. The text does speak in quite
general terms about the terms of federal
elected officials and even more generally
about qualifications for election. But in
addition to voting rights, the
Constitution also does not explicitly
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The failyre of the titutio offer

much Spe€ific guida so reflects the
premodern world of democratic practice
and the long-since rejected assumptions
of that world on which the Constitution
rests. Most important for present
purposes, the Constitutional structure
was specifically intended to preclude the
rise of political parties, which were
considered the quintessential form of
“faction.” Yet political parties have long
become the principal organizational form
through which mass democracy can be
mobilized and effectively pursued. No
constitutional framework for enabling
modern democratic self-government can
neglect the role of political parties, yet
the Constitution not only is silent about
parties, it was designed to preclude their
emergence. Similarly, the original
Constitution reflected a particularly elite
conception of democratic politics, one in
which, as author Gordon Wood puts it in
The Radicalism of the American Revolution
(1992), the leading history of the period,
“Madison hoped that the new federal
government might restore some aspect of
monarchy that had been lost in the
Revolution.” But this more aristocratic
conception of democracy was already
being displaced by the 1790s, and was
utterly supplanted as early as the
Jacksonian era — developments that led
virtually all the Framers who lived that
long to a pervasive but underappreciated
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senatorial elections, and the various
franchises-expanding amendments. But
these changes are layered onto a
document and set of institutional
structures that reflected the premodern
vision of democratic politics. For
example, while voting for public
officeholders was the quintessential
attribute of representative government,
the act of voting quickly changed its
social meaning and significance from
what the Framers originally envisioned.
Initially, the open ballot played the role
of ratifying social and political
hierarchies; as another important
historian, Robert H. Wiebe, notes in
Self-Rule: A Cultural History of American
Democracy (1995), “leaders still assumed
political office as their right and
instructed the people as their duty.”
Elections focused on personal qualities,
not political issues; a striking example
was that in the elections to the Virginia
Ratifying Convention for the Constitution,
many districts would elect their two
leading men — even though they held
opposing opinions on whether the
Constitution should be embraced.
Already by the early 19th century,
though, the open ballot had come to
symbolize a kind of political equality and

ocracy
oung an
t of the

es. This
pnceptio

independent choice of citizens, with

renuine sovereign power, that had not
been originally contemplated in the
lection-as-ratification conception.

With respect to democratic politics,
hen, the American Constitution is a
urious amalgam of textual silences,
archaic assumptions that subsequent
developments quickly undermined, and
a small number of narrowly targeted
more recent amendments that reflect
more modern conceptions of politics.
Particularly in this arena of democratic
institutional design, the American
Constitution reveals its age. More
modern constitutions invariably devote
considerable space to the institutional
framework for politics and tend to reflect
the structures now associated with
democracy, such as political parties.

In light of this history, American
courts facing contemporary questions of
democratic principles today often have to
construct a conception of democracy
with less textual and historical
foundation than in some other areas of
constitutional law. Yet the pressure on
courts to do so is great, given the self-
interest existing powerholders have in
manipulating the ground rules of
democracy in furtherance of their own
partisan, ideological, and personal
interests. Throughout [this book], we
will see the problems facing the Supreme
Court as it struggles to work out a
democratic theory of the Constitution to
deal with numerous specific issues. To
what extent should the Constitution’s
premodern assumptions preclude the
Court from taking on this task itself? To
what extent do those assumptions
instead require that the Court assume
this role?

Professor of Law and Roy F and Jean
Humphrey Profitt Research Professor Richard
H. Pildes earned an A.B. summa cum laude
from Princeton University, where he studied
theoretical physical chemistry. He received a
J.D. magna cum laude from Harvard Law
School and was Supreme Court Notes Editor of
the Harvard Law Review. He served as law
clerk for Judge Abner J. Mikva of the U.S.
Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia
Circuit, and for Justice Thurgood Marshall of
the U.S. Supreme Court. After that, he
practiced in the litigation area at Foley, Hoag
& Eliot in Boston. Professor Pildes teaches
courses in constitutional law, voting rights,
legislation, democratic theory, and the history
of American legal thought. He has published
articles on race and politics, voting rights,
administrative law and theories of regulation,
constitutional theory, and others emphasizing
the cultural dimensions of public policy and the
limitations of economic conceptions of value in
making law and public policy. His work on the
Voting Rights Act of 1965 and congressional
redistricting has earned widespread notice and
been cited by justices of the U.S. Supreme
Court. Samuel Issacharoff is Charles Tilford
McCormick Professor of Law at the University
of Texas School of Law; Pamela S. Karlan is
Professor of Law and Roy L. and Rosamond
Woodruff Morgan Research Professor at the
University of Virginia School of Law.
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I = The following essay is adapted from
R I I Q U E : testimony presented to the Senate

Democratic Task Force on Tobacco in

§8 1 e Rroposed . S

 forthcoming article, “The Costs of
; The Economic Case for Ex

National T o N

Resolution e 2 I AND A SUGGESTED
ALTERNATIVE

— By Jon D. HansoN AND KyLE D. LOGUE

IF THE GOAL OF CIGARETTE REGULATION is either

to reduce substantially the public health problem created
by cigarette smoking or to allocate the costs of smoking
more equitably, there are significantly better
alternatives to the regulatory regime than would be
created by the state attorneys general’s Proposed Tobacco
Resolution. Indeed, from either perspective, we are
doubtful that the current proposal represents an
improvement over the status quo. Our study of the issue
leads us to make two largely independent criticisms of
the proposed resolution. We will only mention the first
here and will focus our attention on the second.

PE()T()S BY THOMAS TREUTER
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COSI1S OF
CIGARETTES

The first criticism is that the proposed
resolution would not require
manufacturers and, in turn, consumers
to pay anything approaching the true
total costs of cigarettes, costs that we
estimate to be at least $7 per pack, a
number that is considerably higher than
other estimates that have been reported
in the media. Our estimate includes
some, but not all, of the costs borne
ultimately by smokers themselves, by
smokers’ insurers, and by individuals
injured by second-hand smoke. It
includes only future costs and excludes
many of those. So, for example, the
figure includes neither the health-care
costs that have previously been caused
by smoking nor the future pain-and-
suffering costs borne by smokers or
family members of deceased smokers.

Unlike most economists who have
previously attempted to measure the
costs of cigarettes, we do not reduce our
estimate of cigarette costs to take into
account the “savings” resulting from
cigarette-induced premature deaths.
Those savings — measured mostly in the
form of smokers’ unclaimed pension and
nursing-home entitlements — may not
in fact be real, and in any event, are not
relevant to the questions of whether and
how best to regulate the market for
cigarettes.

We should make clear that the
purpose of the $7 per pack figure is not
to suggest that a tax of $7 per pack
should be imposed or that, following the
introduction of the sort of regulatory
regime we suggest below, cigarette prices
will rise by $7 per pack. Rather, it is
meant only to suggest the magnitude of
the need for some type of regulatory
intervention. In fact, under the smokers’
compensation regime that we
recommend, we would for a number of
reasons that we cannot pursue here
expect cigarette prices to rise by no more
than $3 per pack.

BTG TR I
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IDENTIFYING

APPROPRIATE
REGULATORY
RESPONSE

The proposed resolution is implicitly
premised on the assumption that some
form of intervention in the cigarette
market is necessary. In light of evidence
that smokers typically begin their habits
at a very early age, tend not to be well
informed of the long-term health risks of
smoking, often underestimate
addictiveness of cigarettes, and often do
not bear many of the costs associated
with smoking, we agree that the market
for cigarettes should not be left
unregulated. Our second criticism of the
proposed resolution, however, is that the
regulatory regime that it would
implement is almost exactly the inverse
of what it should be. To understand that
criticism, it is helpful to step back from
the proposal itself and ask a more general
question (a question that, curiously, has
evaded scholars and commentators to
this point): What is the best approach to
regulating cigarettes?

A. Three categories of regulation
Regulatory scholars have, in broad
terms, identified three general categories

of regulation: command-and-control
regulation; performance-based regulation;
and incentive-based regulation. The
distinctions we draw among the three
types of regulation are not perfect and
can, in some instances, begin to blur.
Thus, some examples of performance-
based regulation begin to look like
incentive-based regulation. In fact, it is

probably most accurate to understand
the three categories of regulation as
demarcating three points along a
continuum, with command-and-control
regulation at one end, incentive-based
regulation at the other end, and
performance-based regulation
somewhere in between. Nevertheless, it
is useful to maintain the conceptual
distinctions among the three types of
regulation to enable us to identify the
costs and benefits of moving in one
direction or the other along the
continuum.

Under command-and-control
regulation, sometimes called “input
regulation,” the regulator imposes
specific requirements on the firm. The
regulator in effect tells the regulated firm
how specifically to run some aspect of its
business. In regulating pollution, for
example, the command-and-control
regulator might prescribe specific steps
that manufacturers must take, or specific
technologies that they must use, in order
to reduce the level of pollution that is
emitted by their manufacturing
processes.

There are many examples of
command-and-control regulation in the
proposed resolution. For example, the
warning requirements and the
advertising restrictions that would be
imposed on manufacturers are best
characterized as command-and-control
regulations. Similarly, if the Food and
Drug Administration exercised its limited
authority under the proposed resolution
to mandate particular “technically
feasible,” “less hazardous tobacco
products,” it would do so in the form of
command-and-control regulations.

Under performance-based regulation,
by contrast, the regulator presents
manufacturers with a target of some sort,
which the manufacturers are encouraged
to meet. That target is sometimes called a
“performance standard.” The
manufacturers are then left to decide

how best to achieve that target. One
performance standard, for example,
might be a maximum quantity of
pollution that a firm is allowed to emit
over a given period of time, such as that
allowed by tradeable pollution permits.
Failure to achieve the relevant target,
however, would result in a fine or
additional regulation. The proposed
resolution contains a couple of
performance-based standards. The best
known example is the so-called “look-
back” provision, which would set target
levels of underage smoking that the
industry would pay a fine for failing

to meet.

Performance-based regulation, when
compared to command-and-control
regulation, reflects a greater degree of
humility and skepticism with regard to
how much the regulator can be expected
to know about the cutting-edge
technology in a given industry and a
greater degree of reliance on the industry
(or the market) to have and act on that
information. Nevertheless, both types of
regulation make substantial informational
demands on the regulator.

If there is a performance standard or
target that is assumed to be desirable,
performance-based regulation can be
superior to command-and-control
regulation as a means of achieving that
standard, for the reason already
described — manufacturers have better
information. In addition, if we know
what the target standard is, then
enforcement of such a standard is
relatively easy (because of the ease of
monitoring compliance) compared to
enforcement of command-and-control
regulation, where the regulator must
constantly defer to the informational
advantage of the manufacturer.

Although there is something to be
said for performance-based regulation
over command-and-control regulation,
it is our view that they both impose
roughly the same informational demands
on the regulator. Although we develop
that argument in considerable detail in
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our Article, the general idea is captured
in the following question: How is the
performance-based regulator supposed to
choose the appropriate target level of
performance (or the appropriate fine for
failing to meet that target)? For example,
how does Congress or EPA determine the
aggregate level of air or water pollution
to permit? To answer such questions the
regulator must have information about
not only the level of harm caused by
different levels of pollution but also the
total social costs and benefits of the
activities that give rise to the pollution.

Incentive-based regulation is superior
to command-and-control and
performance-based regulation inasmuch
as it requires less information of the
regulator, and it relies more on the
market to generate the desired regulatory
outcomes. Under incentive-based
regulation, the regulator simply forces
the manufacturers to pay the total costs
of their manufacturing activities. The
manufacturers are then left to decide
what to do about those costs, if anything.
Thus, incentive-based regulation does
not tell manufacturers how to run their
business (as command-and-control
regulation does). Nor does it require the
regulator to choose the ideal regulatory
target (as performance-based regulation
does). It simply makes the industry pay
its costs, and lets the market sort things
out. The general superiority of incentive-
based regulation over command-and-
control regulation in most settings is
fairly widely accepted among scholars
and is increasingly recognized by policy
makers. Indeed, most of the important
debates in environmental regulation
seem to be over, not whether to use
market forces, but how best to use
market forces as a means of reducing
pollution.

It is not our position that command-
and-control and performance-based
regulation should never be used. There
are circumstances in which those types of
regulation may be useful supplements to
ex post incentive-based regulation. We
do take the position, however, that those
types of regulation, especially in the
cigarette context, are not viable substitutes
for ex post incentive-based regulation.
Still, those regulatory alternatives can
serve a complementary function. Even in
the cigarette context, for example, those

forms of regulation might prove helpful
as a means of reducing underage
smoking. In addition, in some non-
cigarette situations (for example, in
dealing with the problems of air
pollution created by automobile
emissions), either command-and-control,
performance-based, or perhaps an excise
tax (“ex ante incentive-based regulation”)
may be the only available options. This
would be true if ex post incentive-based
regulation (of the type we describe in
greater detail in the text below) were
considered impractical, perhaps because
the harms associated with generalized air
pollution are too widely dispersed to give
rise to ex post damage claims brought by
individual victims. It should be
emphasized, however, that the cigarette
market presents a setting in which ex
post incentive-based regulation is
available as a regulatory option.

B. The problem with the

proposed resolution

Given this consensus in favor of
incentive-based regulation, one would
hope that any proposal to regulate
cigarettes would rely most heavily on
incentive-based approaches, with little
emphasis on command-and-control and
performance-based regulation. In fact,
however, the proposed resolution takes
just the opposite approach. It is
dominated by a renewed and
strengthened emphasis on command-
and-control regulation, including
everything from new warning
requirements to new FDA control over
the level of nicotine and other
ingredients in tobacco products. And the
proposed resolution is especially
remarkable for its lack of incentive-based
regulatory approaches. In fact, by sharply
curtailing products liability law as a
means of regulating manufacturer
behavior, the proposed resolution would
eliminate the only existing incentive-
based system with any potential for
internalizing the external costs of
smoking.

80 THE UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN LAW SCHOOL




:
:
:

In addition, the settlement contains
the occasional performance-based
approach — such as the “look back”
provision designed to achieve specific
targets of underage smoking by various
points in time — but those provisions,
by virtually all accounts, involve
penalties for failure to achieve the
relevant targets that are too weak.
Moreover, as we will show in the text
below, even if the penalties are increased,
the way in which the penalties would be
apportioned among tobacco companies
(essentially on a market-share basis)
would undermine each company’s
incentives to reduce underage smoking.

To get a clearer picture of the limits of
the command-and-control and
performance-based regulations outlined
in the proposed resolution, consider the
following questions:

@ What if the proposed cigarette
warnings and advertising restrictions are
ineffective, as they have been in the past?

@ What if, in response to
requirements that they must turn over to
the FDA all research regarding potential
alternative, potentially safer, cigarette
designs, cigarette manufacturers stop
conducting such research?

@ What if the FDA does identify a
cigarette design that appears likely to be
safer than conventional designs? Should
the FDA mandate it? What if smokers
increase their overall consumption of
cigarettes because of the new design?
What if the safer cigarette is unpopular
because of, say, unpleasant taste
attributes? Should the FDA require that
all cigarettes adopt the new design? If
not, will the FDA require that cigarette
manufacturers market cigarettes with the
safer design as aggressively as they
market their conventional brands?

@ What about the look-back
provision? Why is the target reduction
level set at 60%? What if the look-back
provision is successful in encouraging the
industry to reduce underage smoking to
target levels, but many individuals who
do not begin as underage smokers
simply pick up the habit at age 18?

C. The benefits of incentive-

based regulation

Incentive-based regulation would
significantly reduce the problems
suggested by the preceding set of
questions. It would do so by taking
government regulators out of the role of
trying to make complex economic and
scientific determinations and by relying
instead on the expertise of manufacturers
and on the power of market forces.

The proposed resolution arguably
includes an incentive-based component,
insofar as the costs imposed on
manufacturers are required to be passed
through to consumers in the form of a
price hike. That mandated price hike
would, like an excise tax, force
manufacturers to bear at least some of
the costs of their products. Viewing the
proposed regulation in that light, some
scholars have complained that the price
hike is too small. According to Jeffrey
Harris, for instance, the proposed
agreement would, if adopted, have the
effect of a $0.62 per pack excise tax on
cigarettes. In addition, some senators and
the Clinton administration have recently
suggested the possibility of increasing the
price hike to some amount closer to
$1.50 per pack. (See Jeffrey Taylor,
“More Senators Seem to Back Increasing
Cigarette Prices Beyond Level in Accord,”
Wall Street Journal, A4, Sept. 17, 1997.)
There appears to be an emerging
consensus among commentators and
policy makers, in other words, that the
regulatory effect of the de facto excise tax
needs to be enhanced and will have a
greater regulatory effect than that of
other aspects of the proposed resolution.

With that conclusion we agree. An
excise tax probably does have certain
advantages over command-and-control
or performance-based regulation.
However, as an incentive-based system of
regulation an excise tax has distinct
disadvantages when compared with what
we refer to as “ex post incentive-based
regulation.” By an ex post incentive-based
system we mean a regime in which each
cigarette manufacturer is forced to pay the
external costs caused by its brand of

cigarettes as those costs actually become
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manifest — that is, manufacturers pay
damages ex post.

An excise tax, which can be thought
of as an “ex ante incentive-based” regime,
has two important disadvantages when
compared with an ex post incentive-
based regime. First, choosing the
appropriate rate of tax requires the
regulator (as in the case of command-
and-control and performance-based
regulation) to have an enormous amount
of information up front (at the time the
tax rate is set) about the costs and
benefits of cigarettes, including the costs
and benefits of alternative cigarette
designs. In contrast, under an ex post
regime, costs would be imposed on

cigarette manufacturers only as the
external harms caused by cigarettes
actually became manifest. Thus, although
the regulator would be responsible for
sorting out after the fact what harms had
been caused by cigarettes and should be
charged to manufacturers, it would be
the cigarette manufacturers who would
decide up front how to make and market
cigarettes to minimize those costs.

The second disadvantage of an excise
tax, compared with an ex post approach,
is that an excise tax does not create
incentives for cigarette manufacturers to

compete over safety. This is a very basic
point, but it is extremely important and
is central to our argument for an ex post
regime (and to our critique of the
proposed resolution). At best, an excise
tax (and the de facto excise tax
contemplated in the proposed resolution)
would impose on each manufacturer the
average per pack external costs for the
whole industry. Such a tax, however,
provides no incentive for manufacturers
to make investments in developing and
manufacturing safer cigarette designs
(such as nicotine-free cigarettes or low-
carcinogen cigarettes) or in identifying
relatively low-risk smokers (people who
are least likely to suffer harmful effects

from smoking). Any such innovations
would cost a manufacturer money — the
research and development costs among
others — but would provide essentially
zero benefit to that manufacturer given
that the taxes are fixed (or, if variable, are
assessed on a market share basis).

If the taxes are fixed, then, of course,
nothing that a manufacturer does can
lower them. Even if the taxes vary to
reflect the changes in the average costs of
cigarettes, however, manufacturers will
not invest to lower those costs, because
the benefit of such investments would be
shared with the whole industry in the
torm of a reduced industry-wide excise

tax. Again, each manufacturer would
have a strong incentive to make no such
safety-enhancing investments. This
phenomenon is a special case of what
policy scholars call the “common pool”
or “free rider” problem. We sometimes
refer to it as the “unraveling problem,”
because, under such a scenario, the
market for safety improvements may
unravel, as each manufacturer realizes
that making investments in safety
enhancements is not in its financial best
interest.

D. The smokers’ compensation
alternative

An ex post incentive-based regime
can, at least in theory, overcome the
unraveling problem associated with an
excise tax and can thereby create the
market incentives for manufacturers to
compete over safety. Such an ex post
regime can force each manufacturer to
bear the harms caused by its brand of
cigarettes specifically and not just the
average harm caused by the industry as a
whole. To achieve that goal, one of the
essential elements of any ex post
incentive-based regime would be an
ability, even if imperfect, to trace harms
to specific brands.

The specific form of ex post incentive-
based regulation that we will emphasize
here is a regime that we call “smokers’
compensation.” One of many possible
versions of such a system would rely on
a newly created administrative board
with authority to adjudicate the
compensation claims. Someone suffering
from a smoking-related illness would
bring a claim to that board and present
evidence regarding his or her injury and
smoking history. If necessary causal links
were established, the board would award
compensation to the claimant and then
charge the manufacturer or
manufacturers for the amount paid out.
But, whatever form it might take, a
smokers’ compensation system is
distinguishable from an excise tax in the
following ways:

@ Fact finding with regard to harms
caused by cigarettes would be based on
evidence of actual harms after they have
occurred rather than on speculation
regarding possible future harms.

@ Manufacturers, rather than
regulators, would conduct the ex ante
cost-benefit analysis regarding what
safety investments to make, what
product design changes to consider, and
how those changes will affect product
demand.

@ Costs would be imposed on
manufacturers on a brand-specific, rather
than on a fixed, industry wide, or market
share basis.

@ I[ncentives to compete over
increased safety would be created, rather
than dulled or eliminated

@ Victims of smoking-caused harm
themselves would voluntarily come
forward with information regarding
harms caused by cigarettes, thereby
providing useful information regarding
brand-specific risks.

The smokers’ compensation system
can also be distinguished from products
liability law — another ex post incentive-
based regime. Under the current rules,
products liability law is the only existing
ex post incentive-based regulation of
cigarettes. Some commentators complain,
however, that that regime has been
wholly ineffective, a complaint we
challenge below. Other commentators
and industry officials may worry that
products liability law, in its current form,
presents the tobacco industry with an
unacceptable level of uncertainty as to
what the industry’ overall liability for
smoking-caused harm will be. It is also
sometimes argued that the tort system
entails relatively high administrative costs
compared to other systems of deterrence.
In response to such concerns, consider
the following ways in which the
proposed smokers’ compensation model
might be cheaper, simpler, and more
certain than its tort law alternative:

@ The fact finding determination
would be conducted by an administrative
board or an administrative law judge
rather than by a lay jury.

@ This fact finder could be specially
trained in dealing with scientific
evidence, or could be authorized to
solicit advice from experts or a blue-
ribbon panel of scientists.
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® The damages for each type of
smoking-caused harm could be pre-
determined based on some type of grid
system, whereby a given harm produces
a given (i.e., certain) level of damage
payment from the manufacturer.

@ The only fact finding question
would be causation. Hence there would
be no need for expensive fact finding on
such questions as product defect,
industry standards, assumption of risk,
and the like.

@ Although the need for litigation in
hard cases would not be eliminated, the
claims adjustment process could become
more routinized than is the case with
current product liability claims, thereby
reducing administrative costs.

If the above-listed aspects of the
proposal do not provide enough
certainty, it might be possible to impose
an overall cap or budget on the amount
of damages that can be paid by the
cigarette industry in a given year, so long
as the damage payments within that cap are
allocated among manufacturers according to
each company’s relative causal share of the

harm, and not just according to market share.

This has been a necessarily sketchy
outline of a smokers’ compensation
approach to regulating cigarettes. We
have made no effort here to work out all
the details of such a program, nor do we
expect that that task will prove easy.
Still, there are a variety of ways in which
such a regulatory regime might be
adjusted or tailored without eliminating
its beneficial effects. We would note,
moreover, that there are existing
regulatory regimes to which policy
makers may usefully look for guidance
regarding how to implement a smokers’
compensation regime. The most obvious
analogy, given the name we have chosen,
is workers’ compensation. Another
analogy would be no-fault automobile
insurance. The smokers’ compensation
regime that we have in mind, after all, is
essentially a no-fault system with the
cigarette companies acting as the insurers
of smoking-caused harms.
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NOSS1

There are two possible objections to an
ex post incentive-based system, such as a
smokers’ compensation system, as
compared to an ex ante incentive-based
system of regulation, such as an excise tax.

A. Strategic avoidance

of regulatory incentives

First, an excise tax might be presumed
superior because it would be charged as
the cigarette is sold rather than when the
injury occurs. Because, under a smokers’
compensation system, manufacturers
would be liable for the harms of
cigarettes sold many years earlier, a
smokers’ compensation system would
arguably create opportunities for cigarette
manufacturers to evade the regulator’s
incentive-creating sanctions. For
example, after profiting for twenty years
or 50, a new entrant to the cigarette
market might simply distribute its assets
to its shareholders, rendering itself
largely immune to the threat of smokers’
compensation claims. To be sure, the
manufacturer would then be bankrupted
by the smokers’ compensation claims,
but only after many years of profiting
substantially and distributing those
profits to shareholders. Legal scholars
sometimes describe this as a “judgment-
proofing” or “hit and run” strategy.

There are several reasons why such
judgment-proofing strategies are unlikely
to be adopted by manufacturers. For
example, sophisticated long-term
creditors would — and, in other
industries, do — include covenants
prohibiting (or, more generally, increasing
the costliness of) such strategies. Also,
opportunities for strategic avoidance of
regulatory incentives exist for virtually all
forms of regulation. For instance,
manufacturers could avoid the effect of
an excise tax by directly or indirectly
selling their brands on black markets, as
may be common in other countries that

S

have substantial cigarette tariffs. That
evasion strategy would be less effective
under a smokers’ compensation system
because manufacturers would have to
pay for the harms caused by all of their
cigarettes, even those purchased on black
markets. Indeed, for that reason,
manufacturers would have a strong
incentive to discourage the emergence of
black markets in their own cigarettes.
Finally, there are regulatory policies that
could be adopted that would prevent
manufacturers from evading the threat of
future liability. For instance, as is
provided for under the proposed
resolution, manufacturers might be
required to put up a substantial bond, to
ensure that some assets are available in
the future. Similarly, as is the case for
virtually all European corporations,
manufacturers might be required to meet
minimum capi[aliza[ion requirements,
which would serve the same purpose as
a bond. Finally, as is true of automobile
drivers in most of the states in this
country, cigarette manufacturers could be
required to purchase a minimum amount
of liability insurance which would cover
the costs of future potential liability.

B. The personal responsibility

question

Others might object to a smokers’
compensation system (or to any other
type of victim-initiated ex post incentive-
based system) on the ground that it
compensates smokers for the harms
caused by cigarettes and thus removes
from them any responsibility for their
own decisions. The goal of a smokers’
compensation system is to enhance

ble

public health. But if the goal were to
force individuals to own up to, or take
responsibility for, their actions, we are
aware of no policy response that would
be superior to a smokers’ compensation
system. That’s true for several reasons.

For starters, smokers would have to
pay when purchasing each pack of
cigarettes, in the form of higher product
prices, for their right to make a claim
later, when a smoking-caused illness
occurs. The arrangement is no different
from that between insureds and their
first-party insurers. Thus, smokers would
not be getting something for nothing and
would not be evading responsibility.
Indeed, the whole goal of this type of
incentive-based system is not to let
smokers off the hook but to force
smokers to take responsibility by forcing
each smoker to place his money where
his mouth is. Absent such a price
increase, smokers would continue to
disregard the substantial costs that their
smoking poses to themselves and to
others; and smokers would continue to
have to “take responsibility” for risks that
they were not fully aware of. Moreover,
the harms caused by cigarettes are, of
course, often quite serious. And even to
the extent smokers or their families
receive compensation for some of the
costs of cigarette-caused harms, it is
difficult to say that the dead or seriously
ill smoker ever fully evades the ultimate
responsibility for her smoking decisions.
Finally, of course, smokers are not the
only actors who should be accountable
for their actions. Under an ex post
incentive-based regime, tobacco
manufacturers, too, would be forced to
bear responsibility for their actions.
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Those who are interested in the
cigarette problem might ask questions
such as: “Doesn't the proposed resolution
represent a step in the right direction?”;
and “In light of the fact that the apparent
momentum in Washington to enact a
comprehensive federal regulatory
response to the cigarette problem might
die, shouldn’t we embrace the proposed
resolution or something substantially
similar to it while we have the chance,
rather than be returned to the status
quo?”

In our view, the answer to both
questions is “no.” Taking public health as
the overriding goal, we would, if forced
to choose, pick the status quo. To
understand why, it is necessary first to
understand that critics and supporters of
the proposed settlement share two flawed
premises, which nevertheless seem to be
dictating the terms of the policy debate.
First, both sides assume that the primary
purpose of products liability law in this
context is, not to serve public health
goals, but simply to compensate those
injured by smoking. Second, both sides
seem to agree that civil liability laws
have, to date, failed to serve that or any
other worthwhile goal. Consequently,
most participants in the debate have
indicated in one way or another that the
elimination of tort law would be no big
loss, even for smoking plaintiffs. The
proponents of the proposed resolution,
for instance, point out that, even if
$368.5 billion does not cover all the
harms, past and future, caused by
cigarettes, it is a lot more than nothing,

which is what manufacturers have paid
in tort damages to date. Critics of the
proposed resolution are typically less
explicit. They make their views known
either by not mentioning the effect of the
proposed resolution on tort law or by
indicating that they would not challenge
that effect if only the proposed resolution
could be adjusted to better serve public
health goals.

Arguably, however, the principal goal
of products liability law is, broadly
speaking, public health, not compensation.
In the cigarette context in particular, the
question then becomes whether the
public-health goal is better achieved
through products liability law or through
the types of regulation envisaged in the
proposed resolution. Those who would
sacrifice products liability law to accept
the proposed resolution implicitly
assume that the public health benefits of
the latter would outpace the public
health benefits of the former. But,
perhaps because of the general anti-tort
sentiment in this country, that
presumption has been largely
unexamined and is, for several reasons,
highly questionable.

First, products liability law comes far
closer, at least in theory, to providing an
ex post incentive-based type of
regulation than any alternative form of
regulation now being considered (other
than the smokers’ compensation regime
we are proposing). Moreover, products
liability law could have more than just a
theoretical impact. It is true that no
substantial product liability judgments
have been won against the tobacco
industry. Nevertheless, products liability
law is currently in a state of flux or
disequilibrium; and the growing
likelihood of many large civil judgments
against the industry is a big part of what
pushed the industry to the negotiating
table and thus what made the $368.5
billion settlement offer possible. In other
words, to say that the settlement
agreement would produce $368.5 billion

while product liability law has produced
nothing is to misunderstand what
motivated the agreement in the first
place.

It would be more accurate to claim
that administrative regulation, not tort
law, has failed those who have been
harmed by cigarette smoking. The FDA
has long declined to exercise its authority
in this area, presumably because of the
political power of the cigarette industry
and because of the FDA’s lack of
expertise regarding how best to regulate.
Furthermore, it has been administrative
regulation that has effectively derailed
otherwise viable products liability claims
against cigarette manufacturers. For
example, the FTC-promulgated warning
labels have given rise to the preemption
defense and greatly strengthened the
assumption-of-risk defense in tort law.
Those defenses have until very recently
proved an insurmountable barrier to tort
recovery. Thus, in light of this past
experience with administrative
regulation, it is not clear that we should
have much confidence in the expanded
role for administrative regulation
contemplated in the proposed resolution.
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PLACING

PROPOSED
RESOLUTION
IN CONTEXT

That brings us to our final
observation. The history of tobacco
regulation makes clear one very
disturbing fact. The cigarette industry
has, using a variety of strategies,
successfully managed to protect itself
throughout this century against any form
of meaningful regulation. By far, its most
successful strategy has been to meet the
threat of tough regulations with
preemptive, command-and-control-style,
anemic regulations. The experience with
FTC warning requirements is a case in
point. But there are many others. Within
the last several years, that practice has
been especially evident at the local level,
where the industry has supported some
state tobacco control legislation in an
effort to preempt the authority of city,
town, and county governments to
control the sale and use of tobacco. With
that historical backdrop in place, it is
illuminating to look briefly again at the
promises and the likely effects of the
proposed resolution. As will become
clear, the proposed resolution appears to
be just one more example — this time
on a grander scale — of a very successful
long-term tobacco-industry strategy.

N

The proposed resolution states that
“[a] key element in achieving the Act’s
goals will be forcing a fundamental
change in the way the tobacco industry
does business.” With that assessment we
completely agree. The proposed
resolution also claims that it would
“provide for means to ensure that the
industry will not only comply with the

letter of the law but will also have
powerful incentives to prevent underage
usage of tobacco products and to strive
to develop and market less hazardous
tobacco products.” As our analysis has
indicated, however, that claim is
unfounded.

Indeed, as already emphasized, the
mix of regulatory regimes chosen by the
proposed resolution — mostly
command-and-control; some qualified
performance-based; and virtually zero ex
post incentive-based regulation — is
precisely the reverse of what most policy-
oriented scholarship would recommend.
Moreover, it is, from the tobacco
industry’s perspective, ideal. In light of
the industry’ track record, therefore, the
choice of that mix of regulatory regimes
was probably no accident.

As noted above, command-and-
control is the least effective form of
regulation in this type of setting. It
requires the regulator to have an
enormous amount of information about
the product, information that the
regulator often must rely on the industry
to provide. Insofar as the industry is the
source of the regulators information, it
becomes relatively easy for the industry
to manipulate the process and avoid
really having to bear the costs of its
actions. Furthermore, the regulations
themselves are severely limited by the
inability of the regulator to anticipate
every counter-move that the industry
might make in its attempt to thwart the
regulator — or, more accurately, to save
the money that would otherwise have to
be spent in complying with the spirit of
the regulation. As we have argued, those
criticisms certainly apply to the
settlements numerous command-and-
control regulations. To be sure, the
agreement also contains some elements
of performance-based regulations, which,
in theory, might pose somewhat of a
regulatory threat to the cigarette industry.
As other critics have noted and our
research shows, however, the
performance-based aspects of the
settlement are rendered quite anemic by
the substantial ex ante and ex post
loopholes and the relatively minor
surcharges for failing to meet
performance targets.

Considering the big picture, therefore,
we have no trouble rejecting the
suggestion that the proposed settlement

——

would somehow substantially alter the
culture or incentives of the tobacco
industry. To the contrary, the basic
incentives of manufacturers would
remain. They would still seek to find and
to create loopholes in the regulations.
They would still seek to misrepresent the
risks to consumers and regulators.

Our very strong sense at the end of
the day is that the proposed resolution
would accomplish precisely what
previous efforts to regulate the cigarette
industry have accomplished. Specifically,
the proposal would create the illusion of
regulation (at least initially) while
simultaneously protecting the industry
and smokers from having to bear the
costs of cigarettes.

Based on our analysis, we would
recommend that Congress reject the
proposed resolution and start over from
scratch, this time beginning with the
following question in mind: How can we
design an effective ex post incentive-
based response to the cigarette problem?
In our forthcoming Yale Law Journal
article (cited above), we discuss the
framework for beginning that analysis,
although much work on the details
remains to be done

Assistant Professor of Law Kyle D. Logue
earned his ].D. at Yale Law School, where he
was an Olin Scholar and an articles editor for
the Yale Law Journal. Following law school, he
spent one year as a law clerk to the Honorable
Patrick E. Higginbotham on the U.S. Court of
Appeals for the Fifth Circuit and two years as a
tax lawyer for the law firm of Sutherland,
Asbill & Brennan in Atlanta. Professor Logue
writes in the areas of federal tax law and
policy, insurance regulation, and products
liability theory. He teaches courses in the areas
of tax, insurance and regulation. Jon D.
Hanson is a Professor of Law at Harvard
University.
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It is with the Sreatest pleasure that I thank our graduates
and other friends for their support of the Law School Campaign.
Our final total — $91,319,539 — made this the most successful

fundraising drive ever completed by a public law school.

And participation was gratifyingly broad: more than half our graduates
made the gifts, pledges, and new bequest commitments that brought us
to this summit.

[ hope that this Campaign brings great pride to the Michigan Law family.
Your generosity and devotion over the past seven years have brought
about a profound change in our Law School. The additions to our
endowment and the continual increase in the level of annual expendable
contributions have enabled us to pursue the very best faculty and
students, and to provide them with exemplary programs. And that is
true even though the era when we could count on substantial state
financial support for our work is long behind us.

It is profoundly important that this country have a public law school of
unsurpassed quality. At a time when cynicism about public institutions
is rampant, our nation needs a public law school at which the finest
students, regardless of wealth, are able to study with the very finest

teachers, and to pursue the broadest, most rigorous, most innovative

curriculum in the world of legal education. This
Campaign has enabled Michigan to continue to meet
that need. As a Michigan graduate myself, I feel
tremendous satisfaction in that knowledge, and
gratitude to all those who brought

it to be.

Mo 4 L

JEFFREY S. LEHMAN, 81
Dean

CAMPAIGN

The success of this Campaign is a watershed event for the Law School

and for me personally. As a product of public schools, I believe that strong
public education is central to the future of our society. The Law School has long
stood as a shining example of the profound positive influence that public
institutions of the highest quality can have on people and on society. It made that
difference in my own life. And I know that it has made that difference in many

other lives as well.

[ agreed to chair this Campaign because I knew that it was the only way the Law
School I love could continue to be a public beacon for all legal education in this
new environment. During the early 1980%, changing needs and priorities in
Michigan called into question the long-term financial security of the Law School.
We needed to ensure the legacy of William Cook, of providing resources to
continue to offer educational opportunities of unsurpassed quality.

The triumphant success of the Campaign is profoundly gratifying to me.

I am grateful that so many of my fellow graduates have stepped forward to support
the Law School in a time of great transition and growth. And the tangible
achievements of our work — the new scholarship support, the new professorships,
the new educational programs — underscore Michigan’s position of leadership.

It is critical that we not rest on our laurels. Like so many other aspects of society,
the world of legal education is profoundly competitive. Public institutions can no
longer remain at the top without ongoing private support.

This is not the end; it is only the end of the
beginning. That is why Ruth and I chose to
celebrate the success of the Campaign by
making a new, post-Campaign gift, a five-year
challenge grant, to stimulate a new faculty
support fund that will help attract and retain
the world’s finest legal minds.

[ know that you join us in celebrating the
School’s success, and I hope that you will
continue to join us in our support for the
Law School in the years to come.

TERREI\’%?E A. ELKES, ’58

National Chair
Law School Campaign
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LEADERSHIP GIFTS AND PLEDGES
OF $1,000,000 AND ABOVE

Terrence A. and Ruth E Elkes, 58

James W. Hyde Estate
in memory of Emory James Hyde

Mr. and Mrs. Frederick P. Furth, Jr., ’59
Jan and Bill Jentes, '56

Marion L. Johnson Estate
in memory of Kenneth T. Johnson

Dorothy E. Millard Estate
in memory of Frank G. Millard

W. K. Kellogg Foundation

Elizabeth A. Long Estate
in memory of Thomas G. Long

Robert E. Nederlander, 58
Nippon Life Insurance Company
Richard W. Pogue, ’53

Samuel Zell, ’66

Anonymous

$500,000 - $999,999

Claude Worthington Benedum
Foundation

Honorable and Mrs. Avern L. Cohn, 49
William J. Cowlin, 56
Albert D. and Virginia B. Early, '37

Dorothy Greenwald Trust
in memory of the Greenwald Family

Jason L. Honigman Foundation,
Incorporated
in memory of Jason L. Honigman

Law School Graduates of Kirkland & Ellis
and the Kirkland & Ellis Foundation

L. Bates Lea, 49

Ronald L. and Jane Olson, '66
James E and Betty H. Sams, '57
John B. and Nancy Schwemm, '59
The Sumitc&mo Bank, Limited
Wilmer, Cutler and Pickering

S. K. Yee Scholarship Foundation

Anonymous

$250,000 - $499,999
David W. Belin, '54
Bruce P. and Joan A. Bickner, ’68

Lucile Thomas Cecil Estate
in memory of Judge Lester L. Cecil

Mr. and Mrs. Thomas J. Donnelly, *50

Law School Graduates of
Foley & Lardner

Jane S. Handley, 40
in memory of Robert D. Handley

W. M. Keck Foundation
Robert P and Barbara Luciano, 58
Jeffrey H. and Marsha Miro, 67

Irene H. Perrine Estate
in memory of Beahl T. Perrine

Arthur C. and Barbara Prine, 49
Roy E and Jean Humphrey Proffitt, 48

Republic National Bank of New York
in memory of Louis and Myrtle Moskowitz

Anonymous




$100,000 - $249,999

Linda and William J. Abraham, Jr., '72
Robert B. and Ann S. Aikens, 54
Theodore and Mina Bargman Foundation
Harold S. Barron, '61

Bergstrom Foundation
in memory of Henry A. Bergstrom, Sr.

Leo and Annette Beus, '70

Ed and Connie Bransilver, ’59
Richard R. and Elizabeth Burmns, ’71
DeRoy Testamentary Foundation

Dickinson, Wright, Moon,
Van Dusen & Freeman

Law School Graduates of Dykema Gossett
and Dykema Gossett PLLC

Robert B. and Janet Fiske, '55
Ford Foundation
J. Alan Galbraith, 66

John J. Gaskell Estate
in memory of John J. Gaskell

Pamela and David Haron, 69
Stanley Imerman Memorial Foundation

Jackier Family Philanthropic Foundation
in memory of Joseph H. Jackier

Japan Foundation
Mr. and Mrs. Richard Katcher, 43

David Baker Lewis, 70 and
Kathleen McCree Lewis, '73

Mr. and Mrs. Thomas L. Lott, '35
Karl E. Lutz, 75

Alberto and Sharon Munoz, 74

CAMPAIGN

John M. Nannes, 73

Arnold M. Nemirow, 69
in memory of Benjamin Nemirow

Charles F and Anne M. Niemeth, '65
Park Foundation, Inc.

Louis Perlmutter, *59

Rockefeller Foundation

Irwin and Clara Roth, 55

Theodore and Joan Sachs, ’51
Stanley S. Schwartz, ’55

Joseph and Randee Seiger, 67
George E. Sperling, Jr., 40

Mr. and Mrs. William P Sutter, ’50

Mrs. Barbara H. Thompson
in memory of Kenneth E. Thompson

Stefan E and Marilyn Tucker, ’63

Law School Graduates of Varnum,
Riddering, Schmidt & Howlett and
Varnum Riddering Schmidt & Howlett
Daniel W. Vittum, Jr., '64

Stanley R. Zax, 61

Anonymous

$50,000 - $99,999

Alan T. and Sharyl Ackerman, '72
Donald E. and Elizabeth Adams, *36
James N. and Sara Adler, '61

James M. and Sheila Amend, 67
John B. Barney, 51

Leonard J. and Joy H. Baxt, '72

John D. and Janet Boyles, 59

e
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Martin R. Browning, 49

Calvin A. “Tink” Campbell, Jr., 61
Werner Clabuesch, '39

Dewey B. Crawford, '66

Beatrice A. Denbo

Bruce A. Featherstone, '77
Geoffrey L. Gifford, '71

Dudley J. Godfrey, 52

William D. Gowans, '26*

Mr. and Mrs. William J. Halliday, 48

Raymond Harkrider, '26*
Roger B. Harris, ’62

Eugene L. Hartwig, '58

Irvine O. Hockaday, '61
Garrett B. Johnson, '71
Barbara J. B. Kacir, '67
Henry J. Kaiser Family Foundation
Dan C. and Ann E Kolb, ’65
Kramer Charitable Foundation
C. Douglas Kranwinkle, ’65
David R. MacDonald, ’55
Caroline A. McDonald Estate
George Meader, '31*

C. Barry Montgomery, ‘62

Gregor N. Neft, '61

John E and Ann Landwith Nickoll, '60

Mr. and Mrs. Donald E. Nordlund, 48

Donald A. Odell, '52

CAMPAIGN

Eric and Carolyn Oesterle, *73
Henry B. Pearsall, *61
Norman G. Peslar, ’67

E. Miles Prentice 111, '67

Product Liability Advisory Council Foundation

Yvonne Susan Quinn, '76

Lucile J. Raisch

Frank G. and Karen Reeder 62
Barbara and Martin Rom, *72
Richard J. Sneed, *66

Dean C. and Joanne Storkan, ’72
Robert A. Sullivan Estate

W. Bruce Thomas, ’52

Charles V. Thornton, 67

James M. Trapp, '61

W. Gerald Warren, ’55*

Mr. and Mrs. Thomas G. Washing, *66

George Webster
David Lawrence Westin, '77
Robert J. White, '72

Joseph D. Whiteman, *60

Lloyd E. and Mildred Williams, Jr. ’61

Mrs. William S. Wolfram

John R. and Christine Worthington, ’55

Morton M. Zedd, ’60

Anonymous




LEADERSHIP BEQUEST INTENTIONS
William E Aigler, 43

Debra Ann Armbruster, '78
William R. Bagby, '36

John B. Barney, '51*

Elizabeth S. Bishop

William S. Bonds, ’54

Daniel L. Brenner, 27

Lawrence 1. Brown, 55

Martin R. Browning, '49

Calvin A. “Tink” Campbell, Jr., '61
Brooks Crabtree, 42

Mr. and Mrs. Albert D. Early, 37
Terrence A. Elkes, 58

Warren G. Elliott, ’52

Stuart and Ellen Feldstein, ’63
Dudley J. Godfrey, Jr., ’52

Irving Golden

Irving L. Halpern, '56

Eugene L. Hartwig, '58

Merrill N. Johnson, 48

Charles C. Killian, *50

Robert M. Klein, ’58

Sidney C. Kleinman ’57
Kenneth S. Leasure *49

Jean B. LeGros

Kenneth J. Logan, '33

William L. McKinley*

CAMPAIGN

John M. Nannes, 73

Robert E. Nederlander, ’58
Arnold M. Nemirow, 69

Henry B. Pearsall, ‘61

Margaret Sherman Peet*

Roy F and Jean Humphrey Proffitt, "48
Benjamin M. Quigg, Jr., 44

Harry D. Reber, Jr., 48

Frank G. and Karen Reeder, 62
Bernice Regunberg

Mr. and Mrs. Richard D. Rohr, ’53
Barbara and Martin Rom, ’72

James E and Betty H. Sams, ’57

Renee Schoenberg, '76

Jack H. and Elizabeth G. Shuler, 42
David Shute, 59

Paul E. Siegel, 40

George J. Slykhouse, *51
Eric and Virginia Stein, *42
Theodore M. Utchen, ’58
Richard C. Vandusen*
Thomas W. Van Dyke, 63
Robert C. Weinbaum, 59
Frank M. Wheeler, *54
Kurt and Sanda Wollff, ’58
Mrs. William S. Wolfram

* DECEASED

Jess Womack, 73

Kathy and Walter Wriston, *63 lm
Anonymous R
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MAJOR GIFTS
COMMITTEE MEMBERS

James N. Adler
Robert B. Aikens
Robert E. Aitken
Harold S. Barron
David W. Belin
Herbert A. Bernhard
Bruce P. Bickner
William J. Bogaard
Jacques H.J. Bourgeois
Edward Bransilver
Calvin A. Campbell, Jr.
Terrance L. Carlson
Dominique A. Carreu
Vojtech Cepl

Hon. Avern L. Cohn
Thomas Cottier
Particia McCarty Curtner
Jean-Michel Detry
Stewart S. Dixon
Shigeru Ebihara
Bruce A. Featherstone
Hon. John Feikens
Stuart F Feldstein

J. Kay Felt

Robert B. Fiske, Jr.
Morgan L. Fitch, Jr.
Koichiro Fujikura
Frederick P. Furth, Jr.
J. Alan Galbraith
Geoffrey L. Gifford
Joseph 1. Goldstein
William E. Guthner, Jr.
Sam Erling Harris
Eugene L. Hartwig
Takeo Hayakawa
Ryuichi Hirano

John B. Houck
Donald Hubert
William R. Jentes
Richard A. Jones

Gen Kajitani

Joachim A. Kappel
Sally Katzen

W. Richard Keller
James P Kleinberg
Daniel E Kolb

Muneo Kono

C. Douglas Kranwinkle
Louis A. Kwiker
Richard H. Lauwaars
L. Bates Lea

David Baker Lewis
Kathleen McCree Lewis
Jerome B. Libin
Jeffrey E Liss

Robert P. Luciano
Tadashi Matsushiro
Neil McKay

Mario Marques Mendes
Donn B. Miller

Jeffrey Hale Miro
James P Murphy
John M. Nannes
Robert E. Nederlander
William R. Nicholas
Charles E Niemeth
Motoyoshi Nishikawa
Donald E. Nordlund
Jun Norisugi

Richard W. Odgers
Masayuki Oku
Ronald L. Olson
Charles E. Patterson
Henry B. Pearsall

Tom Bork Petersen
Bernard Petrie

Arthur C. Prine, Jr.
Reinhard Quick
Charles B. Renfrew

Mayor Richard J. Riordan

Richard D. Rohr
Barbara Rom

Alan 1. Rothenberg
Theodore Sachs
James E Sams
Nancy R. Schauer
Burkhard Schuette
John B. Schwemm
Masahiro Shimojo

Shunji Shimoyama
Alvin V. Shoemaker
William P. Sutter
Yoshio Suzuki

Ryo Taira

Isao Takahashi

Joel D. Tauber

Arbie R. Thalacker
Charles V. Thornton
Robert P. Tiernan
John Kelvin Toulmin
Stefan E Tucker
Claudio Visco
Daniel W, Vittum, Jr.
Spyros N. Vlachos
Robert E. Wagenfeld
Max Robert Wehrli
‘Walter H. Weiner
David Lawrence Westin
John R. Worthington
Kathryn D. Wriston
Yoichiro Yamakawa
Nobutoshi Yamanouchi
Norman A. Zilber
Lawrence D. Ziman




MAJOR GIFTS
COMMITTEE CHAIRS

Terrence A. Elkes, ’58
NATIONAL CAMPAIGN CHAIR

Robert B. Aikens, '54
DETROIT CO-CHAIR

Jacques H. J. Bourgeois
EUROPE CHAIR

Shigeru Ebihara, '76
TOKYO CO-CHAIR

Frederick P. Furth, Jr. ’59
SAN FRANCISCO BAY AREA CHAIR

Ryuichi Hirano
TOKYO CO-CHAIR

William R. Jentes, '56
CHICAGO CHAIR

Muno Kono, ’54
TOKYO CO-CHAIR

Jeffrey H. Miro, '67
DETROIT CO-CHAIR

John M. Nannes, '73
WASHINGTON, D.C. CO-CHAIR

Ronald L. Olson, '66
LOS ANGELES CHAIR

David L. Westin, 77
NEW YORK CHAIR

John R. Worthington, '55
WASHINGTON, D.C. CO-CHAIR

Yoichiro Yamakawa, 69
TOKYO SECRETARY
ANNUAL GIVING LEADERSHIP

Barbara Rom, 72
NATIONAL CHAIR

James P. Kleinberg, 67
NATIONAL VICE-CHAIR

CAMPAIGN

REGIONAL PARTNER VOLUNTEERS

T

Region 1: New York

VOLUNTEER

Vacant Chair

Region 2:
PA, DC, MD, NJ, VA, WV, DE

Benjamin M. Quigg, Jr., '44
Stefan E Tucker, 63

Region 3: Rupert M. Barkoff, '73
KY, FL, GA, LA, NC, Terrence L. Croft, ’65
SC, MS, TN

Region 4: OH Irwin Dinn, '64

Kim L. Swanson, 72

Region 5: Indianapolis

Murray J. Feiwell, 63

Region 6:
Cook & Lake Counties, IL

Vacant Chair

OR, UT, NV, WA, WY, MT,
CO, AK, ID

Region 7: Geoffrey P. Jarpe, *69

IA, KS, MN, NE, WI,

ND, SD, MO

Region 8: Kerry Cornwall Lawrence, '78

Region 9: California

Vacant Chair

Region 10:
Southeast MI, Wayne &
Oakland Counties, Ml

Richard A. Rossman, 64

Region 11:
Ann Arbor & Detroit, Ml

Anita L.H. Jenkins, *74

Region 12: Northwest M|

Gary J. McRay, '72

Region 13: Hawaii

Vacant Chair

CT, ME, MA, VT, NH

Region 14: Michael Arthur Peterson, 78
OK, TX, AZ, NM
Region 15: Vacant Chair




(lasses of

1040 and 1947
50th reunion

STEERING COMMITTEE:
Zoe S. Burkholz
Robert R. Day
‘William B. Elmer
Emest Getz

Cornelia G. Kennedy
Edward S. Noble
John W. Potter

Max E. Wildman

Class of 1952
15th reunion

Burton L. Ansell,
CHAIR, STEERING
COMMITTEE

Warren G. Elliott,
CHAIR, CLASS GIFT
COMMITTEE

Thomas D. Allen
William H. Bates
Richard J. Bahls
Richard J. Darger
Dudley J. Godirey, Jr.
L. Douglas Hoyt
Bristol E. Hunter
James A. Kendall
Frederick R. Keydel
Peter C. Kostantacos
Patrick J. Ledwidge
Donald A. Odell
Martin C. Oetting
Warren K. Ornstein
Joseph S. Ransmeier
Wallace D. Riley
William M. Saxton
Ralph Sosin

Richard J. Walsh

CAMPAIGN

(lass of 1962
35th reunion

Joel M. Boyden, Sr.,
CHAIR

Roger B. Harris,
CO-CHAIR

C. Barry Montgomery,
CO-CHAIR

John R. Bagley
Stephen H. Bard
Charles E. Blank
John C. Buchanan
Peter D. Byrnes
John W. Edwards
Morton L. Efron
Michael R. Flyer
Karl L. Gotting
Robert M. Grover
Thomas D. Heekin
Norman A. Jacobs
Amalya L. Kearse
William R. Nicholas
John M. Niehuss
Garo A. Partoyan
Henry J. Price
Thomas P. Scholler
Stuart D. Shanor
Thomas C. Shearer
Charles E. Voltz
Robert B. Wessling
John A. Wise

Class of 1067
30th reunion

Charles V. Thornton,
CHAIR

James M. Amend
Joseph Ballway, Jr.
Edgar H. Bittle
William M. Brodhead
Michael W. Coffield
Christopher B. Cohen
Michael J. Davis
Roger M. Golden
Samuel J. Goodman
Edward W. Harris, III
Jerry T. Hulce

Sally Katzen

James P. Kleinberg
Kenneth M. Lapine
Charles K. Marquis
Matthew P McCauley
J. Thomas Mullen

J. Larry Nichols
William C. Pelster
Norman G. Peslar

E. Miles Prentice, 111
Thomas E. Swaney
Stanley P Weiner

(lass of 72
25th reunion

Leonard J. Baxt,
CO-CHAIR

Terrence G. Perris,
CO-CHAIR

Barbara Rom,

CO-CHAIR

Robert J. White,
CO-CHAIR

Alan T. Ackerman
J. Phillip Adams
Phillip J. Bowen
Thomas D. Carney
Lawrence S. Coburn
Lawrence W. Dam
William James Davis, Jr.
James H. Geary
Saul A. Green
Jeffrey J. Greenbaum
Jane W. Griswold
Michael L. Hardy
Mark B. Hillis
David Kirshman
Paul L. Lee

Stephen P. Lindsay
Robert J. McCullen
Gary J. McRay
Timothy A. Nelsen
Joel 1. Newman
John B. Pinney
Dean C. Storkan
Kim L. Swanson
Larry J. Tidey

(lass of 1077
20th reunion

Raymond R. Kepner,
CO-CHAIR

Michael A. Marrero,
CO-CHAIR

James Lee Allen

Craig Stuart Andrews
Martin J. Bienenstock
William Lewis Cathey, Jr.
Stuart Hayden Deming
Dwight Erwin Dickerson
Alexander Rimas Domanskis
Laurence Allen Elder
Fred Christian Fathe
Reginald Dennard Greene
Martha Mahan Haines

Ralph Foster Hall

Robert H. Jerry, 11

Bruce Carlton Johnson
Harold Lillard Kennedy, 111
James M. Lawniczak
John Charles Mezzanotte
Stewart Oliver Olson
Robert Downes Rippe, Jr.
Phyllis G. Rozof

Jeffrey A. Sadowski

Sally Cohen Swift
George A. Vinyard
George E. Yund

(lass of 1982
15th reunion

Douglas S. Ellmann,
CHAIR

Sharon R. Barner
Daniel J. Bergeson
Debra Riggs Bonamici
Ross L. Crown, Jr.

W. James Gooding, 111
Stefan B. Herpel
Thomas H. Keating
Matthew J. Kiefer
Catherine James LaCroix
Kevin M. LaCroix
Diane C. Lehman
Kenneth B. McClain, 11
Suzanne M. Mitchell
Portia R. Moore
Thomas D. Richardson
Lawrence E. Savell
Richard J. J. Scarola
George M. Schisler
David M. Schreier
John K. Schwartz
John Anthony Shea
Clarisse Young Shumaker
Rebecca K. Troth
Avery K. Williams

(lass of 1987
10th reunion

Diane Virginia Dygert,
CO-CHAIR

Reginald Maurice Turner, Jr.
CO-CHAIR

Michael L. Caldwell
Thomas Joseph Flanigan
James Howard Gale

Justin Arthur Gerak
Douglas Ronald Ghidina
Jeremy Allen Gibson
Frances Witty Hamermesh
Lori Francine Hirsch
Gretchen Janet Hudson
Steven Richard Hunter
Michael Laurence Huyghue
James Lowell Komie
Christopher Dean Lueking
David Andrew Lullo

Teri Threadgill McMahon
John Mucha, IIT

Alice M. Naski

Glenn Douglas Oliver
Callie Georgeann Pappas
Carol S. Portman

James Matthew Recker
Catherine K. Riesterer
John Perry Susany

Felisia Ann Wesson

Class of 1992
sth reunion

Pamela L. Peters,
CHAIR

Roman Arce

Nancy A. Brigner
Jeffrey R. Davis
Kathleen L. Davis
Frederick C. Dawkins
David R. Eberhart
Jennifer L. Isenberg
Amy B. Judge

Angela M. Luera
Patrick E McGow
Pedro A. Ramos
Banumathi Rangarajan
Amy L. Rosenberg
Charles K. Ruck
Margaret T. Sassaman
Patrick G. Seyferth
Thomas L. Shaevsky
Mark J. Stubington
Joanne Turner

Jose Vela, Jr.

Amy T. Wintersheimer
Sarah C. Zearfoss




CLASS AGENTS

Abraham Satovsky, 30
Robert A. Choate, '36
Menefee D. Blackwell, '39
H. James Gram, "40

John H. Pickering, '40
Richard Katcher, *43
Benjamin M. Quigg, Jr., '44
William McC. Houston, 45
Edward S. Noble, 46
Morgan L. Fitch, Jr., 48
Robert A. Fisher, 49
Charles M. Bayer, '50
Horace J. Rodgers, '51
Thomas D. Allen, 52
Leonard Kravets, 54
William C. Cassebaum, 56
Sidney C. Kleinman, '57

E Loyal Bemiller, '58
Gerald L. Bader, Jr., '59
William S. Farr, Jr., 61

L. William Schmidt, Jr., 62
John William Galanis, '63
Stephen M. Wittenberg, 64
Terrence L. Croft, 65

Fred E. Schlegel, '66
Christopher B. Cohen, '67
Mark H. Scoblionko, '68
Ralph Paul Fichtner, '69
Robert O. Wefald, '70
Howard A. Serlin, '71

Kim L. Swanson, '72
Quinn W. Martin, '73
Anita L. H. Jenkins, '74
David H. Paruch, '75
William Patrick O’ Neill, 76
John H. Beisner, '78

Jay Arthur Kennedy, '79
Alan Jon Knauf, '80

David Douglas Gregg, '81
Douglas S. Ellmann, '82

H. Mark Stichel, '83

Hon. Robert J. Portman, '84
James R. Lancaster, '85

W. Todd Miller, '86

Reginald Maurice Turner, Jr., '87

Bruce A. Courtade, '88
Kenneth Alan Wittenberg, '90
Barbara Lynn McQuade, '91
Sarah C. Zearfoss, '92
Timothy L. Williams, '93
Carol E. Dixon, '96

'CAMPAIGN

FIRM PARTICIPATION PROGRAM

David C. Patterson, ARTER & HADDEN ®

Fred E. Schlegel, BAKER & DANIELS ®

Ronald S. Okada, BAKER & HOSTETLER ®

Daniel W. McGill, BARNES & THORNBURG ®

Michael John Sauer, BRAUN KENDRICK FINKBEINER ®
Todd J. Anson, BROBECK, PHLEGER & HARRISON ®
Charles Hansen, BRYAN CAVE LLP ®

Donald B. Miller, BUTZEL LONG ®

James M. Lawniczak, CALFEE, HALTER & GRISWOLD ®
Timothy W. Mast, CLARK HILL PLC ®

George D. Ruttinger, CROWELL & MORING ®

George H. Vincent, DINSMORE & SHOHL ®

David J. Lauth, DORSEY & WHITNEY ®

Stuart D. Logan, DYKEMA GOSSETT PLLC ®

Gary]. McRay, FOSTER, SWIFT, COLLINS & SMITH, PC ®
Susan Grogan Faller, FROST & JACOBS ®

Dewey B. Crawford, GARDNER, CARTON & DOUGLAS ®
Paul Alexander, HELLER EHRMAN WHITE & MCAULIFFE ®
Stuart M. Lockman, HONIGMAN MILLER SCHWARTZ & COHN ®
John E Zabriskie, HOPKINS & SUTTER ®

Stuart E. Grass, KATTEN MUCHIN & ZAVIS ®

Charles Booth Fromm, KIRKLAND & ELLIS ®

Thomas R. Johnson, KIRKPATRICK & LOCKHART LLP ®
Bruce A. Courtade, LAW, WEATHERS & RICHARDSON e
Lee N. Abrams, MAYER, BROWN & PLATT @

N. Rosie Rosenbaum, MCDERMOTT, WILL & EMERY ®

Michael P Coakley & Carl H. Von Ende, MILLER, CANFIELD, PADDOCK & STONE ®

William H. Fallon, MILLER, JOHNSON, SNELL & CUMMISKEY ®
Rochelle D. Alpert, MORRISON & FOERSTER ®

E Curt Kirschner, O'MELVENY & MYERS ®

Richard A. Earle, PATTON BOGGS, L.L.P. ®

Charles V. Thornton, PAUL, HASTINGS, JANOFSKY & WALKER ®
David C. Nicholson, POWELL, GOLDSTEIN, FRAZER & MURPHY e
Scott F Zimmerman, REED SMITH SHAW & MCCLAY ®

Stephen P. Lindsay, ROPES & GRAY ®

Renee Marsha Schoenberg, RUDNICK & WOLFE ®

Paul M. Lurie, SCHIFF HARDIN & WAITE ® ]

Bradford L. Livingston, SEYFARTH, SHAW, FAIRWEATHER & GERALDSON e
Charles E. McCormick, SHEPPARD, MULLIN, RICHTER & HAMPTON ®
Susan Diane MCClay, SHUMAKER, LOOP & KENDRICK ®

John M. Forelle, SIMPSON THACHER & BARTLETT

Stuart G. Lazar, SKADDEN, ARPS, SLATE, MEAGHER & FLOM ®

Eric A. Oesterle, SONNENSCHEIN NATH & ROSENTHAL ®

Robert D. Labes & Dale E. Stephenson, SQUIRE, SANDERS & DEMPSEY ®
Stevan D. Phillips, STOEL RIVES PLL ®

George F Karch, THOMPSON HINE & FLORY PLL ®

Larry J. Titley, VARNUM, RIDDERING, SCHMIDT & HOWLETT @
Charles S. DeRousie, VORYS, SATER, SEYMOUR & PEASE ®

Peter L. Gustafson & James Joseph Rabaut, WARNER, NORCROSS & JUDD LLP ®

M. Elaine Johnston, WHITE & CASE ®

FIRMS IN BLUE ARE THE TOP 20 PARTICIPATING FIRMS BETWEEN JULY 1, 1996 AND JUNE 30, 1997.
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GIFTS & PLEDGES

CAMPAIGN

REUNION CLASS CAMPAIGNS in 1997 raised more than $1.9 million in gifts
and pledges. Unlike the Annual Honor Roll of Donors, which reflects gifts only
in a twelve month period, Reunion Class Campaigns reflect pledges made
January 1, 1996 through September 1, 1997 and gifts received between

July 1, 1996 and September 1, 1997. The following graduates have made
leadership commitments on the occasion of their class reunion.

(lass of 1g52
t5th Reunion

EDSON R. SUNDERLAND CABINET
$50,000+

Dudley G. Godfrey, Jr.
Donald A. Odell

L. HART WRIGHT CABINET
$25,000+

Wallace D. Riley

W. Bruce Thomas

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET
$10,000+

‘Willam H. Bates
Gordon 1. Ginsberg
Frederick R. Keydel
Robert P. Tiernan

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
$5,000+

‘Wilber M. Brucker, Jr.
William A. Clark
Richard J. Darger

L. Douglas Hoyt
Kiehner Johnson

James A. Kendall
Forrrest W. Simmons
Norman M. Spindelman

WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
$2,500+

Patrick J. Ledwidge

Robert D. McFee

Edward H. Owlett

BEQUEST INTENTIONS

Tom Cecil

Bill Clark
Warren Elliott
Dudley Godfrey
Pete Kostantacos
Jack Koule
Martin Oetting
Joe Ransmeier
Clark Shanahan
Joseph Stevens

15th Reunion

R i Pa’. ipat|

40%

(lass of 1962
35th Reunion

EDSON R. SUNDERLAND CABINET
$50,000+

C. Barry Montgomery

Frank G. Reeder

L. HART WRIGHT CABINET
$25,000+

Joel M. Boyden, Sr.
Roger B. Harris

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
$5,000+

Stephen H. Bard
Charles E. Blank
Michael R. Flyer

Karl L. Gotting
William R. Nicholas
Garo A. Partoyan
Robert B. Wessling

WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
$2,500+

John R. Bagley

Peter D. Byrnes

Norman A. Jacobs

Joseph P. Koucky

John R. Nichols

William B. Rees

Thomas C. Shearer

BEQUEST INTENTIONS

C. Vernon Howard
Frank G. Reeder

35th Reunion

Reunion Participati 50%

Gifts, Pledges & Bequests...... $1,029,411

Gifts & Pledges......ccouererrareruen $546,000

Class of 1967
30th Reunion

EDSON R. SUNDERLAND CABINET
$50,000+

James M. Amend

E. Miles Prentice
Joseph Roy Seiger

L. HART WRIGHT CABINET
$25,000+

Charles V. Thornton

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET
$10,000+

Joseph Ballway
Charles K. Marquis
William C. Pelster
Norman G. Peslar

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
$5,000+

Robert S. Katz
Guy H. McMichael
Philip A. Nicely

J. Larry Nichols

J. Thomas Mullen

WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
$2,500+

Roger M. Golden
Samuel J. Goodman
Edward W. Harrris
Barbara J.B. Kacir
James P. Kleinberg
James E. Walter

30th Reunion
Participati 43%
Gifts & Pledges......coerunueraennes $392,725

(lass of 072
25th Reunion

THOMAS M. COOLEY CABINET
$100,000+

Anonymous

EDSON R. SUNDERLAND CABINET
$50,000+

William J. Abraham, Jr.
Leonard J. Baxt

Terrence G. Perris

Dean Storkan

Robert J. White

L. HART WRIGHT CABINET
$25,000+

Alan T. Ackerman

Jane W. Griswold

Paul Lee

Barbara Rom

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET
$10,000+

William James Davis, Jr.

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
$5,000+

Saul A. Green

Stephen P. Lindsay
S. Michael Peck

WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
$2,500+

Lawrence W. Dam
Zachary D. Fasman
James H. Geary
David C. Groff
Jeffrey J. Greenbaum
Robert J. McCullen
Bob E McCoy
Gary J. McRay
Thomas G. Morgan
Robert P. Nash

John B. Pinney
Larry J. Tidley
Joseph C. Zengerle, 111
Lynda S. Zengerle

25th Reunion

Reunion Particip 34%

Gifts & Pledges....
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(lass of 1977
20th Reunion

EDSON R. SUNDERLAND CABINET
$50,000+

Bruce A. Featherstone
David Lawrence Westin

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET
$10,000+

Raymond R. Kepner
George A. Vinyard

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
$5,000+

Michael A. Marrero

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
$1,000+

Martin J. Bienenstock
Andrew Morton Campbell
Amory Cummings

Martha Mahan Haines
Robert H. Jerry, 11

Bruce Carlton Johnson
Bruce Robinson Kelly
Michael G. McGee
Patricia Niehans Lazowska
Mark Howard Penskar
Greg Lee Pickrell

Phyllis G. Rozof

Eugene H-C Tchen

W. Christopher White

(lass of 1982
15th Reunion

L. HART WRIGHT CABINET
$25,000+

Scott G. Mackin

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET
$10,000+

Diane C. Lehman

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
$5,000+

Karol V. Mason
Anita Porte Robb

WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
$2,500+

Keneth B. McClain
Laura R. Moseley

CAMPAIGN

(lass of 1987
1oth Reunion

WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
$2,500+

Diane Virginia Dygert

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
$1,000+

James Howard Gale
Frances W. Hamermesh
Kimberly Wyche Huyghue

Michael Laurence Huyghue
John Mucha, 111

(lass of 1992
sth Reunion

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
$1,000+

Neil A. Riemann
ADVOCATES FOR EXCELLENCE
$500+

Myles R. Hansen

GIFTS & PLEDGES

20th Reunion 15th Reunion 1oth Reunion sth Reunion
Reunion Participati Reunion Participati 23% Reunion Particip 17% Reunion Participati
Gifts & Pledges.......vuvervarearirnas $115,000 Gifts & Pledges........cccvvrererenanas $67,344 Gifts & Pledges....vvrerirenerernnnnns $20,040 Gifts & Pledges......couvvennenenerecinnne $4,785
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OF IZ)ONORS
1996 - 97

CAMPAIGN

THE LAW SCHOOL gratefully acknowledges the generosity of all
graduates who contributed during the fiscal year 1996-1997.

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 Donors

reflect individual and matching

gifts received by the Law School
between July 1, 1996 and

June 30, 1997.

1024

DONOTS ooveiiiieciiicniens 1
Dollars ....
Participation .......... 100%
PARTICIPATING DONORS
Joseph E. Defley, Sr.*

192

DONOTIS cooviveevrerecieeanees 1
Dollars ............ $2,000.00
Participation ............ 33%

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Laurens L. Henderson*

1927

DONOIS eovvveeiieeiierieiies 2
Dollars ..$200.00
Participation ............ 20%

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Howard E. Wahrenbrock
LeRoy R. Weis

1929

Donors
Dollars ...

Participation ............ 33%
PARTICIPATING DONORS
Ralph M. Besse

Ivan A. Challis*

George W. Sherr

David C. Vokes

Arthur Yao

1030

DONOTS ..eeeeeieeiieriecene 3
Dollars ....
Participation ............ 33%
PARTICIPATING DONORS
Marvin L. Niehuss

Joel K. Riley

Abraham Satovsky

1031

Donors ...
Dollars
Participation ............ 31%
PARTICIPATING DONORS
Leo J. Conway, Sr.

Harold Helper *

Dan A. Manason

M. Paul Smith

Richard P Whitker

1032
Donors
Dollars
Participation ............ 30%
PARTICIPATING DONORS
Sherwood Ake

Karl Y. Donecker

Donald H. Ford

William E Kenney

Donald E Nash

1933

Donors
Dollars ...

Participation ............ 23%
PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
John H. Boman Jr.

Jacob Brown

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Gabriel N. Alexander
Harry B. Aronow

John P, Keusch

ANNUAL GIVING RECOGNITION

THOMAS M. COOLEY CABINET ........coceevennnene. $
EDSON R. SUNDERLAND CABINET ................ $
L. HART WRIGHT CABINET .......ccocveeeverernnnne. $
PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET ......c.coevevererenrnnnnae $
LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET ......c.ceevererernnnen. $
WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE .................. $
PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP ..........cccevmnenee. $
ADVOCATES FOR EXCELLENCE* .................... $

A FOR CLASSES 1987-96

100,000 OR MORE

50,000 - 99,999
25,000 - 49,999
10,000 - 24,999
5,000 - 9,999
2,500 - 4,999
1,000 - 2,499
500 - 999

Donors at $1,000 or more are recognized as PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP at the University of Michigan

1934

DONOIS ..veveeienieeeiiieenne 6
Dollars .....cvueunenns $518.34
Participation ............ 21%

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Steg J. Lignell

Neil G. McCarroll
Brainard S. Sabin
Maurice Silverman
Charles R. Sprowl
Buford A. Upham*

193

Donors ....
Dollars
Participation ............ 33%

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET
Thomas L. Lott

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Robert E. Ackerberg
Harry R. Begley

G. Warren Daane
Edgar B. Galloway
Ira W. Levy

Thomas J. Lyndon
C. Homer Miel
Charles M. Nisen
John W. Swisher
Edward D. Wells

103

DONOTS eeveenenerecriennnes 20
Dollars .......... $10,678.75
Participation ............ 41%

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
William A. Groening Jr.
PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Hugh McKean Jones, Jr.
John H. Rockwell

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Walter H. Allman
Frank R. Barnako
Wyman P. Boynton
Robert A. Choate
John S. Clark

Hugh M. Colopy
Joseph J. DeLuccia
Albert FE Donohue
Perry T. Garver

Leon L. Gordon
Curtis R. Henderson
John W, Lederle
Gilbert Y. Rubenstein
Allan E Schmalzriedt
Frank G. Theis

John William Thomas
Harry P Warner

1637

DONOIS .eoevvinreviineirannee 22
Dollars .......... $13,919.07
Participation ............ 32%

WILLIAM W, BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
Malcolm L. Denise

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Katherine Stoll Burns
James V. Finkbeiner
Emma Rae Mann Jones
Frank A. Orban, Jr.
Erwin S. Simon
Stanley C. Smoyer

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Richard W. Barrett*
Walter N. Bieneman
Eric V. Brown, Sr.
Albert D. Early
Wallace B. Kemp
Harold E Klute*
William J. McFate
John P. Mead

Charles R. Moon, Jr.
Elijah Poxson
William K. Richardson
Harvey L. Scholten
Royal E. Thompson
Theodore R. Vogt
Robert W. Winston

1038

DONOTS veerrneeeirneieiane 34
Dollars ......
Participation ............ 53%
PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Daniel J. Gluck




R. Stuart Hoffius
Winston C. Moore
George X. Simonetta*
Paul R. Trigg, Jr.
PARTICIPATING DONORS
Hubert L. Allensworth
Wayne E. Babler

Rita S. Brandeis
Julian Caplan
Thomas R. Clydesdale
Amos J. Coffman
Robert K. Corwin
Erwin B. Ellmann
Benjamin K. Harris
James F Holden
Isadore A. Honig
Walter J. Jason
Charles T. Klein
Reino S. Koivunen
Robert C. Lillie*
Samuel A. McCray

H. Fred Mercer, Jr.
Charles E. Nadeau
Lester H. Rose
Edward J. Ruff

Glenn K. Seidenfeld
A. Brooks Smith, Jr.
Michael R. Spaniolo
Nicholas M. Spoke
Gerald M. Stevens
Frank B. Stone

John H. Thomson
Edward J. Wendrow
Lloyd Yenner

1939

Donors ... .30
Dollars ..........$10,842.50
Participation ............ 41%

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Menefee D. Blackwell
Richard S. Brawerman
Charles R. Brown

Allan A. Rubin

Charles E. Thomas

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Alphonse H. Aymond
Kennard J. Besse
Howard W. Boggs
Robert C. Boyer
Robert L. Boynton
David L. Canmann
Werner Clabuesch
Robert M. Eckelberger
Arthur N. K. Friedman
George H. Good, Jr.
Arthur A. Greene, Jr.
Lynn H. Gressley
William E. Jetter

Paul C. Keeton

John C. McCarthy
Douglas Reading
Louis W. Ritz

John N. Seaman
Benjamin C. Stanczyk

James W. Stoudt

Allison K. Thomas
James D. Tracy

John H. Uhl

Joseph A. Yager
William K. Zewadski, Jr.

1040

Donors .34
Dollars ........$344,690.45
Participation ............ 55%

THOMAS M. COOLEY CABINET
Robert D. Handley *

L. HART WRIGHT CABINET
Paul E. Siegel*

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
George E. Sperling, Jr.
Frederick Colombo
WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
Robert B. Dunn

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
H. James Gram

John R. Mann

John H. Pickering

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Henry W. Bryan
Dwight M. Cheever
Julian E. Clark
Donald M. Cohn
William H. Dahman
Edmond F DeVine
Jerome J. Dick
Thomas W. Diver
John C. Donnelly
Irving M. Edelberg*
Sheldon M. Ellis
Alfred J. Fortino
Benjamin W. Franklin
Oscar Freedenberg
George H. Goldstone
Eugene Gressman

J. Thomas Guernsey
John T. Hoag

Roland R. Kruse
Roland Obenchain, Jr.
Roger J. Pryor

Cecil R. Smith, Jr.
Roy L. Steinheimer, Jr.
Leonard W. Swett
Edward H. Walworth, Jr.
Edward M. Watson

1041

Donors ...
Dollars ...
Participation ............ 51%

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET
Walter B. Connolly

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
James M. French
Edward P. Frohlich
Samuel Krugliak
Harold Rosenn

Alfred 1. Rothman

WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
Robert E. Cooper

Jamille G. Jamra

John C. Johnston Jr.
Elizabeth Durfee Oberst
Paul Oberst

Julius S. Rubel

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Jerry P. Belknap
Olin L. Browder Jr.
Eugene B. Calder Jr.
Robert E. Cusack
Alfred B. Eddy

John Feikens

Robert L. Gillis
Robert L. Irvin
Eugene T. Kinder
Kenneth K. Lau
Alfred A. Levingston
John E. McFate
William H. Spitalny
William D. Sutton
William T. Yorks

PARTICIPATING DONORS
J. Laurence Barasa
Kenneth A. Cox
William R. L. Craft Jr.
John W. Cummiskey
Jack P Dunten

Paul W. Fager
Maurice C. Greenbaum
Frederick H. Greiner Jr.
Robert V. Hackett
William E Hood
Keith B. Hook

Robert E. Jamison
Chester Kasiborski
Robert P Kneeland
Dennis J. Lindsay
James K. Lindsay
Gerald M. Lively
Donald A. MacHarg
John H. Maynard
Philip R. Monahan
John H. Sawyer
Sheldon Silverman
Robert Orr Smith Jr.
Donald R. Stroud
Alfred M. Swiren
Alan R. Vogeler
James T. Warns
Richard H. Wills Jr.

1042

DOHOIS: esinssisaesmnans 22
Dollars .......... $14,535.00
Participation ............ 28%

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
Lelan E Sillin, Jr.

WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
Jack H. Shuler

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Horace W. Adams
Dean G. Beier

Ralph S. Boggs

Fred J. Borchard

M. L. Bradbury, Jr.
Brooks Crabtree
Howard A. Crawford
David Davidoff

CAMPAIGN

Sanders A. Goodstein
Richard C. Killin
Lennart V. Larson
Benjamin D. Lewis
Robert B. Manley
John K. McIntyre
Robert H. Potter
Robert F Sauer
Frank C. Shaw
Jay W. Sorge

Eric Stein
Woodrow A. Yared

1943

Donors
Dollars
Participation ............ 36%

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
C. Blake McDowell, Jr.

WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
Richard Katcher

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Herbert Sott

Richard A. Wade
PARTICIPATING DONORS
William E Aigler
John R. Chapin
Alfonse J. D’Amico

R. James Hainer
Harold J. Holshuh
Kenneth B. Johnson
Rodman N. Myers

1944

Donors
Dollars ..
Participation ............ 25%
WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
Robert M. Barton

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Benjamin M. Quigg, Jr.
PARTICIPATING DONORS
Theodore Markwood
Harry E. Pickering

1945

DOOIE it i 5
Bollars: ...cst:5 $1,050.00
Participation ............ 46%
PARTICIPATING DONORS
Harold Elbert

Philip E. Hanna

William McC. Houston
Margaret G. Schaeffer
Egberto Lacerda Teixeira

1046

Donors ...

Dollars ....

Participation ............ 47%
PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Neil McKay

PARTICIPATING DONORS
William T. Atkinson
John S. Dobson
James E. Dunlap
Samuel Estep
Quentin A. Ewert
Robert E. Henderson
Eugene V. Higgins
Richard Kane

Paul J. Keller, Jr.

Leo W. Leary

Allan C. Miller
Richardson W. Nahstoll
Edward S. Noble
John W. Potter
Robert W. Richardson
George W. Roush
Rosemary Scott
Milton D. Solomon
George R. Thornton

Dolas D. White

1947

DONOMS i csusniibins i nis 25
Dollars ............ $9,650.00
Participation ............ 30%

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
Jack T. Redwine

PARTICIPATING DONORS
William M. Beaney, Jr.
Clarence A. Brimmer, Jr.
George Brody

Zoe S. Burkholz
Robert H. Campbell
Thomas L. Dalrymple
Robert R. Day
Thomas E. Dougherty
James M. Forkins
George H. Gangwere
Emest Getz

Howard A. Jacobs
Vincent E. Johnson
Stephen W. Karr
Cornelia G. Kennedy
Charles L. Levin
Kenneth H. Liles

J. Earle Roose

Hird Stryker, Jr.
James S. Thorburn
Edward R. Tinsley
Roy M. Tolleson, Jr.
Richard S. Wagner
George B. Woodman

1048

Donors
Dollars
Participation ............ 39%

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET
William J. Halliday, Jr.
Donald E. Nordlund
LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
Morgan L. Fitch, Jr.
PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Merrill N. Johnson
Claude M. Pearson
Roy F Proffitt

* DECEASED

HR'15



Dorothy A. Servis
Robert A. Straub
John H. Widdowson
William A. Yolles

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Charles T. Alfano
Andrew E. Anderson
Russell W. Baker
John S. Ballard
Robert T. Bartlow
Jerold J. Benavie
Charles B. Blackmar
Conrad A. Bradshaw
Milton L. Brand
Kenneth A. Brighton
Richard V. K. Bruns
John E Buchman, 111
Edward D. Buckley
Warren E. Carbary
Norman C. Carey
Frederick R. Carson
Albert M. Colman
Robert R. Cook
Luke K. Cooperrider
John E. Damon

Ned W. Deming
Robert B. Duncan
Richard L. Eckhart
Frank Elkouri

J. Donald Ezell
William R. Forry
Theodore J. Fraizer
Walter B. Freihofer
John G. Gent

James M. George
Robert L. Gibson
Charles B. Godfrey
Joseph B. Grigshy
John E. Grosboll
Fred W. Hall, Jr.
Eugene N. Hanson
Clark Heggeness
Douglas W. Hillman
Vincent C. Immel
Thomas V. Jardine
Joseph B. Johnson
Philip S. Kappes

Ira J. Lefton
Lawrence B. Lindemer
Gerald A. Lipnik
Thomas P. Loughlin
Roy E. Mattern, Jr.
William O. Mays
Mary L. McKenny
James K. Mitsumori
Joseph W. Morris
Richard H. Morris
Thomas E. Murphy
John R. Newlin
Keith K. Nicolls
Thomas E. Norpell
Lester E. Page

John C. Parkhurst
George H. Plaut
John Weed Powers
Theodore C. Rammelkamp
Le Roy H. Redfern
Frank H. Roberts
Charles R. Ross
Harold E. Rudel

CAMPAIGN

Frank C. Shaler
Paul Sislin

Irving M. Stahl
Charles J. Sullivan
John T. VanAken
John M. Veale
Johnnie M. Walters
William E Welch
Addison 1. West
Thomas J. Wheatley
James M. Wienner
James M. Winning
Wayne G. Wolfe
Winston W. Wolvington

1949

DONOrS it 100
Dollars......... $ 387,992.60
Participation ............ 42%
THOMAS M. COOLEY CABINET
Thomas W. Ford

L. Bates Lea

Arthur C. Prine, Jr.

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
Ralph J. Isackson

WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
Theodore Souris

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Dennis A. Darin Jr.
Jefferson L. Jordan
John R. Laird

John E. Leggat

Morris Milmet

William J. Schrenk, Jr.
William W. Slocum, Jr.
William E Snyder
Luther S. Stewart
Asher N. Tilchin
William H. Woodson

PARTICIPATING DONORS
William E Ager, Jr.
Jesse R. Bacalis
Philip C. Baldwin
James M. Barrett I11
Robert M. Barrie
John H. Bauckham
Allan D. Behrendt
Charles D. Bell
Richard F. Biringer
Beryl A. Birndorf
Willard G. Bowen
Jack M. Bowie
William H. Braun, Jr.
Charles Earl Brown
Stratton S. Brown
Martin R. Browning
W. Park Catchpole
Andrew C. Cecere
Kent Chandler, Jr.
Nicholas P Chapekis
Charles A. Chapin
Thomas C. Cochran, Jr.
Avern L. Cohn
Margaret Cook
Webster Cook

John S. Crandell
Gilbert A. Currie
George H. Davies

Gilbert A. Deibel
John R. Dellenback
Philip C. Dickinson
Albert R. Dilley
Robert L. Drake
Theodore P Duning
Robert E Ellsworth
Rex S. Emerick
Robert A. Fisher
Hilliard J. Fjord
James R. Fredrickson
John A. Galbraith
Bernard Goldstone
Herman Gordon

E. V. Greenwood
Rockwell T. Gust Jr.
Lloyd G. Hammel
Charles T. Hammond
Edward E. Hiett
Julian E. Hughes
Keiichiro Imai
Stanley E. Johnson, Jr.
James E Judge
Robert J. King
Walter O. Koch
Wells T. Lovett
George D. Lutz
John R. MacKenzie
V. John Manikoff
James K. Mortimer
Myron J. Nadler
Keith L. Newman
David A. Nichols
Robert E. Nichols
Albert B. Perlin, Jr.
William J. Pierce
John H. Platt, Jr.
David D. Ring
Calvin S. Robinson
James V. Rutledge
Edgar H. Schmiel
Everett ]. Schroeder
John Scurlock

D. Carlton Shull
Palmer C. Singleton, Jr.
Don V. Souter

John H. Spelman
George C. Steeh
Robert T. Swengel
Sydney A. Thomas
Richard V. Wellman
Calvin L. Wells
Reamer W. Wigle
Robert B. Wilcox
David Young
George M. Zeltzer

1050

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET
John J. Gaskell*

WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
Gerald Bright

Charles C. Killin

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Clinton R. Ashford

Charles M. Bayer
Paul W. Cook
Thomas J. Donnelly
Stuart J. Dunnings, Jr.
Frederick L. Hamric
Charles Hansen
Ralph E McCartney
J. William McCray
James C. Mordy
William M. Peek
Aaron R. Ross
Robert W. Sharp
William P. Sutter

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Lysle 1. Abbott
Burton C. Agata
Donald W. Alfvin
David E Babson, Jr.
A. Richard Backus
D. Robert Bastian
Lewis D. Benson
Earl R. Boonstra
Gordon B. Boozer
Lawrence A. Brown
Bruce D. Carey
Zolman Cavitch
James P. Churchill
Robert Copp

James T. Corden
Robert J. Danhof
Fred H. Daugherty
Charles W. Davidson, Jr.
Donald D. Davis
Henry B. Davis, Jr.
Charles E. Day, Jr.
James N. DeBoer
Raymond J. DeRaymond
Howard F DeYoung
George E. Dudley
Paul W. Eaton Jr.
Albert J. Engel
James B. Falahee
Robert R. Finch
Robert H. Frick
Sydney S. Friedman
William C. Gordon
Joan Ruihley Goslow
Robert P. Griffin
Richard B. Gushee
Harold Hoag
Herbert E. Hoxie
William P. Jennings
John Morton Jones
Jerome Kaplan
John L. King
Charles W. Landefeld
Laurie W. Larson, Jr.
John E. Logue
William H. Lowery
Howard A. Marken
J. Donald McLeod
Alan C. McManus
Hudson Mead
Archie A. Messenger
Ernest A. Mika
Arthur E. Moskoff
John A. Nordberg

J. David Owens
William W. Page
Donald Patterson

Sidney E. Pollick
William Ross

James E Schoener
Everett M. Scranton
Robert W. Shadd

R. Kendall Sherrill
Arthur Staton, Jr.
William F Steiner
John W. Steinhauser
Kenneth P. Stewart
Ashman C. Stoddard
Donald A. Tews
David L. Trezise
Theodore E. Troff
John C. Walker
Harvey L. Weisberg
Robert D. Winters
Earle E. Wise

Philip Wittenberg
Henry W. C. Wong
James R. Zuckerman
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DONONS o s e 82
Dollars .......... $82,995.25
Participation ............ 38%

L. HART WRIGHT CABINET
Thomas A. Reynolds, Jr.

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET
Theodore Sachs

WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
Kenneth C. Hamister
Thomas H. McIntosh

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Joseph K. Andonian
George E. Bushnell, Jr.
Walter L. Dean

John L. Denniston
Stuart E. Hertzberg
Gordon W. Hueschen
Lincoln M. Knorr
George A. Leonard
William J. Rademacher
Horace J. Rodgers
George J. Slykhouse
Robert O. Sornson

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Richard V. D. Baxter
Richard A. Bell
Robert L. Borsos
Prentiss M. Brown, Jr.
Chester J. Byrns
Nolan W. Carson*
Jon J. Chinen

James W. Draper
Daniel H. Dunbar
James B. Dunkel, Jr.
David E. Dutcher
Charles L. Dutchess
Rex Eames

Edward Elukin
William D. Flaskamp
Lawrence J. Fuller
Hugh A. Garnett
Douglas G. Graham
George M. Hartung, Jr.
George H. Hopkins
Jean Engstrom Jones



Richard M. Kaplan
Donald G. Leavitt
David B. Lipner
William E. Longthorne
Frederick E. MacArthur
Curtis L. Mann
Douglas L. Mann
Richard S. Marx
Emnest Mayerfeld
Malcolm R. McKinnon
William W. Milligan
Hastings Morse

Robert M. Muir

John L. Naylor, Jr.
Albert J. Ortenzio
Shelton C. Penn
Walter J. Phillips
Walter Potoroka, Sr.
Joseph H. Redmon
William A. Reid
Cleaveland J. Rice, Jr.
Robert L. Richardson, Jr.
Philip H. Robertson
Henry C. Ryder
Sheldon W. Sandweiss
Marlin E Scholl
Forrest G. Shaw

Larry H. Snyder
Arthur E Southwick, Jr.
Melvyr. J. Stauffer, Jr.
Stanley G. Stiansen
Harold E. Stieg

Rollyn L. Storey
Harney B. Stover, Jr.
Dale M. Strain

William R. Sturtz

J. C. Wm Tattersall
John Warren Thomas
June E. S. Thomas
James E. Townsend
Thomas C. Walsh
Harry T. Watts
Herbert Wolfson
David P Wood, Jr.
Harold T. Yamada

(lass of 1052
15th Reunion

Donors ..
Dollars

Participation ............ 35% -

Reunion Gifts

& Pledges as of

A VLY - $1,029,411
L. HART WRIGHT CABINET
Joseph S. Ransmeier
Wallace D. Riley

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
L. Douglas Hoyt

James A. Kendall
Forrest W. Simmons
Norman M. Spindelman
W. Bruce Thomas
Robert P. Tiernan
WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
Richard ]. Darger
Donald A. Odell
Laurence L. Spitters

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Harold W, Aibel
Eugene V. Douvan
Gordon 1. Ginsberg
Eugen D. Graue
Robert S. Griggs
Edward H. Owlett
William M. Saxton
Thomas P. Segerson
George A. Skestos
David E Ulmer
Hardin A. Whitney
Lloyd A. Wright

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Thomas D. Allen
George R. Ariyoshi
Raymond V. Arnold
Thomas W. Biddle
Richard W, Billings
Martin B. Breighner
John G. Brummer
John Joseph Callahan
William A. Clark
James William Commane
Clan Crawford, Jr.
Wilber M. Brucker, Jr.
John J. Douglass
Robert G. Eidson
Charles E. Gibson, Jr.
Besondy E. Hagen
Erwin C. Heininger
Carl L. Hom

Bristol E. Hunter
James I. Huston
Lucille Huston
Kiehner Johnson
Lawrence H. Johnson
Peter C. Kostantacos
John H. Kunkle, Jr.
Richard C. Learman
Patrick J. Ledwidge
Rodney C. Linton
Cornelius E. Lombardi, Jr.
John M. Longway
William J. Marcoux
Joseph R. McDonald
John E. McDowell
Robert D. McFee
Richard P McManus
Philip G. Meengs
John R. Milligan
Martin C. Oetting
Burton Perlman
Bernard Petrie
Howard ]. Pridmore
George R. Reller
Jerry W. Ryan

Morris G. Shanker
Sonia Zubkoff Shaw
Robert M. Sheldon
Kenneth O. Shively
Ralph Sosin

Charles E. Starbuck
Donald J. Veldman
Richard J. Walsh
Joseph G. K. Wee
Robert E Wiliams
James B. Wilson

193

Donors ...
Dollars .........
Participation ............ 36%
LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
William K. Davenport

WILLIAM W, BISHOB, JR. CIRCLE
E. James Gamble
Robert A. Johnston

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Hira D. Anderson, Jr.
John B. Bruff

Garth E. Griffith

John B. Houck

Richard P Matsch
Dean E. Richardson
John S. Slavens

Walter H. Weiner

PARTICIPATING DONORS
William D. Ahonen
William A. Bain, Jr.
Will J. Bangs

Robert S. Beach
William E. Beringer
Martin L. Boyle
Hubert J. Brandt
William R Brown
James W. Callison
Thomas E Chenot
James Leonard Conley
John E. Danaher
Clifford A. Dean
James P. Dickerson
Robert B. Dixon
Richard M. Donaldson
Marvin L. Failer
Stanley M. Fisher
James L. Gault

Eliot S. Gerber
Carleton H. Griffin
Ralph B. Guy, Jr.
Robert O. Hamilton
Joseph L. Hardig, Jr.
John G. Hayward
Heinz G. Helm

J. Kirby Hendee
Frank W. Hoak
Bernard Hulkower
John W. Hupp

Isao Ito

Marvin K. Jacobs
Ernest E. Johnson
Frederick D. Johnson
William A. Joselyn, Sr.
Alan R. Kidston
Joseph M. Kortenhof
Masanori Kushi
Herbert M. Leiman
Dwaine V. Lighthammer
William T. Means
Herbert L. Meschke
R. Wyatt Mick, Jr.
Donald J. Miller
Edward M. Miller
George D. Miller, Jr.
Duane Morris

Yukio Naito

Arthur A. Neiman

CAMPAIGN

Charles E. Oldfather
Gene E. Overbeck
Thomas A. Roach
Robert G. Russell
Herbert I. Sherman
Carrington Shields-
Oppenheim

Gordon H. Smith, Jr.
Philip S. Smith
Arthur L. Stashower
Richard C. Stavoe
Kenneth G. Stevens
Edgar A. Strause
James S. Taylor
James O. Tingle
Richard M. Treckelo
Franklin S. Wallace
James L. Weldon, Jr.
William L. Wise
John L. Wolfe

1954

DONOIS eoveirrcicrecnneens 85
Dollars .......... $75,723.75
Participation ............ 43%
L. HART WRIGHT CABINET
David W. Belin

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET
Robert B. Aikens

WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
Paul B. Campbell
Myron M. Sheinfeld

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Lawrence L. Bullen

Carl A. Hasselwander
Robert . Kilgore

J.B. King

Donn B. Miller
Theodore J. St. Antoine
Malcolm J. Sutherland
Frank M. Wheeler
Donald M. Wilkinson, Jr.

PARTICIPATING DONORS
R. W. Barker
Malcolm D. Basinger
George B. Berridge
Robert H. Bloom
William S. Bonds
Stephen A. Bromberg
Larry J. Burke
William H. Carpenter
Robert W. Cary
Raymond M. Champion, Jr.
Chiris T. Christ
Charles H. Cleminshaw
Milo G. Coerper
Howard A. Cole
Roger G. Connor
Granger Cook, Jr.
Julius Denenberg
Jerry A. Donley
Robert B. Domnbhaffer
David D. Dowd, Jr.
Clyne W. Durst, Jr.
John S. Fallon

John W. Fitzgerald
David R. Frazer
James T. Frost

Jack E Gardner
Roger K. Garfink
Herbert A. Goldsmith, Jr.
Norman N. Gottlieb
Nola A. Allen

Virgil J. Haggart, Jr.
Hugh G. Harness
Ralph E. Hayes
James A. Hildebrand
Alan R. Hunt
William G. Hyland
R. Perry Innes
Constantine D. Kasson
Lawrence A. King
Patrick J. Kinney
Warren E Krapohl
Leonard Kravets
John H. Leddy
Ronald Y. C. Lee
Alvin P. Lipnik
William L. Mackay
Patrick H. McCauley
Maclyn T. Parker
Raymond J. Payne
Robert M. Radner
Chester E Relyea
Walter J. Roper
Allison L. Scafuri
Ralph 1. Selby

John E Shantz
Samuel I. Shuman
Joseph J. Simeone
Abraham Y. T. Siu
Jerome V. H. Sluggett
Bradford Stone
Joseph Van Buskirk
William K. Van't Hof
William H. Vobach
John K. Von Lackum
Stanley R. Weinberger
John M. Wilson
David P. Wood
Edward M. Yampolsky
Marvin O. Young
Philip A. Young
Richard W. Young
Allen Zemmol

193)

DONOFS eereenieeenienned
Dollars ...
Participation
PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET
Robert B. Fiske, Jr.
Robert S. Nickoloff
Stanley S. Schwartz

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
David R. Macdonald
‘WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
Robert E. Baker

Robert G. Schuur

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Richard M. Adams
Lawrence 1. Brown
Stewart S. Dixon
George S. Flint

John A. Grayson
Theodore W. Swift
John R. Worthington

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Michael J. Baughman
John W. Bauknecht
James W. Beatty

Earl E. Borradaile
Norman I. Brock

Ira A. Brown, Jr.
James Bulkley
Charles H. Cory, I
John P. Daley

Ronald V. DeBona
John Franklin Dodge, Jr.
Robert 1. Donnellan
James W. Dorr

Robert S. Frey

Jack E. Gallon

Carl R. Gaylord
Donald W. Gruettner
Hugh J. Haferkamp
William J. Hartman, Jr.
Sanford B. Hertz
Harvey A. Howard
Bernard A. Kannen
Raymond E. Knape
William Ken Laray
Alan Z. Lefkowitz
Robert H. Levan
Mark R. Lidschin
Fred Mallender, 11
Leah R. Marks

Joseph E Maycock, Jr.
James H. McCrory
William Morris Moldoff
Roger P Noorthoek
Martin S. Packard
John J. Peters

O. K. Petersen
John R. Peterson
William L. Randall
Richard S. Ratcliff
James P. Ricker
Anthony E Ringold
Sidney B. Schneider
Aaron E. Shelden
Harvey M. Silets
Irving Stenn, Jr.
Robert C. Strodel
Donald E Stubbs
Edward L. Vandenberg, Jr.
Kenneth S. H. Wong

1056

Donors ... ....63
Dollars ........$228,676.79
Participation ............ 34%

THOMAS M. COOLEY CABINET
William R. Jentes

L. HART WRIGHT CABINET
Arne Hovdesven

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
William C. Cassebaum
Robert S. McCormick
WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
William E. Guthner, Jr.




PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
William J. Cowlin
Peter J. Gartland
Alfred L. Haffner, Jr.
James S. Hilboldt

John A. Kelly, Jr.

John H. McDermott
Charles B. Renfrew
William D. Webb

PARTICIPATING DONORS
William H. Alexander
William E Anhut
Dennis J. Barron
Hugh R. Braun

John J. Brittain

John N. Brown
Eugene D. Buckley
John C. Cary, Jr.
William Y. Chalfant
William E Crockett
Richard R. Dailey
‘Walter R. Denison
Glenn S. Dennis
Raymond H. Dresser, Jr.
Richard K. Elliott
Donald Robert Ford
George T. H. Fuller
Paul R. Haerle
Robert L. Halbrook, Jr.
Irving L. Halpern
Edward A. Hansen
John D. Hegarty
Frank C. Henry
Arthur E. Higgs

John B. Huck
Richard A. Jones
John E Kruger

John B. Kuhr
Frederic D. Lamb
Thomas A. Lazarolf
Richard B. Madden
H. Dale Meredith
Oscar J. Miller
Charles A. Nelson
Roger H. Oetting
Nathan K. Parker, Jr.
Cynthia V. Peterson
M. Harry Piper
Harold H. Plassman
Julius B. Poppinga
Robert Rosenman
Kirby A. Scott
Donald W. Shaffer
Edward L. Shank
Lawrence W. Sperling
Robert S. Thompson
James A. Timmer
Dale W. VanWinkle
John Millard Webb
Clarence E Wittenstrom, Jr.
Murray Yolles

(lass of 1957
oth (fass Reunion

Donors
Dollars
Participation ............ 29%

THOMAS M. COOLEY CABINET
James E Sams

WILLIAM W. BISHOPR, JR. CIRCLE
Robert D. Guy

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Lee N. Abrams
George J. Caspar I1I
Rodger T. Ederer
Sidney C. Kleinman
Robert A. Link

Cyril Moscow

A. Duncan Whitaker

PARTICIPATING DONORS
James D. B. Beckett
Jacob Bernstein

Hugo E. Braun, Jr.
James C. Bray

Phillip C. Broughton
Thomas P. Browne, Jr.
Kenneth B. Cutler
Donald J. DeYoung

S. Jonathan Emerson
Roscoe H. Fales

John H. Fildew
Philip A. Fleming
Frederick W. Fraley, III
Stephen G. Fuerth
Thomas L. Gadola
‘Whitmore Gray
Edward C. Hanpeter
James R. Hanson
Mary Anderson Hartung
Kenneth H. Haynie
Richard M. Hughey
Paul R. Jenkins
Charles L. Johnston
Charles E. Keller
Michael E Kelly
James J. Kilsdonk
Ross A. Kipka

George Kircos

Robert L. Knauss
Carl LaRue

James A. Leavengood
Arthur T. Lippert, Jr.
George W. T. Loo
George F Lynch
Frederick Mahan
Roger C. Markhus
David H. Marlin
Robert B. McAlister
William H. McCready
Frank R. Morris, Jr.
David L. Nelson
Howard N. Nemerovski
E. William Oakland
John H. Oltman
Jules M. Perlberg
James E. Pohlman
Thomas E Quinn, Jr.
John T. Rogers
Donald B. Rosenberg
Robert S. Rosenfeld
Richard A. Scheer

'CAMPAIGN

Raymond L. Scodeller
F McCauley Small, Jr.
William C. Todia
John C. Tower
Gerald Tuchow
Barrett S. Wayburn
Robert B. Webster
Walter E Wolf, Jr.
John A. Ziegler, Jr.

DONOrS .ceoeceereeieiinns 82
Dellars ........
Participation ............ 35%
THOMAS M. COOLEY CABINET
Terrence A. Elkes

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET
Robert P Luciano

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
Kurt J. Wolff

WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
Nick E. Yocca

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
John C. Baity

Henry D. Baldwin
James E. Crowther
John C. Dowd

Jack N. Fingersh
Phillip R. Jacobus
Robert H. Kapp
Daniel L. R. Miller
Gerald Walter Padwe
Emmet E. Tracy, Jr.

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Walter L. Adams
Richard M. Bilby
Paul Westfall Brown
Robert E. Brown
Marion B. Burton
Arthur P. Byrne

C. William Carlson, Jr.
Samuel D. Carpenter
Ronald Jean Cayo
James P. Chapekis
Robert G. Clayton, Jr.
Byron J. Cook

J. Martin Cornell

A. Blair Crownover
Ronald L. Dalman, Sr.
Jon P. Desenberg
Raymond J. Dittrich, Jr.
Robert H. Elliott, Jr.
Eugene ]. Farrug, Sr.
Salvatore A. Fauci
Joseph A. Gemignani
Joseph S. Georgiana
Philip G. Gillespie
Hanley M. Gurwin
Wolf Haber

John T. Hammond
Eugene L. Hartwig
Peter H. Hay

Thomas W. Hoya
Theodore M. Hutchison
Donald E. James
Barry L. King

Charles H. Kivett
Robert A. Klein

Barry L. Kroll

John E Lewis

George E. Lohr
Charles C. Lundstrom
Francis J. MacLaughlin
R. William Merner
Hannes Meyers, Jr.
Stephen Moyer
William K. Muir, Jr.
David L. Nixon
Raymond Olson, Jr.
Jerome E Prewoznik
Donald L. Reisig
Robert A. Ritchie
Richard S. Rosenthal
Elmer C. Rudy
Michael J. Ryan

Rob R. Schuyler
Michael Scott

Gerald M. Smith
Robert S. Sugarman
Thomas G. Thornbury
Robert S. Trinkle
Thomas A. Troyer
George B. Trubow
Theodore M. Utchen
Regis Valentine
Spyros N. Vlachos
Rainer R. Weigel
Stephen A. Weinstein
Thomas R. Winquist
William J. Wise
William P Wooden
Wilbert L. Ziegler

1939

Donors ... 102
Dollars ...
Participation ..

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET
John Paul Williams

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
Louis Perlmutter

WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
Jerome B. Libin
Mark Shaevsky

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Stanley N. Bergman
Edward Bransilver
Thomas A. Dieterich
John W. Gelder

Barry Hirsch

Scott Hodes

Frank D. Jacobs
James Patrick Kennedy
Leroy Michael, Jr.

J. Lee Murphy
William R. Norris
John Edward Schippel
Thomas H. Singer
Ronald J. St. Onge
Joel D. Tauber
William K. Tell, Jr.
George S. Tulloch, Jr.
Robert M. Vorsanger
Robert C. Weinbaum
Frank K. Zinn

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Peter ]. Armstrong
Harry M. Asch

John M. Barr
Lawrence G. Becker
Stanton H. Berlin
William E. Bowser
Frederic E Brace, Jr.
Homer S. Bradley, Jr.
James W. Brehl
Robert M. Brucken
G. Sidney Buchanan
Edward D. Bureau
James L. Burton
Donald W. Carlin
Guido Casari, Jr.
Albert D. Cash, Jr.
Samuel B. K. Chang
William A. Cockell, Jr.
Lynn W. Fromberg
Malcolm H. Fromberg
James T. Funaki
Bradley M. Glass
Robert H. Gorske
Albert E. Grinton
James J. Hall

Wallace Handler
Ronald A. Harbert
George Q. Hardwick
David I. Harfeld
Meredith Hemphill, Jr.
Arnold Henson
Edward M. Heppenstall
Peter W. Hirsch
Stanley Hirt
Wolfgang Hoppe
John H. Jackson
John T. Jeandrevin
Marten R. Jenkins
George E Karch, Jr.
Alvin S. Kaufer-

John D. Kelly
Theodore G. Koerner, III
Hans Christian Krueger
Lawrence J. LaBrie
Edwin C. Landis, Jr.
Chester C. Lawrence
‘Wayne Leengran
Lawrence E. Levine
Robert K. Lewis, Jr.
Ronald J. Linder
Nicholas A. Longo
Peter S. Lucyshyn
Melvyn 1. Mark
Wilbur J. Markstrom
John A. Matta

Robert S. McGeough
Alan E Meckstroth
David A. Nelson
George E. Parker, 111
John E Powell

Carroll Purdy, Jr.
Denis T. Rice

George R. Richards
Leonard B. Schwartz
David Shute

William R. Slye
David Y. Smith
Wendell A. Smith
Hilary E Snell

Thomas A. Solberg
Herbert W. Solomon
George C. Stewart
Edward Barry Stulberg
John M. Swinford
Robert P. Volpe

W. Stanley Walch
Myrl O. Wilkinson
Jerry G. Wright

1960
Donors
Dollars .
Participation ............ 35%
PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET

E. Lisk Wyckoff, Jr.

Morton M. Zedd

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
Richard H. May
Joseph D. Whiteman

WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
Arbie R. Thalacker

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Mervyn S. Gerson
Donald R. Jolliffe
Thomas E. Kauper
Stephen Marcus
George E. Snyder
Erik J. Stapper

Kent E. Whittaker
PARTICIPATING DONORS
Colborn M. Addison
William E. Arnold
Paul Babitz

John W, Bales
Thomas R. Beierle
David A. Benner
Dean L. Berry
Leonard J. Betley
Stanley Davis Brown
Anthony C. Buesser
John P. Bure

Robert A. Burns
Barbara A. Burt

John E Burton, Jr.
Ward Chapman
Philip A. Clancey
Leonard J. Decker
Spencer L. Depew
Dirk DeVries
Charles N. Dewey, Jr.
Edward C. Donlon
Seymour N. Dubrinsky
Richard A. Elbrecht
Alan 1. Epstein
Roger W. Findley
Vance A. Fisher
John C. Frakes, Jr.
John Fuller

Harry A. Gaines
Robert J. Garrett
Lawrence H. Gingold
Douglas J. Hill
Dudley Hughes
Joseph J. Jerkins

I. Samuel Kaminsky
Donald J. Keune
Mark V. Klosterman
John A. LaFalce



Kenneth Laing
William M. Lane
George E. Leonard, 111
Russell A. McNair, Jr.
Franklin H. Moore, Jr.
Gordon Myse

Robert Bruce Nelson
Robert J. Paley
William Patterson
Frank Pollack
George J. Reindel, 111
Robert G. Rhoads
John L. Riffer

Carl Roberts

Thomas G. Sawyer
Robert Segar

Susan R. Shimer
Dean J. Shipman

Joel N. Simon
Leonard W. Smith
Robert A. Smith
Bruce M. Stiglitz
William K. Strong
Warren Sundstrand
Larry 1. Tate

Pieter G. Thomassen
Leonard W. Treash, Jr.
Stevan Uzelac

Guy Vander Jagt
William Vogel

C. Robert Wartell
Byron H. Weis

David B. Weisman
Clay R. Williams

1961

DONOYE SR nar i
Dollars ........
Participation ....

EDSON R. SUNDERLAND CABINET
Lloyd E. Williams, Jr.

L. HART WRIGHT CABINET
Gregor N. Neff
Stanley R. Zax

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET
Harold S. Barron
James M. Trapp

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
Irvine O. Hockaday, Jr.
Laurence M. Scoville, Jr.
William Y. Webb

WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
James N. Adler

Richard W. Odgers

Henry B. Pearsall

Kenneth Sparks, Jr.

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
James B. Blanchard
John H. Bradbury
Calvin A. Campbell, Jr.
Barry 1. Fredericks
Arthur R. Gaudi
William C. Griffith
James Hourihan

Jack D. Hunter
Sargent Karch

Richard L. Kay

Peter E Levin

J. Bruce McCubbrey
Robert L. McLaughlin

Cecil R. Mellin
Robert E Ochs
John L. Peschel
John Edward Porter
Albert J. Russell

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Walter M. Andrew, Jr.
H. Gregory Austin
Richard O. Ballentine
John C. Barber, Jr.
Michael E. Barber
Vincent L. Barker, Jr.*
Bruce A. Barnhart

C. Robert Beltz

Peter A. Bernard
James H. Booker
Phillip S. Brown

J. Philip Burt

John E. Cochrane
Frederic K. Conover 11
James R. Cripe

James H. De Vries
Raymond H. Drymalski
Robert Eleveld

John L. Etter

William S. Farr, Jr.
John A. Fiske

Louis Frey, Jr.
Jackson L. Frost
Stanford E. Gass
Lewis G. Gatch
William J. Giovan
Jerome B. Greenbaum
George E Gronewold, Jr.
Stuart S. Gunckel
Paul A. Hanke
Bernard Heller

David G. Hill

H. Russel Holland
Thomas Hooker
Frederick R. Hubbell
Michael Klynn
Merwyn M. Kroll
Walter V. Kron
William Krupman
Richard M. Leslie
Daniel E. Lewis, Jr.
John E Lymburner
Bernard E. Lyons
Francis C. Marsano
Richard E. McEachen
lan C. McLeod

W. Stephen Meloy

G. Gregory Michael
Timothy J. Murtaugh, 111
Jerome D. Neifach
Horst Niebler

Eldon Olson

Robert A. Pfaff
Robert J. Reid

Gerald F Rosenblatt
Timothy F Scanlon
Donald A. Slichter
Herbert Sparrow, 111
Lawrence R. Springer
Edwin J. Stedem, Jr.
Robert M. Steed
Jean-Pierre Stenger
Norton L. Steuben
John J. Stroh, Jr.

Paul S. Teranes
Robert E. Thorne
Daniel E. Tolfree
David VanderPloeg
Stanley A. Williams
Warren W. Wilson

(lass of 1962
35th (lass Reunion

Donors
Dollars .
Participation ............ 41%
Reunion Gifts & Pledges
as of 9/1/97..... $421,000
L. HART WRIGHT CABINET
Frank G. Reeder

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET
Stephen H. Bard

C. Barry Montgomery
LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
Roger B. Harris

William R. Nicholas

Robert B. Wessling

WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
Peter D. Byrnes
Norman A. Jacobs

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Charles E. Blank
Robert A. Butler
Morton L. Efron
Michael R. Flyer
Alan G. Friedman
Thomas D. Heekin
Amalya L. Kearse
Warren M. Laddon
John R. Nichols

Garo A. Partoyan
Richard E. Rabbideau
Thomas P. Scholler
Oliver E. Seikel

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Martin J. Adelman
Randolf H. Aires
William S. Bach
John R. Bagley
Livingston Baker
John A. Benning
Robert M. Bordeau
William M. Brukoff
Robert G. Burton
Donald R. Chapman
Francis E. Collins, Jr.
Eben G. Crawford
Douglas S. Dales, Jr.
Walter T. Dartland
Robert P Davidow
Jon E DeWitt
Benton S. Duffett, Jr.
Brian C. Elmer
James M. Flaggert
Robert B. Frederick
Melvyn H. Fruit
Noel A. Gage

Karl L. Gotting
Kenneth W. Graham, Jr.
Robert M. Grover
William E Herlihy

CAMPAIGN

John E. Hodgson
Philip S. Hollman
Albert P Horrigan
C. Vernon Howard, Jr.
Michael M. Hughes
Richard A. Hyde
Lynne B. Johnson
B. Todd Jones

Paul W. Jones
Bruce Kalom

Philip E. Kaplan
Robert A. Karbel
David H. Katz
Joseph P. Koucky
Conrad W. Kreger
Roger E. Legg

J. Richard Marshall
Malcolm E. Martin
Larry W. McCormack
Chris L. McKenney
Robert L. Metzger
Charles H. Miel
Francis J. Newton, Jr.
G. E. Oppenneer*®
Robert W. Paisley
John B. Pendleton
Galen D. Powers
Richard A. Prince
William B. Rees
Carl M. Riseman
Jerome M. Salle

L. William Schmidt, Jr.
Thomas C. Shearer
Daniel E. Singer
Donald J. Spero
Reed F Steele
James L. Stokes
Donald P. Stone
Robert W. Swain, Jr.
Roy Y. Takeyama
John J. Timmer
David C. Tracey
Kent J. Vana

David A. Watts
David N. Weinman
Alvin J. Wilson
John A. Wise

Ralph L. Wright
Robert J. Yock

1063

Dollars i
Participation ............ 36%

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
Thomas W. VanDyke

WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
Alexander E. Bennett
Robert C. Canfield

Robert ]. Currie

Gerald L. Gherlein

David J. Rosso

Alan 1. Rothenberg

A. Paul Victor

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
James A. Corrodi
Robert Z. Feldstein
Stuart E Feldstein

Kenneth S. Handmaker
Robert L. Harmon
Herbert M. Kohn
Robert G. Lane

C. Raymond Marvin

J. Thomas McCarthy
John A. McDonald
Philip Sotiroff

C. Peter Theut

Stefan F Tucker

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Richard C. Allen

Hans G. Bagner

James M. Beardsley
William E Braeuninger
Richard Snyder Brennan
David A. Brock

Arthur V. N. Brooks
Dan R. Bruggeman
Lawrence T. Buchmiller
Orville L. Coady
Theodore R. Cohn
Simon F Coleman

D. Sidney Condit
Peter H. DeHaas
William W. DeWitt
Edward M. Dolson
Charles E Dugan, 11
Bruce W. Eaken, Jr.
Henry Earle, 111
Anthony E. Efremoff
Sarah Efremoff

S. Stuart Eilers

Allen D. Evans
Murray J. Feiwell
John M. Fischer
Howard M. Frankenberger
Charles R. Frederickson, III
Alfred E. Gade
Suzanne Balaze Gifford
Thomas J. Greene
Warren E Grienenberger
Richard A. Guilford
Robert C. Hackett
William E. Harris
Peter R. Harwood
John A. Hazelwood
Jackson C. Hedges

J. Walker Henry

John C. Jones, 111
Jerry Dale Jordan

Peter Kalbe

David J. Kayner

John B. Kemp

David Boyd Kennedy
Bruce T. Kloppman

D. Michael Kratchman
John A. Krsul, Jr.
Jules Lang

Bruce Leavitt

Luke T. C. Lee

Joseph W. Little
Arthur E Lubke, Jr.
Orlin D. Lucksted
Howard R. Lurie

John R. Lutz

John J. Lynch

Ralph E. Mahowald

J. Patrick Martin

Joe Billy McDade




@

]. Michael Meade
Anthony R. Michel
Gail Franklin Miller
Paul E Morgan

Hugh M. Morrison
Charles D. Moyer
Dennis E. Murray, Sr.
Allan Nachman
Michael E. Oldham
Howard E. O'Leary, Jr.
Diane 1. Olsson

Lee D. Powar

John M. Price

James E. Pryce

James H. Quirk
William B. Roberts
Luis E Rodriguez
Hopkin T. Rowlands, Jr.
Edward A. Ryder
David 1. Shactman
Richard A. Shapiro
James L. Shonkwiler, Jr.
Jeffrey B. Shulman
Kurt Georg Siehr
Fredric L. Smith
James W. Smith
Webb Anthony Smith
Lawrence K. Snider
Herbert C. Snyder, Jr.
Richard K. Snyder
Norman O. Stockmeyer, Jr.
William Reule Thompson
Paul L. Tractenberg
John A. Twomey
Thomas W. Van Dyke
Charles K. Veenstra
Jackman S. Vodrey

A. Harris Walker
Edward A. White
Ralph O. Wilbur
Philip E Wood
Milton L. Zentmyer
Scott E Zimmerman

1964
Donors
Dollars .........
Participation ............ 32%
WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
Thomas G. Dignan, Jr.

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Dennis P. Bedell

Alan D. Croll

Irwin J. Dinn

Richard Fredrick Gerber
Robert E. Goodrich
Franklin L. Hartman
William T. Hutton
Michael V. Marston
Lawrence G. Meyer
Donald A. Pierce, Jr.
Richard A. Rossman
Peter S. Sheldon
PARTICIPATING DONORS
Robert J. Battista
Theodore L. Bendall, Jr.
H. Lee Blumberg
James R. Borthwick
Marvin J. Brenner

CAMPAIGN

Philip L. Bruner
Charles A. Buss
Michael R. Capizzi
Timothy K. Carroll
Alan Garrick Choate
Nancy M. Clarkson
John J. Connaughton
James L. Copeland
Ronald K. Dalby
Marc Gary Denkinger
Jon E. Denney
Michael A. Dively
John J. Dood
William B. Dunn
Henry M. Ekker
Daniel R. Elliott, Jr.
Alex Fisher

William D. Flora

K. Michael Foley
Albert S. Golbert
James W. Greene, 11
Ronald R. Hanlon
John E Hanson
Edgar N. Harland
Ira Gerson Harris
William J. Heaphy

J. Portis Hicks
Edwin A. Howe, Jr.
Spencer C. Hunt
Peter W. Hyde
Denis A. Jacques
Justice G. Johnson, Jr.
Allyn D. Kantor

S. Olof Karlstrom
John A. Kicz

James L. Krambeck
Norvie L. Lay

Paul L. Leeds
Robert V. Lewis
‘William ]. Madden, Jr.
Michael R. Maine
Donald L. Martin
Thomas B. Marvell
Timothy W. Mast
Joseph E McDonald
Samuel J. McKim, 111
George C. McKinnis
Charles M. McLaughlin
Alan P Miller
William S. Moody
Melinda Morris
James J. Nack

Paul M. Ostergard
Edwin J. Panichas
Kurt M. Penn

James M. Powell
William R. Radford
Kurt E. Richter
Stephen W. Roberts
Richard B. Rogers

E. David Rollert
Philip J. Rosewarne
Charles A. Sailstad
Neal Schachtel

T. Gordon Scupholm, 11
Arthur M. Sherwood
Peter X. Sickinger
Anneliese Smith
Dayton E. Soby

Ben S. Stefanski, 1T
Lester ]. Tooman
John D. Tully

Frank R. Uible, Jr.
Walter A. Urick
Robert G. Waddell
Stanley P Wagner, Jr.
Michael A. Warner
John Palmer Williams
James M. Wilsman

1965

BONOES i igeunconsans
Dollars ... $82,779.75
Participation ............ 35%

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET
Daniel E Kolb

Charles F Niemeth
LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
Eric V. Brown, Jr.

C. Douglas Kranwinkle
Thomas B. Ridgley

WILLIAM W. BISHOF, JR. CIRCLE

Laurence D. Connor
David A. Ebershoff
Mark J. Levick

Alan J. Olson

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
William J. Bogaard
Albert E. Fowerbaugh
Douglas 1. Hague
Richard M. Helzberg
Thomas Carson Lee
Paul M. Lurie

John W. McCullough
Bert W. Moyar

Robert V. Peterson

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Ronald C. Allan
Charles H. Aymond
Thomas E. Baker
Bruce R. Bancroft
Roy H. Batista
Francis E. Bentley
Larry J. Bingham
Richard Lee Blatt
John H. Blish

J. Walter Brock
Helman R. Brook
Herbert H. Brown
James R. Brown
Lawrence D. Burke
Christopher L. Carson
Thomas P. Casselman
Charles E. Clark

R. Theodore Clark, Jr.
Charles C. Cohen
Robert H. Daskal
David D. Dodge

L. Garrett Dutton, Jr.
David M. Ebel
Graydon H. Ellis, Jr.
John W. Ester

John P. Fernsler

J. Noland Franz
Sheila Gallagher
David J. Garrett

John E. Gates

David M. Goelzer
Gerald A. Goray
Dennis D. Grant

Morris A. Halpern
Patricia M. Hanson
Boyd A. Henderson
Edward Henneke
Ralph H. Houghton, Jr.
John E. Howell

R. lan Hunter

David S. Jacobson
Willoughby C. Johnson
Thomas L. Jones
Jerome H. Kearns
Charles B. Keenan, Jr.
James M. Kefauver
John E Kern

J. David Kerr

James M. Kieffer
Robert M. Klein
Eugene W. Lewis, 111
Edward L. Lublin
Michael J. Lynch
Marcelino C. Maxino
J. Gary McEachen
Joseph E. McMahon
Ronald Jay Meltzer
Neil R. Mitchell
Charles G. Nickson
Peter A. Patterson
James K. Perrin
Rosemary S. Pooler
Louis B. Potter*
Richard ]. Rankin, Jr.
Douglas J. Rasmussen
David F Rees
Lawrence J. Ross
Paul A. Rothman
James B. Ruyle

Alan M. Sager

James E. Scanlon
George W. Schoonmaker
Laurence S. Schultz
Andre A. Schwartz
Frederick B. Schwarze
Anthony ]. Scirica
Frances R. Sebastian
Gary ]. Shapira

Stuart Sinai

Jerome M. Smith
Jack R. Snyder
Benjamin Steiner
Phillip L. Thom

F David Trickey
‘William M. Troutman
J. Michael Warren
Robert G. Wise

1066
Donors ...
Dollars ........
Participation ....
PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET
George M. Elsener
Robert A. Fippinger
Kenneth J. La Motte
Ronald L. Olson

James G. Phillipp
Richard C. Sneed
LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
Joseph Daniel Feldman

WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE

Robert W. Beicke
Douglas M., Cain
Jon D. Carlson
J. Alan Galbraith
Morton Q. Levin
Fred E. Schlegel

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Jonathan L. Birge
Alfred M. Butzbaugh
Dewey B. Crawford
Robert E. Epstein
Henry W. Ewalt, 111
William S. Hawgood. 1T
Steven M. Kin

John H. Martin
Yindee V. Torsuwan
Robert O. Tyler

R. Jamison Williams, Jr.
William T. Wood, Jr.
Kenneth J. Wysoglad
Samuel Zell
PARTICIPATING DONORS
Stanley George Andeel
William C. Anderson
James G. Barnes
William G. Barnes
Robert S. Berkwitz
Stephen A. Bodzin
Terrance K. Boyle
Nathaniel P. Breed, Jr.
Frederick G. Buesser, 111
Paul G. Bursiek, Jr.
Emilio Jorge Cardenas
Thomas Duvall Chase
Harvey Chayet

A. Balfour Chinn, jr.
George C. Coggins
William M. Colby
James E Companion
Douglas M. Crowley
David W. Croysdale

R. Malcolm Cumming
William B. Davis, Jr.
Michael C. Devine
Frank S. Dickerson, III
Robert A. Dimling
William E. Doster
Dennis C. Drury
Edwin G. Emerson
Peter L. Eppinga
Robert J. Epstein
James C. Ervin, Jr.
Eric J. Fauri

Michael R. Fegen
John E. Ferris

Gerald B. Fincke
Sidney L. Frank

John R. Gaffin

Peter S. Galloway
Thomas D. Geil
Stephen A. George
Robert E. Gilbert
Robert H. Gillette
Roger A. Goldman
Michael D. Gordon
Raymond Green
Bruce M. Groom
Hiram S. Grossman
Howard R. Grossman



Stephen L. Gutman
Joseph Page Hafer
Kenneth R, Harker, Jr.
Michael G. Harrison
J. Terry Heath

E. Franklin Hill, Jr.
Robert E. Hollenshead
Robert E. Hollweg
David W. Hortin
John C. Hutchinson
Duane H. Ilvedson
Gilbert V. Indeglia
Dennis S. Kayes
Bailey H. Kuklin

R. Bruce Laidlaw
Gerald L. Lawlis
James T. Leavitt, Jr.
Bruce T. Leitman
Richard A. Levick
Edward P. Levy
Richard L. Lotts
Robert E Ludgin
William F Marx
William S. McDowell, Jr.
David L. McMurray
Michael Jay Mehr
George D. Melling Jr.
Michael E Merritt
John R. Monson
David B. Mueller
George B. Mullison
John R. Nolon
Thomas E. O’Connor, Jr.
Kenneth R. Oosterhouse
James P. Parker
Sanford H. Passer
Robert Smylie Paye
Thomas A. Pliskin
Ronald S. Pretekin
Gary L. Price

John C. Provine
Samuel A. Purves
Richard E. Rassel
Thomas R. Reinsma
Jay A. Rosenberg
Jerrell P Rosenbluth
Jeffrey C. Rubenstein
Robert G. Schuchardt
Erik H. Serr
Lawrence J. Sherman
Kenneth F Snyder
William C. Steuk
Judith L. Teichman
Charles D. Todd, 111
Lawrence R. Van Til
Richard E Vitkus
John M. Walker, Jr.
James C. Westin
John B. Whinrey
William C. Whitbeck
Samuel W. Witwer, Jr.

(lass of 1967
30th Reunion

Donors ...
Dollars ....
Participation ............ 36%
Reunion Gifts & Pledges

as of 9/1/97 ......$392,725

EDSON R. SUNDERLAND CABINET
James M. Amend

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
Charles K. Marquis
Norman G. Peslar

E. Miles Prentice III
Charles V. Thornton

WILLIAM W, BISHOR, JR. CIRCLE
Joseph Ballway, Jr.
Barbara J. B. Kacir

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
William M. Brodhead
Leonard A. Chinitz
Christopher B. Cohen
William H. Conner
James B. Fadim
Robert S. Katz

Sally Katzen

Marc S. Kirschner
James P. Kleinberg
Richard A. McDonough, III
Richard B. Nesson
Jack L. Neuenschwander
James A. Rodgers
James A. Smith
Larry J. Spilkin
Ronald G. Vantine
PARTICIPATING DONORS
Joel S. Adelman
Michael S. Adelman
Richard Scott Barker
Lewis T. Barr

Richard S. Becker
Calvin E. Bellamy
Herbert L. Bernstein
Richard L. Bibart
Edgar H. Bittle
Thomas E Blackwell
Hope K. Blucher
James B. Boskey
James A. Boucher
Thomas M. Boykoff
John M. Briggs, 111
Robert M. Brimacombe
William C. Buhl

Jack M. Burkett
Thomas L. Butch
Thomas A. Carlson
Michael W. Coflield
James Hillson Cohen
Bruce L. Colton

Peter A. Dankin
Dixon B. Dann

David A. Doran
Charles A. Dunkel
Alfred Jerome Dupont
Carl E. Esser

J. Kay Felt

Duane A. Feurer
Randolph H. Fields
Arnold Marshall Flank

Jack E. Ford

Lon Foster, 111

Paul D. Frenz
Robert L. Friedman
Dennis L. Frostic
John M. Gardner
Roger M. Golden
Charles H. Goodman
Samuel J. Goodman
Robert E. Guenzel
Charles D. Hackney
J. Marshall Hamilton
Edward W. Harris, 111
John C. Hartranft
William R. Hineline
William D. Hodgman
Karen H. Jacobs

Joel D. Kellman

Joel E. Krissoff
James R. Lamb
Stephen A. Landsman
Joanne Leveque
Michael J. Levin
Travis H. Lewin
James A. Locke, 111
Joyce Q. Lower
Thomas O. Mann
William B. Matakas
Richard D. McLellan
Guy H. McMichael, III
James L. Meretta
Thorley C. Mills, Jr.
Daniel C. Molhoek
J. Thomas Mullen
Philip W. Nantz
John L. Noud
Joseph E Page, 111
James E. Pendergrast
Edward H. Powers
William Dodds Prakken
Stuart H. Pringle, Jr.
John W. Puffer, 111
David H. Raitt
Ronald Ian Reicin
Stuart J. Rice

Ronald A. Rispo
Kenneth A. Ritchie
Robert D. Sarow
David S. Saunders
Thomas J. Shannon
William C. Shedd
Mark E. Smith
George M. Smrtka
Barry L. Springel
Richard N. Stein
Geoflrey M. Stoudt
John H. Stout

John T. Svendsen
Earl G. Swain
Thomas E. Swaney
Ira L. Tannenbaum
Bruce A. Timmons
Michael D. Umphrey
Larry Victorson
Stanley P Weiner
Robert A. Wells
David G. Wise
Michael W. York

CAMPAIGN

1968

Donors .
Dollars ....
Participation ............ 43%

L. HART WRIGHT CABINET
Bruce P. Bickner

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
Richard A. Earle
Carl H. Von Ende

WILLIAM W, BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
Lester L. Coleman, I1I
Charles E. McCormick
Martin C. Recchuite

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
John A. Arz

Stephen E Black
Frederick W, Brenner, Jr.
Scott B. Crooks
Stephen B. Diamond
Kenneth Dresner
Lawrence Michael Gill
Walter W. Kurczewski
Steven D. Pepe
Charles E. Thomas, Jr.
William M. Toomajian
Alfred J. Wiederkehr
Gary E Wyner
PARTICIPATING DONORS
Prudence B. Abram
Lawrence Robert Abramezyk
Charles E Adler Jr.
David S. Allen

Carl Henry Amon, III
Cushman D. Anthony
Philip A. Balkema
Charles J. Barnhill, Jr.
William E Bavinger, 111
Patrick James Becherer
Joel R. Bergquist
Ronald A. Berlin
Michael B. Bixby
Michael J. Bobrofl
Garry James Bowman
Thomas R. Brous
John H. Burson
Thomas K. Butterfield
Elden W. Butzbaugh, Jr.
Robert G. Buydens
Barbara A. Clark
Stephan L. Cohen
Kenneth S. Colburn
John D. Conley

David M. Copi
Michael W. Cotter
Peter M. Crevi
William E Dausch
Robert J. DeGrand
George A. Dietrich
Larry R. Eaton
Robert J. Faux

John W. Fischer, 111
Peter C. Flintoft
‘Wood R. Foster, Jr.
William J. Garmisa
Ronald Gerard

A. Patrick Giles
Ronald R. Glancz
Stephen A. Glasser
Lawrence M. Glazer

Robert S. Gold
Edward B. Goldman
Henry S. Gombein

J. Kirkland Grant
Charlotte Greenfield
Robert W. Harmon
H. Clark Harvey, Jr.
John L. Hayes
Thomas A. Hayes
Francis J. Hearsch, Jr.
A. Benjamin Henson
Jay A. Herbst
Richard Herrmann
William D. Herz
Frazer C. Hilder
John William Hoberg
Lee E. Hornberger, Jr.
Robert P. Hurlbert
John J. Iseman

Alfred S. Joseph, 111
James P. Kelly

Jean Ledwith King
Terry John Klaasen
John C. Koster
Jeffrey R. Kravitz
Harry P Lamberson
Eric V. Lemon
Richard O. Lempert
Richard Aaron Lenter
Michael D. Levin
Paul Lieberman

Alan Gordon Lipson
John H. Logie
Lawrence G. Lossing
Ronald L. Ludwig
Michael A. Mason
J. Frank McCabe, 11
Stewart H. McConaughy
James L. McDonald
Bruce P Miller
James A. Mitchell
Patrick M. Muldoon
Malachy R. Murphy
Donald A. Nelson
John A. Nitz

Ronald W. Periard
Willard E Pinney, Jr.
George E. Preonas
Paul C. Pringle

John C. Ransmeier
James E. Rice

Joseph D. Rich
Elizabeth Rindskop{
Lawrence D. Robinson
Robert S. Rosemurgy
Michael D. Saphier
Richard M. Sawdey
John Eric Schaal
Howard M. Schmeltzer
Lawrence J. Schulman
Edward 1. Schutzman
James E. Schwab
Mark H. Scoblionko
William A. Shaheen, Jr.
Paul D. Sherr

Melvin S. Shotten
Stephen L. Smay
Cornelius J. Sullivan

Michael P. Sullivan

Thomas E Sweeney

Fredric A. Sytsma
Thomas E Tresselt
Nancy W. Trowbridge
Thomas R. Trowbridge, 111
Samuell L. Tsoutsanis
William L. Veen
John H. Vogel, Jr.
William R. Weber
Jay L. Witkin

Harvey J. Zameck
Jack R. Zerby
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Donors

Dollars

Participation ............ 36%
L. HART WRIGHT CABINET
David L. Haron

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET
Brian Patchen

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
James P. Murphy
Thomas M. O'Leary
Stanley S. Stroup

WILLIAM W. BISHOB, JR. CIRCLE
Charles A. Adamek

Lori K. Adamek

Robert J. Kheel

Arnold M. Nemirow
Andrew S. Price

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
W. Timothy Baetz
Charles W. Borgsdorf
Marisa M. Buttrey
Richard E Carlile
Marilynn J. Cason
Spencer T. Denison
Peter P. Garam

Robert E. Gooding, Jr.
Stephen P. Kikoler
Gary M. Macek
Robert J. Millstone
Christine B. Murray
Rickard E Pfizenmayer
Roger C. Siske
Lawrence E. Young

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Sam L. Abram
Benjamin J. Abrohams
James L. Ackerman
Barry A. Adelman
Stephen W. Andrew
Ben Barnow

Ladd A. Baumann
Douglas G. Boven
Paul D. Braun

Robert Neil Brown
Stephen C. Brown
Stanley G. Burech
David L. Carpenter
Kenneth K. Cassell
Daniel J. Demlow




John E. Dewane
Steven R. Duback
David E. Dwyer
George M. Elworth
Harry B. Endsley, 111
Robert D. Evans
'W. Anthony Feiock
Thomas R. Fette
Ralph Paul Fichtner
James R. Frederick
Stuart A. Friedman
Charles L. Gagnebin
Randall J. Gingiss
Robert H. Goldman
Peter E. Goodstein
R. Barthen Gorman
Darrel J. Grinstead
Henry M. Hanflik
Lawrence E. Hard
Philip J. Harter
Howard C. Hay
S. Richard Heymann
John R. Holmes
N. Thomas Horton, II
Geoffrey P Jarpe
J. Richardson Johnson, 111
Robert P. Johnstone
Mary B. Kahn
Edward S. Kaplan
Ralph L. Kissick
Lawrence W. Konopka
O. John Kuenhold
Thomas W. Lacchia
Frederick W. Lambert
John M. LeFevre, Jr.
Michael M. Levy
Walter H. Lindsay, Jr.
Charles H. Lockwood, 11
Lyle L. Lopus
David A. Ludtke
John J. Lynch, 111
Timothy K. Lyons
Samuel W. W. Mandell
Richard C. Marsh
M. Bruce McCullough
Robert M. Meisner
Richard E. Meunier
William S. Moore
G. Alfred Mudge
Daniel H. Neely
David E. Nims, 111
Richard H. Nimtz
David E Nitschke
Robert H. Norris
Charles R. Oleszycki
Donald S. Owens
Allen ]. Philbrick
Louis D. Pierce
Norman A. Platt
Charles Platto
R. Peter Prokop
Arthur C. Rinsky
Jellrey P. Robbins
Richard Stewart Roberts
Gary P. Sams
Douglas Scarlf

Laurence J. Schiff
Ronald B. Schram
Daniel Shapira
Robert J. Sher

Jeffrey W. Shopoff
Harold K. Shulman
Robert M. Sigler Jr.
Ken Springer
Michael B. Staebler
Alan J. Sternberg
John N. Thomson
John J. Van De Graal, Jr.
Robert M. Vercruysse
Philip L. Weinstein
David E. Weiss
Edward Martin Welch, Jr.
Robert C. Wells
Steven Y. Winnick
David Woodbury
Fred M. Woodruff, Jr.
Mary M. Zulack

1070

Donors
Dollars

Participation ............ 34%

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET
David Baker Lewis
LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
Steven B. Chameides
Michael W. Grebe
John L. Sobieski, Jr.

WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE

Leo R. Beus
James A. Fajen
David M. Schraver

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
George W. Allen
Patricia S. Bauer

J. Dale Berry

Richard A. Collier
John M. Forelle
Richard B. Kepes

Ivan W. Moskowitz
James M. Roosevelt
Robert H. Swart
Laurence Eliot Winokur

PARTICIPATING DONORS
James R. Bieke
Hobart M. Birmingham
Richard E Brennan, Jr.
James N. Candler, Jr.
Douglas R. Chandler
Mary Z. Chandler

W, Scott Chilman
George S. Clark
Charles L. Cope, II
Gregory L. Curtner
Robert M. Dahlbo
Brett R. Dick

Randall G. Dick
Richard M. Doctoroffl
Diane S. Dorfman
Bettye S. Elkins
Stephen C. Ellis
George E. Feldmiller
Jane Forbes

James V. Gargan

CAMPAIGN

William E. Goggin
Mark A. Gordon
larry K. Griffis
Peter L. Gustafson
Jason M. Horton
William A. Irwin
Howard A. Jack
Terrill S. Jardis

C. Clayton Johnson
John M. Kamins
Marc J. Kennedy
David L. Khairallah
Robert M. Knight
Peter J. Kok

Joel N. Kreizman
Aldis Lapins

Gary E. Levitt
Robert J. Lewis, Jr.
George P. Macdonald
Jon C. MacKay
Ronald E. Manka
Kenneth J. McIntyre
David R. Minikel
Edward T. Moen, 11
Winston Sidney Moore
Ralph A. Morris
Patrick J. Murphy
David C. Nicholson
Robert Lee Olson
John S. Pfarr

Stevan D. Phillips
Robert A. Prentice
Victor E Ptasznik
Don N. Ringsmuth
Susan Rockman
Edward B. Rogin
Lawrence W. Schad
Peter D. Schellie
Steven G. Schember
Eric J. Schneidewind
Donald E. Seymour
Frank J. Simone, Jr.
Mark K. Sisitsky
Lyle B. Stewart
Michael ]. Thomas
Robert O. Wefald
Peter Mark Weinbaum
Edward B. Weinberg
Martin Carl Weisman
Susan S. Westerman

James W. Winn

Richard Dell Ziegler

101

Donors ....cceveevevennenns 124
Dollars ........ $112,163.47
Participation ............ 34%

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET
Richard R. Burns
Garrett B. Johnson

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
Henry E. Fuldner
Jeffry N. Grabel
Wayne C. Inman
Robert E. McFarland
Sterling L. Ross, Jr.

WILLIAM W, BISHOB, JR. CIRCLE
Gerald Garfield

Robert T. Joseph
Edward A. Porter
William J. Rainey ’
Edward D. Sybesma, Jr.
Steven M. Woghin

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Lawrence M. Abramson
Paul Alexander
Dickson G. Brown
Wayne C. Dabb, Jr.
James N. Doan
Michael J. Gentry
Michael E. Huotari
John E. Jacobs

Robert M. Johnson
Mary Kathryn Kane
John E. Klein
Wolfgang Knapp
David E. LeFevre
Alan R. Lepene
Muriel Irwin Nichols
Wanda J. Reif

Don A. Schiemann
Ronald P. Soltman
Georgetta A. Wollf
Susan G. Wright
Joseph J. Ziino, Jr.
PARTICIPATI NG DONORS
Alan C. Bennett

Jan Fridthjof Bernt
Denis B. Binder
Henry J. Bourguignon
Robert J. Bremer
Darrel G. Brown
Aaron H. Bulloff
Anthony Bykowski
Emory W. Clark
Arthur Read Cone, 111
Jules 1. Crystal
Anthony S. DeFrank
Pelle Deinoff

Gayer G. Dominick
Thomas B. Dorris
Robert J. Dugan
Robert W. Edwards, Jr.
Meredith N. Endsley
Michael B. Evanoffl
Donald C. Exelby
Gene A. Farber

Louis G. Ferrand, Jr.
David M. Fitzgerald
Lawrence D. Fruchtman
Harvey L. Frutkin
Timothy A. Fusco
Donald S. Gardner
Robert M. Gault
Terry S. Givens

Stuart E. Grass
Edward J. Gudeman
John D. Heavenrich
Peter T. Hoffman
Barry D. Hovis

Peter J. Hustinx
Stuart M. Israel

W. Thomas Jennings
Thomas R. Johnson
Frank M. Kaplan
Robert Kaplow

Mark E Katz

Carter E. Keithley

Peter A. Kelly

R. Joseph Kimble, Jr.
Ronald Klempner
James M. Kraft

Noel Anketell Kramer
Karl E. Kraus

Edward M. Kronk
Brian J. Lake

Charles M. Lax

Bruce J. Lazar
Stephen R. Leeds
Bruce R. LeMar
Steven H. Levinson
Pamela ]. Liggett
Karen K. MacKay
Paul E. Maki

David M. Mattingly
David William McKeague
Gale T. Miller

Jerry L. Miller
Kenneth M. Mogill
Melvin J. Muskovitz
Charlotte V. Neagle
Robert L. Nelson
William R. Nuernberg
James A. O'Brien

C. William O'Neill
Corey Y. Park
Herbert J. Ranta
Michael E Reuling
John R. Schoonmaker
Howard A. Serlin
Steven A. Solomon
David M. Spector
David M. Stahl
William H. Starkweather
R. Gregory Stutz
Ronald J. Styka
Richard G. Swaney
Roger B. Tilles

Henry W. Trimble, III
James E. Vande Bunte
Gary L. Walker
Gerald V. Weigle, Jr.
Ralph G. Wellington
Larry C. Willey
Steven H. Winkler
Howard B. Young

(lass of 072
25th Reunion

Donors
Dollars
Participation ..
Reunion Gifts & Pledges

as of 9/1/97 ......$575,000

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET
Alan T. Ackerman
Leonard J. Baxt
Barbara Rom

Dean C. Storkan
Robert J. White

WILLIAM W. BISHOE, JR. CIRCLE

James H. Geary
PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
William J. Abraham, Jr.
Nora A. Bailey

William T. Bisset

Lawrence W. Dam
William James Davis, Jr.
Saul A. Green
Jellrey ]. Greenbaum
Jane W. Griswold
Gregory A. Huffman
Robert G. Kuhbach
Paul L. Lee

Stephen P. Lindsay
James E. Lurie

Bob E McCoy
Michael D. Mulcahy
Patrick E Murray
Robert P. Nash
Thomas W. Palmer
Terrence G. Perris
Miriam B. Steinberg
Kim L. Swanson
Larry ]. Titley

John A. VanLuvanee
Joseph C. Zengerle, 11T
Lynda S. Zengerle

PARTICIPATING DONORS
David N. Adair, Jr.
Robert L. Agacinski
Millard F Aldridge
Nelson G. Alston
Gerald A. Ambrose
John P Apol

Charles J. Averbook
David G. Baker
Phillip J. Bowen
Robert H. Brown
Thomas C. Brown

H. Patrick Callahan
Thomas D. Carney
Roger B. Chard
Donald J. Clark
Lawrence S. Coburn
Donald J. Dawson, Jr.
Stephen E. Dawson
John H. Distin
Charles A. Duerr, Jr.
Christopher J. Dunsky
Richard A. Durell
Stephen S. Eberly
Louis Forget

John P. Freese

Bruce M. Friedman
Jeffrey E. Froelich
Richard B. Ginsberg
Joseph 1. Goldstein
William D. Grand
Ronald E. Greenlee, 111
Dennis M. Haley
Michael P. Hall
Michael L. Hardy
Richard J. Hilfer
Mark B. Hillis
Ronald S. Holliday
Gary A. Hollman
Raymond J. Jast
Diane L. Jensen
Kenneth T. Johnson, Jr.
Robert M. Justin
Robert E. Kass

Linda B. Kersker
Calvin B. Kirchick
David Kirshman
Kenneth A. Kraus
Barbara A. Lane




Richard P. Levy
Dale L. Lischer
Richard J. Loftus, Jr.
Richard A. Martens
Robert J. McCullen
Thomas J. McGinn
Gary J. McRay
William J. Meeske
Philip M. Moilanen
Thomas G. Morgan
David L. Morrow
Thomas V. Murray
John B. Pinney
David M. Powell
Alan M. Rauss
James A. Rice
William J. Richards
Charles T. Richardson
James W. Riley, Jr.
Lawrence A. Rogers
Norman H. Roos
Morton M. Rosenfeld
Stuart W. Rudnick
Stephen E Schuesler
Stephen F Secrest
Ernest M. Sharpe
Frank A. Shepherd
Gordon P. Shuler
Janice Siegel

Bruce E. Smith
Craig A. Smith
Robert B. Stringer
James D. Supance
William L. Sweet, Jr.
Peter N. Thompson
Winship A. Todd, Jr.
Jeffrey A. Tucker
Mark A. VanderLaan
William P Weiner
Richard R. Weiser

J. Bryan Williams
John D. Wilson, Jr.
William B. Wilson
Richard G. R. Woodward
Stephen R. Wright
James S. Wulach
Robert Zegster
David H. Zoellner

973
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Dollars ..........
Participation

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET
Kathleen McCree Lewis
John M. Nannes

Eric A. Qesterle

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
James R. Jenkins
WILLIAM W. BISHOR, JR. CIRCLE
Curtis L. Mack
PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Rupert M. Barkoff
Russell S. Bohn
William J. Campbell, Jr.
Steven E Greenwald
Edward A. Grossmann
Donald Hubert

Paul F Hultin
Warren J. Kessler
Mark E Mehlman
George D. Ruttinger
Frederick C. Schafrick
Jerry C. Wagner
PARTICIPATING DONORS
Elliott D. Andalman
Lawrence R. Barker
James L. Baumoel
Robert M. Bellatti
Mark R. Bendure
Donald P Bennett
Wilfred J. Benoit, Jr.
Martha J. Bergmark
Keith T. Borman
Clifford B. Buelow
Michael Chaney
John B. Chapman
John M. Christian
James Nelson Christman
James C. Cobb, Jr.
Louis A. Colombo
William H. Cordes
Katherine G. Crystal
Bruce L. Dalrymple
James P. Dean
Charles S. DeRousie
Bruce M. Diamond
Steven C. Douse
Thomas L. Drenth
Susan M. Eklund
Gregory A. Eurich
Michael R. Fayhee
Paul E. Fisher
Steven E. Fox

Philip M. Frost

Neil Ganulin

Barry D. Glazer
Larry R. Goldstein
Ronald M. Gould
Gregory D. Hale
Theodore L. Hall
Jan D. Halverson

Sue R. Halverson
John P Heil

James R. Hilton
Robert E. Hirshon
Timothy H. Howlett
William N. Hutchinson, Jr.
Frank W. Jackson, 111
Ronald L. Kahn

J. Hayes Kavanagh
Don L. Keskey
Charles G. Knox
George E. Kuehn
Steven E. Kushner
Wendy C. Lascher
Peter C. Lesch
Bertram L. Levy
Thomas R. Lichten
Robert E. Logeman
Charles A. Lowenhaupt
Larry A. Mallinger
Michael G. Marion
Thomas P. Martin
Suzanne G. Mason
Donald B. Miller
Christopher H. Milton
Blondell L. Morey

Larry A. Mowrer
Richard J. Munsch
Matthew Myers

Alan H. Neff

Michael K. Noonan
Michael E Nuechterlein
Richard M. O’Connor
Edward H. Pappas
Irving Paul

John A. Payne, Jr.
David M. Pedersen
Jeffrey M. Petrash

Leo H. Phillips, Jr.
Fred J. Pinckney
Michael M. Ransmeier
John S. Redpath, Jr.
Allan J. Reich
Christine M. Rhode
Kenneth L. Robinson, Jr.
Michael L. Robinson
Rosalind H. Rochkind
Jerrold H. Rosenblatt
Mark M. Rosenthal
Edmund C. Ross, Jr.
Robert A. Rowan

Paul F Russell
Richard P. Saslow
Jeffrey L. Schad
George Schankler
Max J. Schwartz
Melvin R. Schwartz
Stephen E. Selander
Joseph ]. Serritella
Richard P. Shcolnek
Stephen M. Silverman
Richard E Silvestri
Stanley Smilack
Lawrence S. Smith
Nicholas Sokolow
John W. Solomon
Robert E Stayman
Thomas E. Stayton
George C. Steeh, 111
Gary G. Stevens
James E. Stewart

Kurt H. Suver
Timothy M. Stone
Pamela B. Stuart
Allan J. Sweet

Philip R. Telleen
Robert F Travis
William J. Travis

Roy M. VanCleave
David VanderHaagen
Richard J. Webber
James L. Wernstrom
Robert L. Weyhing, 111
Andrew S. Williams
Harley A. Williams, Jr.
R. Thomas Williams, Jr.

David C. Zalk

Abraham Zylberberg

1974

DONBIS St 114
Dollars ..$39,780.00

Participation ............33%
LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET

Anita L. H. Jenkins

CAMPAIGN

WILLIAM W. BISHOF, JR. CIRCLE
Stuart M. Lockman
Langley R. Shook

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Jean-Francois Bellis
Richard J. Gray

James B. Griswold
Michele Coleman Mayes
Michael H. Morris
David C. Patterson

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Gail L. Achterman
Emerson J. Addison, Jr.
David B. Anderson
Robert A. Armitage
W. David Amold
John R. Barker

Sara Sun Beale

Darryl S. Bell

John Chester Bigler
R. Drummond Black
Michael B. Brough
Philip A. Brown

Carl V. Bryson

Bodo Buechner
Robert W. Buechner
Eileen Cairns

David W. Clark
Robert E. Costello
William Danhof
Norma Ann Dawson
Gary R. Diesing
Joseph E Di Mento
Bruce D. Dugstad
Michael D. Eagen

S. Jack Fenigstein
Stephen M. Fisher
Raymond E Fix
Michael . Forster
Lloyd A. Fox

Steven F Friedell
Gene B. George

B. H. Giles

Frank J. Greco

Glen B. Gronseth
Thomas L. Harnsberger
Paul D. Harrington
Susan L. Hauser
Louis A. Highmark, Jr.
Alan B. Hoffman
William W. Hofmann
Michael A. Holmes
Larry D. Hunter
Jeffrey D. Keiner
Bernard S. Kent
Renate Klass

S. Timothy Kochis

P. Kenneth Kohnstamm
Jeffrey D. Komarow
Harriet I. Landau
Spencer LeRoy, Ti1
Gordon R. Lewis
James J. Maiwurm
Matthew J. Mason
Daniel W. McGill
Paul Louis McKenney
Shirley Moscow Michaelson
Arthur R. Miller
Donald S. Mitchell
Priscilla Gray Moon
Richard G. Moon
Kraig E. Noble

Laurence C. H. Nolan
Thomas S. Nowinski
Robert A. Obringer
T. William Opdyke
Mark S. Patt

Richard A. Polk
Thomas G. Power
Marcia L. Proctor
Sylvester V. Quitiquit
John P. Racine, Jr.
Charles A. Ratz
Daniel E. Reidy
James L. Rhodes
Richard A. Riggs
Louis C. Roberts
David S. Robinson, Jr.
Louis P Rochkind
John M. Rogers
Gary A. Rowe
Michael D. Rubin
James A. Samborn
Ivan J. Schell

Bart J. Schenone
Robert R. Shearer
Brian D. Sheridan

J. Michael Smith
Darryl L. Snider
Barbara S. Steiner
David G. Strom
Curtis C. Swanson
Larry D. Thompson
Michael Touff
Rosemary D. Van Antwerp
Francois Vignaud
James D. Wangelin
James M. Warden
Thomas W. Weeks
Patricia D. White

L. Michael Wicks
Patricia Kane Williams
Craig A. Wolson
Kenwood Youmans
David H. Young
Barry L. Zaretsky

1975

Donors ...
Dollars ..
Participation ............ 33%

L. HART WRIGHT CABINET
Karl E. Lutz

WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
Scott J. Amold
Jeffrey E Liss

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Rochelle D. Alpert

Carl T. Anderson

John L. Booth, 11
David B. Hirschey
Steven T. Hoort

Robert A. Katcher
Diane L. Kaye

Arnold John Kiburz, 111
Joel E. Krischer

Terry S. Latanich
David W. Lentz
Virginia F Metz
Frederick J. Salek




— DAVID HARON, '69,
on endowing a
scholarship awarded to
a student who
demonstrates a
commitment to

professionalism.

CAMPAIGN

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Lucile Jamison Anutta
Mara L. Babin
1. Scott Bass
Roger E. Battreall
Richard M. Bendix, Jr.
Michael H. Boldt
John H. Brannen
Robert Clifton Bruns
Lamont E. Buffington
Michael P Burke
Jeffrey Butler
Christopher Campbell
Sherry Chin
George T. Cole
John R. Cook
J. Michael Cooney
Gordon W. Didier
James H. Dobson
Daniel P Ducore
Donald N. Duquette
Thomas J. Eastment
William Alfred Elliott
Kenneth R. Faller
Susan Grogan Faller
Lawrence G. Feinberg
Mary L. Fellows
Joseph Charles Fenech
Nancy J. Foster
Ronald F Graham
R. Thomas Greene, Jr.
D. Charles Hair
Alan K. Hammer
Hurticene Hardaway-
Sheperd
Michael W. Hartmann
Joyce Ellyn Hensley
Mark D. Herlach
Michael Alan Heyne
Peter Douglas Holmes
Stephen J. Hopkins
Louise R. Jung
Shirley Powers Kaigler
Carol A. Koller
Nina Krauthamer
Nickolas Kyser
Gerald B. Leedom
William V. Lewis
Charles J. Lisle
A. Russell Localio
Ronald S. Longhofer
Samuel E. McCargo
Susan Diane McClay
John H. McKendry, Jr.
Stephen B. McKown
Peter A. Meilke
Richard D. Melson
David C. Miller
Robert K. Morris
J. Kenneth L. Morse
Walter E. Mugdan
Michael Murray
Hideo Nakamura
David J. Neuman
Charles E Oliphant, 111
Bracken Charles O'Neill
David H. Paruch
David M. Pellow
John W. Pestle
David R. Peterson
Bruce N. Petterson
Joel E Pierce

Joseph M. Polito
Mark F Pomerantz
Fred L. Potter

Anne Bowen Poulin
Paula H. Powers
Brent D. Rector

John C. Reitz

Michael H. Runyan
Dennis G. Ruppel
Richard C. Sanders
Gary D. Sikkema
Fredric L. Sinder
Alfred E. Smith, Jr.
Timothy S. Smith
James D. Spaniolo
Dennis Spivack
Michael A. Stack
David Y. Stanley
Adrian L. Steel, Jr.
Alison R. Steiner
James B. Stoetzer
Robert Handelman Stoloff
Douglas M. Tisdale
Makoto Toda

Richard B. Urda, Jr.
Matthew B. Van Hook
Marjorie M. Van Ochten
Douglas J. Wallis
Lamont M. Walton
Barbara T. Walzer
James L. Wamsley, 111
Peter L. Wanger
Robert P. Wessely
Barry E White

David Wolowitz
Nobutoshi Yamanouchi
Paula Marie Zera
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DONDIS .. teakantons oo 106
Dollars .......... $53,589.99
Participation ............ 28%

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET
Yvonne Susan Quinn
LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
William Patrick O’'Neill
WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
Bertie Nelson Butts, 111
PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Christine Louise Albright
David M. Armitage

Gary Eugene Baker
Maryjo Rose Cohen
Richard L. Frank

Valorie Anderson Gilfeather
Dennis Michael Haffey
William Arthur Kindorf, 11T
Joseph Julius Kochanek
Andrew Harold Marks
Rodney Alan Nowland
Michael S. Olin

Michael Stephen Pabian
Michael H. Woolever

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Kenneth Alan Alperin
PE. Bennett

William Kurt Black
Steven Aaron Blaske
J. Rion Bourgeois

Charles Edward Box
William H. Brooks
Denis Patrick Burke
Robin Neuman Caton
Lynn Penchalk Chard
Karen Heath Clark
Charles M. Cobbe
Barbara Novak Coen
Marjory Beth Cohen
Gary Davis

David L. Dawson

H. Richard Elmquist
Richard L. Epling

L. Fallasha Erwin
Morgan Lewis Fitch, IV
Robert L. Fox Jr.

Harvey Freedenberg
John B. Gaguine

Robert Mark Gesalman
Stephen E. Godsall-Myers
Corinne Amy Goldstein
Nancy Nissen Grekin
Paul Robert Griffin
Wayne Michael Grzecki
Joyce Trimble Gwadz
Lawrence Neil Halperin
William C. Hanson
Dean Michael Harris
David E Heroy

Anne Hembrey Hiemstra
Douglas Wayne Huffman
William R. Jansen
Thomas David Johnston
Gregg Herbert Jones
Richard Alan Kaminsky
Joseph Samuel Kanfer
Robert lan Kligman
Richard A. Kopek
Stephen Paul Kresnye
Barry S. Landau

Melvin C. Laracey
Nelson Steven Leavitt
George Alexander Lehner, Jr.
Christoph H. Leuenberger
Michael Balous Lewis
Thomas Woodrow Linn
Nancy Meier Lipper
Jonathan D. Lowe

Mark A. Luscombe
Susan Magid Beale
Marcia J. Nunn

John C. Oldenburg
Stephen Gerard Palms
Michael Louis Peroz
Todd David Peterson
Diana V. Pratt

Mark E. Putney

Carol Vernice Rogoff
John C. Rothhaar

Carol Sanger

Thomas P. Sarb

Larry J. Saylor

Franz Schaerer

Charles Milton Schiedel
Renee Marsha Schoenberg
Charles F Schofield
Warren M. Schur
Thomas John Sharbaugh
Steven G. Silverman
Elizabeth Leigh Snider
Lyman Franklin Spitzer
Sharon R. Stack

Gillian Steinhauer
Thomas Alan Sterken
Robert B. Stevenson
Timothy Jay Tornga
Peter L. Trezise
Howard C. Ulan
Jerome R. Watson
Joel C. Winston
Michael Witzel

David Louis Wolfe
Edward M. Wolkowitz
Andrew Michael Zack

(lass of 77
20th Reunion

Donors ...
Dollars ........
Participation ............ 25%

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET
Bruce A. Featherstone
David Lawrence Westin

WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
William Lewis Cathey Jr.
Richard Bruce Drubel Jr.
Gary Albert Nickele

Joel Scharfstein

George A. Vinyard
PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
St. Clair Oswald Davis
Susan G. Esserman

Fred Christian Fathe
Samuel Thomas Field
Bruce Carlton Johnson
Raymond R. Kepner
Donald F Parman

Karen J. Kirchen

Eugene H-C Tchen

Scott Alan Wolstein

PARTICIPATING DONORS
James Lee Allen

Steven Robert Anderson
Martin J. Bienenstock
Mary Margaret Bolda
Robert L. Boxer

A. Kay Stanfield Brown
Klaus A. Burgi

David Cohen

William Edward Covington
Michael John Craw
Amory Cummings
James Speers Cunning
Peter Vasili Darrow
Jeffrey William Doan
Alexander Rimas
Domanskis

Stephen Alan Dove
Peter Lewis Edwards
Mary Kay Ellingen
James Michael Elsworth
Charles Stewart Ferrell
Edward Michael Frankel
Joseph Freedman

John Louis Gierak
Michael Lee Glenn
Robert H. Gorlin

Harry Griff

Henry Morgan Grix

Martha Mahan Haines
Mary Ruth Harsha
Robert William Hastings 11
Michael Joseph Herbert
Thomas Gerard Herman
Elizabeth Rose Hilder
James Stuart Hogg
Robert H. Hume Jr.
Robert H. Jerry II
Michelle Denise Jordan
Thomas Allen Knapp
James M. Lawniczak
William Samuel Leavitt
Kevin Patrick Lucas
Curtis Joseph Mann
Laurence Stephen
Markowitz
Michael A. Marrero
Merton St Clair Marsh
Michael G. McGee
John Charles Mezzanotte
David Bradley Miller
Ross Miller
John Robert Myers
F Dennis Nelson
Greg Alan Nelson
Patricia Niehans Lazowska
Kathleen Rae Opperwall
Paul Allen Ose
William Mc Cann Paul
Mark Howard Penskar
Greg Lee Pickrell
Bruce Keith Posey
Robert Downes Rippe, Jr.
Marc Steven Roth
Phyllis G. Rozof
John Bradford Sherrell
Josef T. Slootmans
Richard Lee Sommers
James Robert Spaanstra
Robert Thomas Stewart
Robert A. W. Strong
Bruce Eric Swenson
Lawrence David Swift
Sally Cohen Swift
Bruce Cyril Thelen
Charles Frederick Timms, Jr.
Dona Aleta Tracey
Yoshihiro Tsunemi
James Allen Vose
Katherine Elizabeth Ward
Bruce Joshua Wecker
Peter David Winkler
Kenneth R. Wylie
George E. Yund

1978

Donors
Dollars ....
Participation ............ 27%

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
Dennis Earl Ross

WILLIAM W. BISHOR, JR. CIRCLE
Kerry Cornwall Lawrence

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
John H. Beisner

David Taylor Case
George Kimball



Diane Klinke
Michael Arthur Peterson
PARTICIPATING DONORS
Kathleen Witherspoon
Albanese
James Anthony Amodio
Robin Keith Andrews
Debra Ann Armbruster
Jackie Doreen Armstrong
Norman Hazlett Beamer
Steven Benjamin Berlin
D. Keith Birchler
Karen Lynn Boyaris
Robert Fairbanks Bride
Barbara Bruno
Elizabeth Ann Campbell
Michael R. Carey
Stuart Marvin Chemtob
Mary Irene Coombs
Catherine Louise Copp
Kent Gordon Cprek
Joseph Patrick Curran
Ellen Jean Dannin
Lynne Darcy
John Charles Dernbach
Curtis Jay DeRoo
David Carter Dickey
Del Dillingham
David V. Duperrault
Diane Frances Dusseau
Michael James Dwyer
Paul Taylor Dye
Dennis K. Egan
Michael Allen Eschelbach
Sherrill Toennes Filter
Scott Alan Fink
Dennis W. Fliehman
Joseph S. Folz
Jonathan Barry Forman
Philip Paul Frickey
Konrad James Friedemann
Carol Jo Grant
John Emil Grenke
Patrick Charles Hall
Randall Ross Hall
John Arthur Havernan
Timothy Ward Hefferon
Kathleen Anne Hogg
Dennis Lee Holsapple
Bruce Leroy Ingram
Diane Mayer Istvan
Janet Ann Jacobs
Jeffrey J. Jones
Robert L. Kamholz, Jr.
Nancy Keppelman
Mark Eliott Klein
Stanton David Krauss
Marilyn A. Lankfer
Elliot Paul Legow
Marilyn Alice Madorsky
Ann Elaine Mattson
Jack Joseph Mazzara
G. Mark McAleenan, Jr.
Thomas A. Miller
Brian E. Newhouse
John Gilbert Nuanes
Michael Gerard Oliva
Michael Patrick O'Rourke
Deborah Gelstein Page
Thomas Herbert Page

Maurice Portley
Theodore C.
Rammelkamp, Jr.

Joel M. Ressler

Mark J. Richardson
Andrea Sachs

Ralph Jacob Scherer
Carol Michele Schwab
Barry Neil Seidel

David Richard Selmer
Larry Roger Shulman
Kenneth William Simons
Marla G. Simpson
Timothy Dale Sochocki
Carol Fay Sulkes

Keith Randall Tokerud
Alan M. Unger

Rocky N. Unruh
Martin Douglas Wegbreit
James Joseph Widland
Ronald Calvin Wilcox
Danny R. Williams
Mary Katherine Wold
Thomas Vance Yates
Mark David Yura

1979

Donors ...
Dollars ..........
Participation

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
John Kevin Hoyns

R. Gregory Morgan
PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Carla Elizabeth Craig
Stuart Dudley Freedman
Robert Brown Knauss
Marguerite Munson Lentz
Barrie Lawson Loeks
Duane D. Morse

Mark Charles Rosenblum
Jeffrey Eric Susskind

Arn H. Tellem
PARTICIPATING DONORS
Maria B. Abrahamsen

A. Peter Adler

Mary Kathryn Austin
Norman Harry Beitner
Lori R. Burns

Thomas Edward Callow
Maureen Therese Casey
Richard Edward Cassard
William Calvin Collins
Thomas Allan Connop
Richard E Currey
Timothy L. Curtiss
Patricia McCarty Curtner
Barbara J. R. Debrodt
Timothy Lynn Dickinson
Robert Joseph Diehl, Jr.

Jan Karen Greenspan Dunn

Bruce Michael Engler
John Allen Faylor

Brant A. Freer

Steve Lee Gaines

Jane E. Garlinkel

Beverly Kenyon Goulet
Julie Ann Greenberg
Lawrence Alan Gross
Harold Evan Hamersmith

Blake Lee Harrop
Jeffrey K. Helder

Kevin Sean Hendrick
Charles Albert Janssen
Jeffrey Thomas Johnson
Ruth Brammer Johnson
Carol Mock Kanarek
Douglas H. Kanarek
Martha Jean Kaser
David Bernard Kern
Howard Jay Kirschbaum
William David Klein
Charles Chandler Lane
Richard Blair Learman
Bradford L. Livingston
Thomas Michael Malone
Thomas Lee Meyer
Edwin E M. Meysmans
David Lawrence Miller
Stephen Richard Miller
Gary Everett Mitchell
Kim Sarahjane Mitchell
Jack Alan Molenkamp
Ann K. Molloy

Pamela Ann Mull
David Narefsky

Julie Page Neerken
Debra Simmons Neveu
Kiichi Nishino

James H. Novis

Kunie Okamoto
Theodore R. Opperwall
Michael James ORourke, Jr.
Rick Alan Pacynski
David R. Pahl

Michael Bruce Peisner
Steven E Pflaum

Walter A. Pickhardt
Barbara Schlain Polsky
Charles Henry Polzin
Jean Jones Porter
Michael J. Quinley
John Mark Quitmeyer
Clements Ripley
Lawrence E. Rissman
Donald Howard Robertson
Clyde John Robinson
N. Rosie Rosenbaum
Frank John Ruswick, Jr.
Michael John Sauer
James K. Say

Christian Schmid
William Alan Schochet

James Patrick Shaughnessy

Geoflrey Lewis Silverman
James Harvey Simon
Martha Browning Sosman
Mark Allen Sterling
Wesley Neal Steury
Richard A. Stevens

David Lawrence Tripp
Thomas Howard VanDis
Thomas P. Van Dusen
John Sebastian Vento
Kent Lyle Weichmann
Seth Jay Weinberger
Kathy Beth Weinman
Robert Alan Wynbrandt
Lee Bernard Zeugin

CAMPAIGN

1980

Donors
Dollars

Participation ............. 28%
WILLIAM W, BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE

Richard M. Dorado
Tillman L. Lay
Brooke Schumm, 111

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Todd J. Anson

Eric Asmundsson
Beverly J. Bartow
James D. Holzhauer -
Jesse Steven Ishikawa
Carol Nancy Lieber
Peter O’'Neil Shinevar
James Lamont Stengel
PARTICIPATING DONORS
David Andrew Arnold
Diane Soskin Ash
Loretta T. Attardo
Marc David Bassewitz
Steven Jon Beilke

Christopher Paulsen Berka

Jonathan Scott Brenner
Marco C. E. J. Bronckers
Keefe Alan Brooks
James Alan Burns, Jr.
Charles E. Burpee

John W. Butler, Jr.

Keith L. Carson

Paul Jacque Cassingham
Janet Ruth Davis

David William DeBruin
Teresa S. Decker

Sharon Wicks Dornfeld
Mark Joseph Eby

Jeffrey Miles Eisen

Gail Maureen Ernstein
Mark D. Erzen

David Foltyn

Bonnie Marilyn France
Mitchell H. Frazen
Martin Rene Frey

Jerry Genberg

Kenneth W. Gerver
Steven Louis Gillman
Jonathan lves Golomb
David Andrew Handzo
Eileen M. Hanrahan
Ronald Ian Heller
Georgeanne Henshaw
Charles E Hertlein, Jr.
Jeffrey Raymond Hughes
Barbara Jane Irwin
James Blasdell Jensen, Jr.
James Bruce Jordan
Robert Michael Kalec
Arthur Joseph Kepes
Dwight Berton King, Jr.
Alan Jon Knauf
Rosalind Jacova Krakauer
Edward Joseph Krauland
Richard Thomas
LaJeunesse

Paula Rae Latovick
Richard Phillip Layman
Fredric Bryan Lesser
Robert Edmund Lewis
David Bruce Love

James Kevin Markey
Randall Eric Mehrberg
Douglas Mo

Richard Patrick Murphy
Ronald J. Nessim
William John Noble
Robert Allan Olender
Anne Frances Pankau
Steven Yale Patler
Darrell William Pierce
Karen L. Piper

John Franklin Pollick
Thomas William Porter
John Joseph Powers
John D. Rayis

Donald Brian Rintelman
Dean Alan Rocheleau
Kevin Alexander Russell
Richard A. Samp

Mark E. Sanders

James Elmer Schacht
Clifford Jay Scharman

Ronald Bruce Schrotenboer

Stephen B. Selbst
Stanley K. Shapiro

J. Michael Shepherd
Kevin Thomas Smith
Stephanie Marie Smith
T. Murray Smith

Lisa Steinberg Snow
Robert E. Spatt

Joseph E. Tilson

Susan Tukel

James Frederick Wallack
Linda A. Wasserman
Michael Alan Weinbaum
Jane L. Wilton

Robert R. Wisner

Barry Gene Ziker
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..$66,407.98
...30%

Dollars
Participation ...

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET
Gary C. Robb

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET
Alexander F MacKinnon

WILLIAM W. BISHOB, JR. CIRCLE
Marianne Gaertner Dorado

Robin L. Harrison
Randall R. Kaplan
Kathy E. Manning

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Joel 1. Bennett
Natalia Delgado
Alexander M. Dye
Janice K. Hartwell
Richard S. Hoffman
Jeffrey S. Lehman
Douglas B. Levene
Deborah M. Levy
David A. Lipkin
Julia Caroff Pidgeon
Karen K. Shinevar
Joln M. Sloss
Tsunemasa Terai

PARTICIPATING DONORS
J. Marc Abrams
Steven G. Adams
Kevin D. Anderson
Bruce G. Arnold
Christopher B. Beaufait
Teresa A. Beaufait
Andrea ]. Beggs

Paul B. Burke
Benjamin Calkins

T. Patrick Casey
Karen L. Chadwick
Thomas C. Clinton
Robert R. Cowell
David L. DeBruin
Charles M. Denton
Steven S. Diamond
Bonnie L. Dixon
John M. Dorsey, 111
‘William R. Drexel
Mitchell J. Dunitz
William H. Fallon
Marsena Farris Sorensen
Russell M. Finestein
John W. Finger

Karl R. Fink

Kathryn Hamilton Fink
Bruce A. Fox

Robert W. Fulton
Signe Sandra Gates
Atsushi Gondo
John Charles Grabow
Deborah E. Greenspan
David Douglas Gregg
Andrew E. Grigsby

R. Lee Hagelshaw
Charles E. Harris, 111
Mary M. Hendriksen
Howard N. Henick
Wayne D. Hillyard
Scott William Howe
Florence Rice Keenan
Patricia A. Kenney
Richard S. Kolodny
Michael J. Kump
James D. Kurek
Jon R. Lauer

Mark R. Lezotte

John M. Liming

John Newkirk Low
Russell E. Makowsky
Stewart L. Mandell
David R. McFarlin
Barbara R. Mendelson
David G. Mendez
Dustin P. Ordway
Ann P, Osterdale
Michael Ostroff
Anthony E Pantoni
Susan K. Pavlica

Alan A. Pemberton
Vito Charles Peraino
K. N. Chandrasekhara

Pillai

Marissa W. Pollick
Robert E. Quicksilver




Raimund T. Raith
Michael D. Remington
J- Gregory Richards
Ronald E. Ruma
Steven J. Schooler
William E Seabaugh
Lawrence A. Serlin
Glenn A. Shannon
Lawrence M. Shapiro
Peter R. Silverman
Alisa A. Sparkia
Keith E. Stanley
Jeffrey S. Stein

Stefan D. Stein

Scott C. Strattard
Kent D. Syverud
Mark E. Taylor

Amy R. Templeton
Bruce A. Templeton
Janet S. VanAlsten
Robert C. Van Voorhees
Anita L. Wallgren
Jonathan T. Walton, Jr.
Linda Somers Walton
Christopher M. Wells
Nancy Williams
Cynthia FE Wisner
Susan Amy Wolf
Deborah K. Wood
Richard L. Wood
Noah Yanich

Steven N. Zaris
Elizabeth A. Zatina

1082

DOnors ...o.ccvevervenienne 83
Dollars .......... $37,545.00
Participation ............ 21%

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET
Anita Porte Robb

‘WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
Scott G. Mackin
Kenneth B. McClain, 11

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
James A. Elgass

Diane C. Lehman
Karol V. Mason

Avery K. Williams

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Elizabeth Ann Allaben
Nancy H. Welber Barr
Richard Andrew Barr
Michael E. Beckman
Jeffrey A. Berger
Timothy R. Beyer
James Edward Bittell
James H. Bluck

Brian H. Boyle
Michael S. Bukiet
Michael P. Coakley
Ross L. Crown, Jr.
Jeffrey A. DeVree
Thomas A. Eff

Gershon Ekman
William D. Ellis
Douglas S. Ellmann
Susan B. Fine

Mary McFarland Fisher
Bryant M. Frank

J. Kevin French
Daniel J. Gibbon
Rachel E. Deming
Arthur N. Gorman
Volker Gross

Howard A. Gutman
Shane B. Hansen
Douglas E. Hart

David L. Hartsell
Timothy C. Hester
Craig W. Horn
Deborah Singer Howard
David P. Irmscher
Paul J. Koivuniemi
Robert D. Kraus
Nancy Fredman Krent
Richard W. Krzyminski
Catherine James LaCroix
Kevin M. LaCroix
Patrick J. Lamb

Mary Jo Larson

David J. Lauth

Michael A. Levey
Susan J. Levine
Jonathan A. Levy
Thomas A. Lewry
Michael P McGee
Ellen T. McKnight
David E. McLay
Rolando V. Medalla
David G. Moore

Larty H. Pachter
James G. Pachulski
John Sanford Palmer, Jr.
Janet L. Parker

Sarah H. Ramsey
David M. Schreier

Sue A. Sikkema

James R. Sobieraj
Michael S. Sperling
Steven M. Stankewicz
Dale E. Stephenson
Daniel J. Stephenson
Raymond J. Sterling
Paul V. Strehlow, 111
Stuart A. Streichler
Peter Swiecicki

Dean R. Tousley

James E. Van Valkenburg
George H. Vincent
Robb L. Voyles

Jordan S. Weitberg
Richard 1. Werder, Jr.
Sara E. Werder

Paul M. Wyzgoski
Gifford Ross Zimmerman

1083

DONOTS .oveeeeeieiiean 94
Dollars .......... $20,770.00
Participation ............ 25%
WILLIAM W, BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
Anne T. Larin

CAMPAIGN

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
David A. Handelsman

PARTICIPATING DONORS
David Booth Alden
Miriam R. Arfin

Anne E. Bachle

James M. Belin
Clifford H. Bloom
Kathleen Dempsey Boyle
William J. Brennan
James W. Brooks, Jr.
Timothy R. Butler
John V. Byl

Ellen Stephenson Carmody
Kenneth L. Crawford
William D. Dahling, Jr.
Paul Thomas Denis
John A. Denniston
Ronald G. Douglas
Claudia Roberts Ellmann
Katherine A. Erwin
Mark E. Ferguson
Victor P. Filippini, Jr.
Judah B. Garber
Patricia D. Gardner
Gregory S. Gilchrist
William J. Gillett
William B. Goodspeed
Anne Baldwin Gust
Michael ]. Hainer
Jack Gregg Haught
Michael A. Heck
Janet S. Hoffman

Van E. Holkeboer
Michael H. Hoses
Peter A. Jackson
Christina D. Hill Johnstone
Francis T. Judge, 111
Mark L. Kaltenrieder
Barbara S. Kellman
Mark L. Kowalsky
Robert ]. Krueger, Jr.
Paul B. Landen

John A. Lawson

Kyle B. Lukins
Deborah A. Marlowe
Michael T. Maurer

M. Gail Middleton
Danie] A. Murray
John R. Mussman
Stephen M. Nolan
Camille A. Olson
Lynn D. Partin

Terese E. Peisner
Justin H. Perl

Gina K. Perry
William K. Perry
John C. Person
Barton R. Peterson

R. Claybourne Petrey, Jr.
John C. Petrovski
Nathan P. Petterson
Sylwester Pieckowski
Kathryn J. Reid
Mathias W. Reimann
Laura J. Remington
Jayne Rizzo Reardon
Patrick K. Rode
Robert J. Rosolf
Barbara A. Rothstein
Ira B. Rubinfeld

Genevieve McSweeney
Ryan

John E Schippers

William G. Schmidt

Scott J. Schoen

David G. Sisler

Sandra L. Sorini

Jeffrey M. Stautz

Mark S. Stein

Jeffrey W. Stone

Barbara L. Strack

Howard S. Suskin

Victor N. Ten Brink

Brad M. Tomtishen

Judy Ann Toyer

Carl A. Valenstein

Janet A. Van Cleve

Al Van Kampen

Lauren Gallagher Van Steel

Linda M. Wakeen Walker

Barbara Y. Welke

William R. Welke

Marc Wertheimer

J. Greg Whitehair

Timothy L. Williamson

108

Donors
Dollars
Participation ............ 21%
WILLIAM W. BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
Stephen M. Schiller
PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Stephen M. Merkel

Daniel M. Sandberg

Mary E. Snapp

PARTICIPATING DONORS

" Marjorie Sybul Adams

Thomas Scott Ashby
Janine Marie Avner
Douglas Stewart Bland
David Paul Blanke
John Paul Boerschig
Rebecca L. Burtless-Creps
Cyrus William Chan
Thomas James Clemens
Massimo Coccia
Joseph Steven Cohn
Craig Allan Corman
Thomas Edmund Dixon
Martine Rochelle Dunn
Dayle M. Eby

Jill Martin Eichner
Philip Jay Eisenberg
Michael John Erickson
Thomas James Frederick
David Louis Geller

Kyle Anne Gray

K. Urs Grutter

Stuart Hershman
Michael H. Hoffheimer
Frederick James Hood
William E Howard
James P. Jacobson
Charles E. Jarrett

Sarah Olstad Jelencic
Kim P. Jones

Mary Katherine Kator

Steven M. Kaufmann
Christopher T. Klimko
David A. Kotzian

Ann V. Kramer
George C. Lombardi
David L. Marshall

Eric C. Marshall
Mitchell R. Meisner
Susan L. Oakes

Ann M. Parrent
Steven C. Poling
Mark D. Pollack

John V. Polomsky, Il
Robert J. Portman
Jacob C. Reinbolt
Marc S. Rockower
Anthony R. Rosso
Paul B. Savoldelli
David J. Schlanger
Glen A. Schmiege
Megan E. Scott-Kakures
Anthony J. Shaheen
Roger M. Sherr

David D. Shoup
Michael R. Shpiece
Lawrence A. Silvestri
Rochelle Price Slater
Joan P Snyder

Elaine K. Soble
Andrea Bresler Sperling
Walter E. Spiegel
Russell O. Stewart
Robert C. Stoddart
Teresa Sanelli Tarizzo
Stephen G. Tomlinson
Clare Tully

Lynn Campbell Tyler
Philip S. Van Der Weele
Margaret Waite Clayton
Paul K. Whitsitt
Cindy M. Wilder
Kurtis T. Wilder
David J. Winkel

Kurt G. Yost

John E Zabriskie

1985

Donors ...
Dollars ....
Participation ............ 19%

WILLIAM W, BISHOP, JR. CIRCLE
Mark Hirsch Adelson

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Kimberly M. Cahill
Samuel J. Dimon

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Denise Seutter Arca
Emil Arca

Susan T. Bart

Donald Frank Baty, Jr.
Christian F Binnig
Randall S. Blumenstein
Robert A. Boonin
Steven L. Brenneman
Arnold E. Brier

Ellen S. Brondfield
James W. Clark
Andrew M. Coden *
Joseph M. Cohen

Don Gordon Davis
Jerome FE Elliott
Andreas Fabritius
Mark A. Finkelstein
Anthony R. Flores
Jonathan B. Frank
Gregory H. Gach
Jeremy S. Garber
Alison Lauren Gavin
Neil J. Gelfand
Thomas J. Gibney
Caroline Seibert Goray
Armnold S. Graber
Darrell J. Graham
Charles M. Greenberg
Ruth Ann Harvey
Glenn D. Holcombe
David L. Huntoon
Masami Ichikawa
Marcia A. Israeloff
Robert J. Jonker
Barbara A. Kaye
Bruce A. Kaye

E Curt Kirschner, Jr.
Jeffrey D. Kovar
Daniel A. Ladow
James R. Lancaster
Ronald A. Lang
Stephen F Lappert
Jane Macht

Sylvie Deparis-Maze
Alexander G. McGeoch
Donna Evensen Morgan
Andrew A. Nickelhoff
Mark A. Oates

Paul E. Pirog
Marjorie E. Powell
Marvin L. Rau

James K. Sams

David W. Schrumpf
David A. Schuette
Jerry Sevy

Carolyn K. Seymour
Edward S. Stokan
David S. Stone
Duncan A. Stuart
Dennis G. Terez
George J. Tzanetopoulos
Bruce H. Vielmetti
Neal C. Villhauer
Richard B. Werner, Jr.
Michael A. Woronoff
Young June Yang
Ronald M. Yolles
Charles A. Yuen
Samuel Zhang

1086
Donors ...
Dollars ...
Participation
PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Yogo Kimura

W. Todd Miller
PARTICIPATING DONORS
Evelyn C. Arkebauer
Gary Michael Arkin
Bruce Paul Ashley

Kurt Becker

Ronald Steven Betman




Steven Gary Brody
Patrick Charles Cauley
Christopher James Caywood
Timothy Joseph Chorvat
Robert M. Cohen
Susan Anne Davis
Karin Seifert Day
Richard Norbert Drake
Frank Falzetta
Andrew R. Feldstein
Peter G. Fitzgerald
Charles Booth Fromm
Clifford Alan Godiner
Martha Juelich Gordon
Robert Blender Gordon
Cecelia Ann Grace
Michael Kirk Grace
Abner S. Greene
John Gregory Hale
Eric Christopher Hard
John Joseph Hern Jr.
Donald J. Hutchinson
Roberts Eriks Inveiss
Harlan David Kahn
Lawrence 1. Kiern
Kenwyn Anne Kind-Fuller
Ramona C. Lackore
David Patrick Lamb
Karen Kauper Legault
Robin Kimberly Magee
Lisa S. Mankofsky
lLinda Susan Friedman
Marshall
David Marion Matuszewski
Melody Lynn McCoy
Lynn Marie McGovern
Ralph Robin McKee
David Jay Medow
Joanna Louise Moore
Mark Astley Moran
James Jay Narens
Pauline Ann New
Kathryn Marie Niemer
Paul Carroll Nightingale
Carole Laura Nuechterlein
Daniel A. O'Fallon
Lynda Jaye Oswald
Nathaniel Louis Pernick
Lowell George Peterson
Kevin V. Recchia
Steven A. Roach
Bernadette Celia Sargeant
Margaret K. Seif
Edward Harold Shakin
David B. Sickle
Arthur H. Siegal
Lori Ann Silsbury
Manuel A. J. Teehankee
Bradley Merrill Thompson
Mark Daniel Toljanic
Laura Romeo Tucker
Peter L. Van den Bossche
Susan Lynne Vogel-
Vanderson
R. Jeffrey Ward
Jean MacDonald Weipert
Milton Lawrence Williams
Bruce Allen Wobeck

Class of 1987
10t Reunion

DONBTY s mosinunsirmnn 67
Dollars .......... $12,465.00
Participation ............ 17%

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
James Howard Gale

ADVOCATES FOR EXCELLENCE
Diane Virginia Dygert
Frances Witty Hamermesh
M. Elaine Johnston

Judi A. Lamble

Graham E. Taylor

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Charles Edward Armstrong
Julie Arvo MacKenzie
Christine Elizabeth Brummer
David Alexander Bruscino
Andrew Orville Crain
Jeffrey Owen Davidson
Jason Ott Engel
Robert L. Fischman
Thomas Joseph Flanigan
Justin Arthur Gerak
Jeremy Allen Gibson
Lionel Zevi Glancy
Mary Rogers Gordon
Troy Wayne Gordon
Suzanne Paige Cohen
Laura Fitch Harrity
Domenica N. S. Hartman
Max Michael Hirschberger
Eric Richard Hubbard
Gretchen Janet Hudson
John David Hudson
Kimberly Wyche Huyghue
Michael Laurence Huyghue
Alexander Walter Joel
Winston Kessler Jones
Michael David Kaminski
Martin Henry Karo
Anne Debra S. Kenney
Nancy Jean King
Mary Koontz Baron
Alan Martin Koschik
Marla Joan Kreindler
Dominique Hughes
Lechien
Scott Lamoine Long
David Andrew Lullo
Creighton Reid Magid
Teri Threadgill McMahon
Douglas Alan Mielock
Nancy Lynn Nagel
Kevin Ronald Nowicki
Alan Max Olson
Callie Georgeann Pappas
Larry M. Pollack
Andrea Lynn Powell
James Matthew Recker
Catherine K. Riesterer
Monica Rimai
Deborah L. Rosofl
J. Adam Rothstein
David Winfield Rowe
Regina M. Schlatter
Louis William Staudenmaier

Steven Bruce Steinborn
Reginald Maurice Turner, Jr.
Tina S. Van Dam

Jeffrey J. Van Winkle
Bradley Carroll Weber

Lee A. Wendel

John Miller West

Robert Warren Woodruff
John Zavitsanos

1088

Donors
Dollars
Participation ............ 18%

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Gary Alan MacDonald
ADVOCATES FOR EXCELLENCE
Steven Gill Bradbury

Scott William Fowkes

Rick Silverman

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Ronald Lewis Albert
Mark Allen Barnett
Karen Lynn Barr

Cathy Ann Bencivengo
Mark Scott Bernstein
George Henry Boerger
Jeffrey Louis Braker
Douglas William Campbell
Kay Chandler

Gabriel Jackson Chin
Bruce A. Courtade
Stephanie Hill Denby
Anne Mack Derhammer
Christian Ludwig Duvernoy
Robert Charles Eustice
David Copley Forman
John A. Francis

Thomas Clarence Froehle, Jr.
Robert Michael Gerstein
Stephen Marc Gordon
Douglas Alan Graham
Jeffrey Allan Hall

David Charles Hammond
Andrew George Haring
Matt George Hrebec
Judith Lucille Hudson
Seth Edgar Jacobson

Jay Richard Jolliffe
Richard Andrew Kaba
Krista Diane Kauper
Scott Michael Kosnoff
Michael Sean Laane
Robert D. Labes

Bradley Glenn Lane
Katherine Ann Lauer
Frederick Stuart Levin
Marilyn K. Mann
Jonathan H. Margolies
Marjorie M. Margolies
Todd Jeffrey Maybrown
Andrew James McGuinness
Jeffrey Herman Miller
Deanna Mouser

Robert Bernard Mullen
Lisa Maria Panepucci
Robert Charles Petrulis
Casey Michael V. Plunket

CAMPAIGN

Janice Procter-Murphy
Terry Francis Quill
Stacey Bender Rago
Lucius Everett Reese
Patricia Ann Riley
Richard Morris Rosenthal
Melissa McKenney Ryan
Richard Edward Serden
Timothy E. Sheil

Scott Alan Sinder

Jay Alan Soled

Sheila Ann Sundvall
Brent Carlton Taggart
Michael John Way

Ena Lynette Weathers
Elisa J. Whitman
Richard Gerard Ziegler

1089

Donors ..

Dollars ...

Participation ............ 14%
ADVOCATES FOR EXCELLENCE
Mark J. Ringes

PARTICIPATING DONORS
David B. Bachman
Hyun Bang

Earl J. Barnes, 11

Henry E. Bartony, Jr.
Richard Steven Bennett
Michael Aaron Berman
Jasper A. Bovenberg
Thomas Albert Brusstar
Bruce Michael Chanen
Sandra Miller Cotter
Denise Sheehan Couling
Catherine J. Courtney
Robert L. Denby
Jonathan Theodore Foot
Patrick Gallagher

Anna Marie Geyso
Robert Daniel Gordon
Douglas Grier

Richard James Huber
David Lukas Jenny
Lydia R. B. Kelley
Stephen William Kelley
Daniel Robert Laurence
Brandon David Lawniczak
Steven Craig Lee
Elizabeth Ellen Lewis
David Nathan Lutz
Robert Ernest Malchman
Jonathan L. Marks

Jay Michael McLeod
Creighton R. Meland, Jr.
Daniel Miller

Kathryn A. Mrkonich
Laure Ann Mullaney
Kathie Zieve Norman
Susan Luree North
Jeffrey Alan Ott

Eric Adair Pierce
Andreas Peter Reindl
Timothy Smith Reiniger
Daniella Saltz

Carol Harla Saper-Berman
Frederick Paul Sheinfield

Jane Ann Siggelkow Stautz
Robert Paul Stefanski
John Pierce Stimson

Paul George Thompson
Bruce G. Tuchman

Anne Findlay Vail

David Arthur Westrup
Ruth Elaine Zimmerman

1000

DODOLS - coeipyic Mhicans e 50
Dollars ....c.ceees $6,732.81
Participation ............ 13%

ADVOCATES FOR EXCELLENCE

Peter Andrew Watson
Ndenga

Lea Ann Stone

Randall Mark Stone

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Harold Richard Burroughs
Scott James Campbell
Pamela G. Costas

Tracy Donald Daw
Ronald Grant DeWaard
Bennett Ellenbogen
David Neal Eskenazi
Michael Francis Flanagan
Geoffrey Hawthorne Genth
Jerold Lee Gidner

Jeffrey Thomas Gilleran
Paul Eric Glotzer
Jonathan Mitchell Heimer
Tetsuo Ikeda

Kathryn Lucille Johnson
John Stephen Kane

David Jeffrey Kaufman
Stephen Andrew Klein
Joan Lynne Kramlich
Hideaki Kubo

John Isador Lazar
Charles McPhedran
Kathryn Heather McRay
James Coleman Melvin
Ernamarie Messenger
Mary Beth Murphy

Peter Patrick Murphy
Tyler Mark Paetkau
Douglas A. Garza Poneck
James Joseph Rabaut
Michael Nicholas Romita
Melanie Sabo

Lisa Marie Salvia

Thomas Malcolm Sandilands
Gail Caroline Saracco
Tamara Kettner Severtson
Stephen James Siegel
Anthony Simon

Hiroo Sono

Allison Zousmer Stein
Robert Kevin Steinberg
Donald John Sullivan
John E Ward, Jr.

Glen David Williams
Robert Gordon Wilson
Kenneth Alan Wittenberg
Colin J. Zick
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PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Dehai Tao

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Charles Parker Bacall
Daniela Bankier

Carla Sue Folz Brigham
Johan Van't Hul Brigham
William Richard Burford
David Kenneth Callahan
Dong Shik Choi

Cary Coglianese

Sergio De Freitas-Costa
David Philip Costanzo
Matthew Alan Cottrell
Anthony Jacob Feldstein
Mary Beth Fitzgibbons
Robert James Gilbertson
David Bruce Goldman
Bridget Tucker Gonder
Kevin Michael Hinman
Michael Isenman
Michael Thomas Kay
Joseph Zelick Kowalsky
Jeffrey Neil Lindemann
Bernard Thomas Lourim
Christopher Jude McGuire
Barbara Lynn McQuade
David Andrew Moran
Edurne Navarro-Varona
Robert Rogers Ouellette
James Polonczyk

Craig Tiedke Smith
Patrick Solon

Takanobu Takehara
Jennifer Lee Taylor
Kristopher Wahlers

(lass of 1992
5th Reunion

Donors
Dollars
Participation .............. 8%
PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Neil A. Riemann

ADVOCATES FOR EXCELLENCE
Myles R. Hansen

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Christopher A. Ballard
John J. Blood
Elizabeth C. Coombe
L. Andrew Cooper
Nicolas Cubillos
Christopher DeLuca
Eugene N. Feingold
LeClair Flaherty
Timothy E. Galligan
Bruce J. Goldner
Brian D. Hail

Michael X. Hidalgo
Jeffrey P Hinebaugh
Sharyl A. Hirsh
Thomas P Howard

CAMPAIGN

Jennifer L. Isenberg
Kristina M. Jodis
Amy B. Judge
Joseph Lafata

Lydia P Loren

Koji Matsumoto
Patrick E McGow
Edward J. Prein
Mark A. Randon
Mark D. Rasmussen
Gary W. Reinbold
Matthew J. Renaud
Scott A. Schrader
Thomas L. Shaevsky
Mary K. Warren
Sarah C. Zearfoss

1993

Donors
Dollars 4
Participation ............

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Jeffrey D. Adelman

Kimberly White Alcantara

Oscar L. Alcantara
Mitchell Noah Berman
Kevin J. Bonner
Christopher N. Cheng
Steven P. Coger

Christine Reeves Deutsch

Lisa A. Dunsky

Neil C. Gever
Barbara J. Gilbert
Clay A. Guise

Kevin R. Hansbro
Jamie Hecht Nisidis
Rene M. Johnson
Stephanie D. Jones
Nicole Jones Cail
Margaret Nemeth Kent
Jeffrey A. Koppy
Jane S. Kranwinkle
Martin J. LaLonde
Suzanne M. Lambert
David J. Ledermann
Joseph B. Levan
Roger S. Lucas
Gregory P Magarian
Rebecca L. Margulies
Susan M. Marsch
Lance E. Mathews
Keith G. Matthews
Brian D. McCabe
Sarah A. McLaren
Jeremy B. Miller
Harry J. Nelson
Kevin M. O’'Gorman

Roshunda L. Price-Harper

Ilana Beth Rubenstein
David M. Saperstein
David L. Schenberg
Howard M. Sendrovitz
Sharon K. Severance
Tracy E. Silverman
Ellen M. Smith

Phillip J. Smith

Laurie M. Stegman
Heidi J. Stock

Joseph Anthony Sullivan

Michelle Epstein Taigman

Gregory G. Volan
Edward H. Williams
Timothy L. Williams
Michael E. Wooley
Lauren E. Zax

Yi Zhang

Participation ..

PARTICIPATING DONORS
B. Scott Aitken

Otto Beatty

Frances K. Courter
Dean A. Bochner
Andrea L. Caplan
Gary Lee Chambon, Jr.
Bradley L. Cohn
Timothy D. Ellis
Julia L. Ernst

Noah A. Finkel
Phoebe S. Gallagher
Rachel Gandin
William Smith Greig
Wendy M. Guilfoyle
Rebecca Ross Haywood
Teresa Holderer
Karyn S. Johnson
Stacy L. Kelly
Heather E. Kern
David Kleinsmith
Jocelyn T. Lee
Melissa A. Leonard
Andrew C. Levitt
Kunio Namekata
Robert A. Pearlman
Susanne Roggenbuck
John P. Sieger

Kirsten K. Solberg
Alan G. Waldbaum
Michael L. Weissman
Andrew M. Winograd
David M. Wissert

1995

Donors ...
Dollars
Participation ............ 1%

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP
Stephon B. Bagne
PARTICIPATING DONORS
Andrew M. Altschul
Katherine D. Ashley+
Stephon B. Bagne
Scott L. Barrington
Vincenzo Basulto+
Shelley E. Bennett+
Robert L. Bronston
Michael A. Carrier
Kim E. Easter
Michael J. Feiwell+
Darcy E. Flynn+
Jennifer Z. Foutz
David L. Freedman
Darren J. Gold+

Eric J. Gorman+
Robert P Greenspoon+
Murray W. Griess+
Michael J. Heaphy
Nina L. Jezic

Reem F Jishi+
Richard E. Klarman
Walter J. Lanier+
Michael A. Loftis
Lynne O. Lourim
Alma L. Lowry
Catherine E. Maxson+
Bradley S. Miller
Joseph A. O’Connor
Eric R. Phillips

Mark V. Roeder

Gary L. Rogers+
Roopal R. Shah+
Anna M. Shih

David E. Slovensky
Natalie J. Spears
Andrew Z. Spilkin
Thomas H. Strong+
Paul J. Tauber

Stuart E. Thiel
Michael T. Wade
Nicole J. Wade
Robert J. Weiss
Melanie M. West
Donald W. Wiest

+ Nannes- Elkes
Challenge Participant

1996

1] e e
Dolians ks $4,816.00
Participation ............ 1%

PARTICIPATING DONORS
Muktadir K. Ahmad
Steven D. Barrett +
Jon R. Brandon

Lisa J. Braun

Elise M. Bruhl +

Jeff E. Butler +

Susan Mosser Caperton +
Richard E. Charlton +
Elizabeth E. Cibula
Carol E. Dixon

S. Regina Dodge
Charles E. Duross, IV+
Alicia A. Farmer +
Beth A. Fulkerson +
Ryann C. Gerber +
Judah M. Gersh

Axel Halfmeier+
Deborah L. Hamilton
Jeffries M. Hamilton
Gregory W. Hayes +
Karen M. Hughes
Matthew B. Kall +
Anne R. Keyes

Seth R. Klein+
Alexander W. Koff +
Charles Krauss
Stephen M. Kuperberg
Dina J. Leshetz

Ariana R. Levinson
Emily Moore

Lisa A. Murray +

Amy K. O'Meara
Ursula Philipp+

David A. Portinga +
Alison Marie Sawka +
Stephanie T. Schmelz+
Rita Schwantes

Daniel P Shenkman
Aubrey D. Smith
Stacy R. Stoller +
Sarah S. Swallow +
Maureen E. Sweeney +
Michael E Tenbusch +
George R. Thomas+
Lisa R. Trovato

+ Nannes-Rom
Challenge Participant



THE CLASS OF 1997 was offered the opportunity to participate in a unique
challenge. John Nannes, '73 and Barbara Rom, '72, challenged the Class

of 1997 (as they did for the Class of 1996) to direct their money to the
Law School activity of their choosing. These dollars are above and beyond

the budget appropriated for the academic year. To participate in the

Nannes-Rom Challenge, each graduate needed to commit to

follow John and Barbara’s lead by pledging to make a gift to the Law

School during each of the first four years after graduation. We are

pleased to announce that the following members of the Class of 1997

accepted their challenge.

Todd Aagaard

Kat Allen

Steven Azzariti
Elizabeth R. Bain
Vicki Bajefsky

Alex Baldwin

Jill Basinger

Lisa Bauer

Jennifer Beyersdorf
Matthew Borgula
Bruce Bradford
Michael Brady
Jonathan Brennan
John Pat Brumbaugh
Kimberly Buffington
Chi Carmody
Jennifer Cass

Angie Chen
Alexandra Choe
Timothy Chu

Linda G. Coffin
Jason Crotty
Charles Dixon
Regina Dodge
Thomas E. Donohue
Daniel A. Dutton
Jane Eckels

Tom Ensign
Rebekah Eubanks

Zach Falcon
Michael Farrell
Freeman L. Farrow
Christoph Feddersen
Maria Fernandez Ferro
Matthew Fletcher
Regina Fong

John Ford
Michelle Frank
Deborah Freye
Mark Friedman
Carrie Garcia

Jeff Gitchel

Leslie S. Grimaldi
Chrysanthe Gussis
Sil Hansell

Akin Harrison
David Hobbie
Hilary Hoover
Emily Hughes
Benjamin W. Jeffers
Meredith B. Jones
Dave Kahng

David Karasik

Jeff Karneblatt
Dan Kheel

Victoria Knox
Frances Lee

Yong Lee

Mary Kate Lehman
Alison Leisinger
Jason Levien
Liquita Lewis
Jessica Lind
Julianne M. Linder

Matthew A. Lipson
Xiaoyu Liu

Rachel Lokken
Lisa Long-Verlarde
Sarah Longstreth
Joshua Luskin

Al Mance

Neil McNabnay
Matthew McQueen
Matthew Miner
Nancy Murphy
Jeff Nelson

Luc Nguyen

Brett Oberst

Angela Onwuachi-Willig

Sonya Orfield
Antoinette Paige
David Paulson
Elizabeth Peterson
Rebecca G. Pontikes
Shannon Powell
Elizabeth M. Provencio
Tara Rainson

Sherry L. Reading
Lisa M. Robinson
Christopher Robinson
Alex Romain

Stephen E Ross

CAMPAIGN

Matthew Russo
Wendy Schechter
Greg Schmidt
Rachel Schwartz
Dan Serlin

Kashif Z. Sheikh
Michael J. Sherman
Adam Shah
Jeremy Silverman
Amanda Smith
Janet Smith

Scott Sonnenblick
Jeremy Spector
Valarie Tatem
Michaune Tillman
Kelli Turner
Nancy Vettorello
Hardy Vieux
Adriana V. Vlasic
Adale M. Walters
Jennifer S. Warren
Ellen Wheeler
Curtrice M. White
Jeremy E. White
Kathleen Wilson
Kiana Woods

Heidemarie Workman

Gayle Zilber

L
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FRIENDS

Anonymous  Ruth S. Adler ® Prof. Francis A. Allen  Peter M. Alter ® Prof. Jose E. Alvarez ® Janet Palmer Andrews ® Marylyn S. Artz ® Robert E. Baer ®
Curtis A. Bagne ® Thomas A. Baird ® Anthony S. Baish ® Vicki E. Bajefsky ® Alex Baldwin ® Samuel H. Barnes ® Patricia Beffel ® Ruth L. Beitner

Daniel R. Bennett ® Marjory K. Bentley ® Jule Berman ® Renee Birnbaum ® Elizabeth Bishop ® Beverly L. Blank ® Dennis G. Bonucchi ® Hugh C. Broder ®
Howard J. Bromberg ® John P. Brumbaugh @ Kimberly L. Buffington ® Amy N. Burkofl ® Greg Cascione ® Prof. David L. Chambers, 111 ®

Randall W. Chambers, 11 ® Irene Chang ® C. Brian Christianson ® Prof. Alfred F Conard ® Marlynne C. Conner ® Lisa Ann Connop ® Sarretta C. Coomes ®
Prof. Edward H. Cooper ® Judith C. Cory ® Ligia Maura Costa ® James ]. Crowe ® Gary H. Cunningham  Robert Earl Debrodt ® Thellen Deo ®

Benn S. Dipasquale ® Frances Laucka Domanskis ® Peter Anthony Dow ® Matthew Drake ® Donold O. Dulude ® Jane D. Eckels ® Sheila E Ellmann ®
Virginia B. Emerson ® George M. Endicott ® Marian S. Erzen ® Grant Esposito ® Susan M. Farber ® Myron M. Farnick ® Kevin P Ferguson ®

Helen L. Fildew ® William Frederick Filter ® Prof. Robben Fleming ® Kristen M. Flynn @ John C. Ford ® Jerome S. Fortinsky ®

David R. and Joan M. Frazer ® Linda Frederick ® David Freedman  Barbara Friedman @ Prof. Richard D. Friedman e Harvey C. Fruchauf, Jr. ®

David Dillon Gallagher ® Rondall Gamblin ® Carrie M. Garcia ® Beverley Georgi ® Gregory C. Gerdes ® Patricia A. Glazer ® Evelyn V. Golden @

Karen S. Gotting ® Kirk E. Grable ® Melanie Grant ® Ruth Brownell Green ® Marjorie C. Griffin ® Thomas P. Guastello ® Virginia Gustafson ®

Cleo B. Guster ® Elizabeth Haist  Janet S. Halpern ® Lloyd G. Hammel, Jr. ® Jane S. Handley ® Pamela J. Hartmann ® Caitlin L. Hawkins ®

Louis Heavenrich ® Diane Edwards Heisel ®Doris Hoffman ® Ann Hudson ® Sarah E. ldelson ® Prof. Jerold Israel ® Harold K. Jacobson ®

Rebecca E Jansen ® Benjamin W. Jeffers ® Prof. Charles W. Joiner ® Jennifer A. Jolliffe ® Nancy Jolliffe  Prof. Yale Kamisar ® Douglas P. Katcher ®

Phillip Kayga ® Loren E. Keezer ® Lynette C. Kelly ® Prof. Frank R. Kennedy ® Jane Kindorf ® Marcia Kipfmiller ® Linda Susan Kirschbaum e

Jean B. Knecht ® Ellen J. Knight ® Ann R. Knipe ® Margaret Knuth ® Helene T. Krasnoff ® Nancy L. Krieger ® James Labes ® Sarah Lampert ® John Landry ®
Linda Martha Lane ® Robert H. Lees ® Jean B. LeGros ® Eric Lindbloom @ Matthew A. Lipson ® Prof. Kyle D. Logue ® Lisa M. Long-Velarde ®

Sarah A. Longstreth ® Paul Lorencen @ Patricia Ann Lynnes ® Doris Maiorano ® Gerald Manko ® Kenneth B. Marble ® S. Edward Marder ®

Lloyd Alan Marks e Elizabeth A. Mayer ® Franklyn W. McCabe, Jr. ® Michael T. McCabe ® Richard McCalla ® Emily McCarthy ® William C. McCliment ®
John J. McCormick ® Dores McCree ® Janet A. McDonald ® Donald R. McKenna ® Nancy D. McKenzie ® George ]. McNaughton ® Thomas A. Meehan ®
Thomas Harrison Mercier ® Tom Messer ® Suzanne Z. Mills ® Mary Jane Moll @ Jacqueline E Moon ® Jo Anne Mooney ® LaMoine Lee Motz ®

James H. Mulchay ® James H. Mulchay, 111  Judith R. Mullison ® Alphonsus C. Murphy ® Gordon M. Murray ® Louise Nisen ® Mary T. O’Connor ®
Kimberly A. O'Toole ® Warren W. Olber ® Nancy S. Oliphant ® William E. Olsen ® Bernard L. Oppenneer @ Robert L. Peabody ® Travis W. Pearse, Jr. ®
Julia Ruth Perkins @ Elizabeth C. Peterson ® Thomas Joseph Petz ® Kirsa Phillips ® Timothy M. Pinto ® Joyce E. Price ® Anna M. Ptasznik ®

Michael J. Radock ® Nancy B. Raitt ® Tonse N. Raju ® Prof. John W. Reed @ Prof. Donald H. Regan ® Sandra L. Richmond ® Cora A. Rieckhoff ®

Lynn Howe Robinson @ Gerald M. Rosberg ® Gail Rosenberg ® Marguerite S. Rosenfeld ® Mark Rosenleld ® Robert Roy Ross ® Charles M. Ryan ®

Karlene L. Sabin ® Ann W. Sales ® Nathan Schafer @ Scott J. Seregny ® Thomas H. Seymour ® LaVerne P. Short ® Mark A. Siemens @ N. Clarice Siggelkow ®
Sandra R. Sill ® Jeremy C. Silverman @ Ruthven Simons ® Prof. A. W. Brian Simpson ® Amanda D. Smith ® Patricia Snyder ® Amy Beth Sosin ®

Marcia B. Spivack ® Melvin M. Stevens @ Helen A. Stewart ® William C. Stewart, Jr .® Geraldine Strickland @ Danielle E Susser ® Patricia L. Swaney ®
Carol A. Szymanski ®¢ Wanda J. Szymanski ® Kathryn Tabner ® James S. Taigman ® Douglas Talley ® Mario J. Tarara ® Jeannie J. Thomas ®

Barbara H. Thompson ® Bonnie M. Thomson ® William Tinker ® Lynn A. Townsend ® Terry K. Treiber ® Franklin T. Utchen ® Ann M. Vermes ®

Marian W. Voight @ Beverly L. Walters ® Prof. Andrew S. Watson ® Michael J. Wechsler ® Peter M. Wege ® Prof. Peter Westen ® Bethel White ®

Geraldine M. White ® Prof. James B. White ® Mary E White ® Raymond R. White, Jr. ® Gerald L. Willens ® Sandra E. Wilson ®

Candace M. Woodbury ® Margaret Moreland Woodhouse ® Gertrude A. Wumkes ® Lenore W. Yaeger ® Bennett Zarren ® Leslie A. Zebrowitz ®

Kathleen A. Ziegler ® Raymond Zimmerman ® Mary Ziroli ®

STUDENTS

Monica Aguilar ® Jonathan D. Andrews ® Vicki E. Bajefsky ® Alex Baldwin ® Karen Beikert ® Stacy A. Berman ® Jennifer Beyersdorf ® Beverly L. Blank ®
Michael Bobelian ® Matthew G. Borgula ® David R. Bowman @ Jonathan Brennon ® William F Brockman ® John P. Brumbaugh @ Kimberly L. Buffington ®
Amy N. Burkof( ® Erika L. Butler ® Rina Carmel ® Adam Chester ® Linda G. Coffin ® C. Lewis Collins  Sarretta C. Coomes ® Christine L. Cooney ®
David B. Davis ® Matthew J. Dugan ® Patrick Eagleman ® Jane D. Eckels ® Geoffrey R. Entress ® Gillian N. Flory ® Kristen M. Flynn @ John C. Ford ®
Carrie M. Garcia ® Kerri J. Gasko ® Bryan Geon ® Gregory C. Gerdes ® John W. Gnodtke ® Lynne Golrhnik ® Jenny Grain ® Ronald E. Hall, Jr . ® Eric Hecker ®
Christopher M. Hinsley ® David Hobbie ® Kaethe L. Hoffer @ Keiko Ichiye ® Sarah E. 1delson ® Benjamin W. Jeffers ® Erica Klein ® Stephan E. Klein ®
Tanya Kopps ® Helene T. Krasnoff ® Stasha J. Kumar ® Monique J. LaFleur ® Daniel E. Laytin ® Mary Kate Lehman @ Danielle B. Lemack ®

Matthew A. Lipson ® Sarah A. Longstreth ® Audrey Lonsberry @ Joelle C. Luedtke ® Robert J. Maguire ® Clayton K. Marsh ¢ Elizabeth A. Mayer ®

Emily McCarthy ® Lisa A. Meengs ® Jasor: A. Mendelson ® Rao Menier ® Kathleen M. Merrill ® Jane S. Messmer ® Matthew H. Metcalf ® Jennifer E Mezey ®
Lewis H. Miller ® Miriam Moore ® Nancy A. Murphy ® Ryan Naftulin ® Ronald S. Nixon ® Thomas L. Nuss, Jr. ® Elizabeth C. Peterson @ Kirsa Phillips ®
Kevin J. Piecuch ® Timothy M. Pinto ® Thawatchai Pittayasophon @ Todd R. Plotner ® Lisa M. Plunkett ® Scott D. Pomiret ® Jon M. Powers ®

Rosemary B. Quigley ® Kristan L. Richardson ® Julie C. Rodriguez ® Stephen E Ross ® Renato S. Roxas ® Matthew J. Russo ®

Wendy J. Schechter ® Adam Shah ® Michael J. Sherman ¢ William R. Sherman @ Dan Stanley  Liesl A. Strieby ® Jody Sweet ® Kata E. Szasz ®

Eric J. Szeker ® Jamey Tesler ® Pryce Tucker ® Steven D. Urban @ Yvette VanRiper ® Nancy E. Vettorello ® Hardy Vieux ® Corinne M. Vorenkamp ®

Christopher L. Wendt ® Ellen M. Wheeler @ Jeremy E. White ® Susan D. Wood ®



CAMPAIGN

CORPORATIONS & FOUNDATIONS

Anonymous ® Abbott Clinic, Plastic & Reconstructive Surgery ® Abbott Laboratories Fund ® Advanced Micro Devices ® Aetna Life & Casualty

Alexander & Baldwin Foundation ® Allied-Signal Foundation ® Allstate Foundation ® Amerada Hess Corporation ® American Electric Power Corp. ®
American General Finance Foundation ® Amerisure Companies ® Ameritech Foundation ® Amoco Foundation, Incorporated ®

Andrew W. Mellon Foundation ® Arbor Springs Water Co., Inc. ® ARCO Chemical Company ® ARCO Foundation, Inc. ®

Arthur Andersen & Company Foundation ® Arthur Young Foundation ® AT&T Foundation @ Bally Total Fitness Corporation ® Bell Adantic Corp. ¢

Ben Marcus Family Philanthropic Fund ® Bergstrom Foundation ® C. Samuel Bishop Revocable Trust ® Booth American Company ® Boston Edison Company ®
© Bowater, Incorporated ® BP America, Inc ® Bristol-Myers Squibb Foundation, Inc. ® Bucyrus-Erie Foundation, Inc. ® Bunge Corporation @

Butler Manufacturing Company ® Cabot Foundation Inc. ® Canmann Family Foundation ® Cantor Fitzgerald Foundation ® Chevron U.S.A., Inc. ®

Chicago Title & Trust Company Foundation ® Chrysler Corporation ® Chubb Life America ® CIGNA Foundation ® CIT Group Foundation, Inc. ®

Citicorp Foundation  Citizens Bank ® Clarcor Foundation ® CNA Foundation ® Coca-Cola Company USA ® Cole-Belin Education Foundation ®
Coleman-Barlett Washington Focus ® Colgate-Palmolive Company ® Comerica Inc. ® Computer Associates International, Inc. ¢ CONOCO, Incorporated ®
Consolidated Edison Company of New York ® Consolidated Freightways, Inc. ® Consumers Power Company @ Coopers & Lybrand Foundation ®

CSX Corporation ® Dean Witter Reynolds, Inc. ® Deloitte & Touche Foundation ® Detroit Edison Foundation ® Domino Sugar Corporation ®

Donnelley, R R & Sons Company ® Donovan, Leisure, Newton & Irvine Foundation ® Dorsey & Whitney Foundation ®

® The Dow Chemical Company Foundation ® Dow Corning Corporation ® DST Systems, Inc. ® Dun & Bradstreet Companies Foundation ®

Dunnings Foundation, Inc ® East Liverpool Fawcett Community Foundation Trust ® Eaton Corporation ® Eli Lilly & Company Foundation ®

®ENSERCH Corporation ® Equitable Foundation ® Exxon Foundation ® Faegre & Benson Foundation ® Federal National Mortgage ®

Federal-Mogul Corporation ® Fidelity Foundation ® Fifth Third Bank Foundation ® First Bank System Foundation ® First National Bank-Chicago ®

Ford Motor Company ® Norman and Edna Freehling Foundation ® Gap Foundation ® Gardner, Carton & Douglas ® Gass and Lewis, Ltd. ®

General Electric Foundation ® General Motors Foundation ® General ReServices Corporation ® General Signal ® GHS Corporation ®

Goldman Sachs Money Markets Incorporated ® Grand Haven Area Comm. Foundation, Inc. ® Grand Rapids Label Foundation ® GTE Foundation ®

Guidant Foundation, Inc. ® H. J. Heinz Company Foundation @ Halliburton Foundation, Inc. ® Hallmark Corporate Foundation e Harris Bank Foundation ®
Harris Homes Development Corp., Inc. ® Hartford Steam Boiler Insp. & Insur. Co. ® Havirmill Foundation ® Herbert Sott Company ®

Hewitt Associates ® Honigman Foundation, Inc. ® Household International ® Howard & Howard Fund ® HR Associates, A.LR. Associates ®

ICI Americas, Inc. ® International Telephone & Telegraph ® Investors Fiduciary Trust Company ® Irvine Company ®

J.C. Penney Company, Inc. ® Jewish Community Federation of Cleveland ® Jewish Federation of Metropolitan Detroit ® John Nuveen & Co., Incorporated ®
Johnson & Johnson ® Kansas City Southern Industries Inc. ® Katten Muchin & Zavis Foundation, Inc. ® Kellogg Company ®

Kemp, Klein, Umphrey & Endelman Foundation ® Kerr-McGee Foundation Inc. ® Key Foundation ® KeyCorp ® Kirkland & Ellis Foundation ®

Knight Foundation @ Laclede Gas Charitable Trust ® Law School Student Senate ® Lawyers Title Foundation ® Levi Strauss & Company Foundation ®

Lincoln National Life Insurance Company @ Lincoln Security Life Insurance Company ® Loeb & Loeb Foundation ® Loews Foundation ®

® MAPCO Foundation ® Masco Corporation ® Massachusetts Mutual Charitable Trust ® McDonald’s Corporation ®

McKesson Foundation ® Menasha Corporation Foundation ® Merrill Lynch & Co. Fdn ® Metropolitan Life Foundation ® MichCon Foundation ®

Microsoft Corporation ® Miller & Chevalier Charitable Foundation ® Milwaukee Foundation ® Minnesota Mining & Manufacturing Company ®

Mobil Foundation Inc. ® Monsanto Fund ® Morgan Guaranty Trust Company of NY ® Morrison & Foerster Foundation ® Motorola Foundation ®

National Baltimore Company ® National Bank of Detroit ® Nationwide Foundation ® NCR Foundation ® Northern Illinois Gas ® Northern Telecom, Inc. ®
Northern Trust Company @ Northwestern Mutual Life Insurance ® Norwest Foundation ® Occidental Petroleum Charitable Fnd. ®

Owens-Corning Fiberglas Corporation ® Pacific Mutual  Park Foundation, Inc. ® Parker-Hannifin Foundation ® Peter E and Mary W. Levin Philanthropic Fund
of the Jewish Federation of Cincinnati ® Pennzoil Company ® PepsiCo Foundation Inc. ® Pfizer Inc. ® Pharmacia and Upjohn Foundation e

Philip Morris Companies, Inc. ® Potlatch Foundation 11 ® PPG Industries Foundation ® Price Waterhouse ® Procter & Gamble Fund ® Prudential Foundation ®
Quaker Oats Foundation ® Reynolds Metals Company Foundation ® Rockefeller Brothers Fund Inc. ® Rosenstiel Foundation @ S.C. Johnson Wax Fund, Inc. ®
S.K. Yee Foundation ® Sage Foundation ® Siemens Energy & Automation, Inc. ® SmithKline Beecham Foundation ® Sony Music Entertainment, Inc. ®

Sony Pictures Entertainment, Inc. ® Southern California Edison ® Southwestern Bell Foundation ® State Bar of Michigan # State Farm Company Foundation @
Steelcase Foundation ® Sundstrand Corporation Foundation  Talegen Holdings, Inc. ® Tenneco Management Company

Texaco, Inc. ® Textron Charitable Trust ® The Times Mirror Company ® The United Way of the Bay Area ® Timex Enterprises, Inc. ® TRW, Inc. ®

U.S. West Foundation ® Unilever United States, Inc. Lever House ® United States Steel Foundation Inc. ® United Way of Jackson County, Inc. ®

United Way of Santa Clara County ® USG Foundation Inc. ® Varnell Plating Company ® W. K. Kellogg Foundation ® Warner-Lambert Company ®

Wells Fargo & Company ® Westinghouse Educational Foundation ® White Consolidated Industries Foundation ® John Wiley and Sons, Inc. ®

Wisconsin Energy Corporation Foundation ® Wisconsin Power and Light Foundation ® W] & CW Bogaard Charitable Foundation ® WMX Technologies, Inc ®

Wolverine Management, Inc. ® Xerox Foundation




CAMPAIGN

WE ARE GRATEFUL to the firms, companies, corporations and foundations
for their support. We also thank our graduates who together with their
employers increase their level of support through matching gifts.

Alston & Bird ® Avner & Avner ® Baker & Botts @ Baker & McKenzie ® Bingham, Dana & Gould ®
Brobeck Phleger & Harrison ® Brown, Hay & Stephens ® Butzel Long ® Clark Hill PLC ®

Clark, Klein & Beaumont ® Cleary, Gottlieb, Steen & Hamilton ® Covington & Burling ®

Cravath, Swaine & Moore ® Crowell & Moring ® Davis Polk & Wardwell ® Dechert Price & Rhoads ®
Dickinson, Wright, Moon, Van Dusen ® Dykema Gossett ® Fauci & Fauci ® Fish & Neave ®

Foley & Lardner ® Fried, Frank, Harris, Shriver & Jacobson ® Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher ®

Hale and Dorr ® Heller Ehrman White & McAuliffe ® Honigman Miller Schwartz & Cohn ®

Jenner & Block @ Jones, Day, Reavis & Pogue @ Kirkland & Ellis ® Liddell, Sapp, Zivley, Hill & LaBoon @
Loeb & Loeb LLP ® Mackenzie Associates Ltd. ® Mayer, Brown & Platt ® Mayor, Day, Caldwell & Keeton ®
McConnell, Valdes, Kelley, Sifre ® McGuire, Woods, Battle & Boothe ® McKenna & Cuneo ®

Meilke & Holladay ® Michael, Best & Friedrich ® Milbank, Tweed, Hadley & McCloy @

Miller, Canfield, Paddock and Stone ® Montgomery, McCracken, Walker & Rhoads ®

Morgan, Lewis & Bockius LLP ® O'Leary, O'Leary, Jacobs, Mattson ® O'Melveny & Myers ®

Pillsbury Madison & Sutro ® Rogers & Wells ® Schopf & Weiss ® Shearman & Sterling ®

Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom @ Sonnenschein Nath & Rosenthal ® Squire, Sanders & Dempsey ®
Steptoe & Johnson ® Stinson, Mag & Fizzell ® Thompson & Knight ®

Varnum, Riddering, Schmidt & Howlett ® Warner, Norcross & Judd, LLP. ® Wiley, Rein & Fielding ®
Williams & Connolly ® Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering ® Zewadski & Whitelock @

ERRORS AND OMISSIONS: Every effort has been made to ensure the accuracy of this report, and the inclusion
of each donor who supported the Law School during 1996-97. If your name is misspelled, omitted, or incor-
rectly listed, we sincerely apologize, and hope you will let us know so that corrections can be made in future

publications and in our records. Deceased information as of December 4, 1997.

For pages 14-32: This Honor Roll reflects gifts received July 1, 1996 to June 30, 1997.




