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December 20 Senior Day Have you moved lately? 

If you are a Law School 
graduate, please send your 
change of address to: 

January 3-7,2002 Association of Ame&m @w Schools Annual Meeting, 
New Orleans 

Martin Luther King  ah Observance January 21 

February 2 

LAW SCHOOL I 

Development and 
Alumni Relations 
721 S. State St. 
Ann Arbor, MI 48104-3071 

Juan Tienda Banquet 

Symposium - Separate but Unequal: 
The Status of America's Public Schools 
Michigan Journal of Race and law) 

February 8-9 

Phone: ,734.61 5.4500 

Fax: 734.615.4539 February 16 

February 26 

Michigan Law Review Centennial Celebration 

Joint Symposium on Legal Education with Japanese 
Federation of Bar Associations (Tokyo, Japan) 

Non-alumni readers should 
write directly to: 

March 22 Symposium - Marriage Law: Obsolete or Cutting Edge? 
Oournal of Gender and Law) - LAW QUADRANGLE NOTES 

1041 Legal Research Building 
Ann Arbor, MI 48109- 12 15 March 23 

April 5-7 

Butch Carpenter Scholarship Banquet 

Address all other news to: Symposium - Dueling Fates: Should the 
International Legal Regime Accept a Collective or 
Individual Paradigm to Protect Women5 Rights? 
Michigan Journal of International Law) 

Editor 
LAW QUADRANGLE NOTES 
1045 Legal Research Building 
Ann Arbor, MI 48109-1215 

April 13 Law School Scholarship Dinner 
Phone: 734.647.3589 

April 18 

May 3 

May 4 

Senior Celebration 
Fax: 734.744.8309 

Law School Honors Convocation 
trogers@umich. edu 

Senior Day 

On the cover: 
The lighted Law Quadrangle 
rises into the night sky while 
indoor lighting illuminates 
the innovative Allan E and 
Alene Smith Addition of the 
Law Library, which marks its 
20th anniversary this school 
year. (See Library Director 
Margaret A. Leary's 
comments on page 29) 

Calendar is accurate at press time, but is subject to change. 
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CUE 
ASIL president praises Transnational Law requirement 
Assistant Dean Johnson,'88, heads Access to Justice Task Force < Olin Center's mix of law, economics provides new insights 

1 FACULTY 
Welcome to the Law School 

s Lempert, Avi-Yonah, and Malamud receive nained professorships 

4 Eric Stein, '42, wins University of Michigan Press Award 

'4 T SHARING K N O W L E D G E :  FACULTY PUBLICATIONS 
1998-2001 

I 
64  A L U M N I  

Larry D. Thompson, '74, sworn in as Deputy U.S. Attorney General 
Fourth Circuit invests Roger L. Gregory, '78 
kchard I. Bloch, '68, to head National Academy of Arbitrators 

Advocating for children 
- Child Advocacy Lan7 Clinic celebrates 25 years 

'Part of the obligation . . . ' 
- In pralse of public senice and pro boizo -work 

ARTICLES 
The NLRA: a call to collective bargaining 
What then, did Senator Wagner and the 1935 Congress have in mind! I believe 
language in the Findings and Policies of the orignal NLR4, which was retained 
in the Taft-Hartley amendments despite some vocal opposition, got it right. 

- Bv Tl~codol-c J. St. Ar~coii~c, '51 

A suggestion on suggestion 
Issues of the suggestibilit)~ of clzild witnesses raise significant concerns for the 
real world of abuse and abuse investigation and have major legal implications. 

- FY Riil~aid D. Fiicdinan i7nd Sti.pl1i11 J. C;CI 
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F R O M  D E A N  L E H M A N  

Over the summer, I decided to devote 
my messages to the ways that a great 
attorney's "voice" can shape his or her 
relationship with listeners through choices 
about timing, s)ntas, tone, and \vord 
selection. In this message, I would like to 
reflect on two ways in which the events of 
September 11 altered our voices. The first 
has to do with the ways in which facult)r, 
students, and alun~nl spoke within the Lanr 
Quadrangle during the subsequent two 
~veeks. The second has to do with the way 
one of our graduates chose to speak out a 
month later. 

At 1 1 a.m. on September 1 1, I cancelled 
a luncheon across campus and raced back 
to Hutchins Hall. I and my faculty 
colleagues fanned out among our students 
- in the hallways of Hutchins, in the 
L a ~ ~ e r s  Club Lounge, and in the cafetena 
- and we struggled together to 
comprehend the news that was unfolding. 

I called an emergency faculty meeting 
that afternoon, in which we talked about 
how to speak with our students. We found 
ourselves in a completely unfamiliar role. 
We ourselves were an.ilously seeking 
reassurance and comfort, and we knew that 
many of our students were looking to us for 
those same things. The term in loco palentis, 
long since banished from the scene of the 
modern university, had made a startling 
reappearance. 

The \vices we ultimately chose were, I 
think, Instructive. IVe each found our o\m 
volces in the moment, and we resisted any 
impulse to impose an artificial uniformity 
on ourselves. At the same time, the 170ices 
we chose shared several notable qualities. 

We were, first of all, honest with our 
students about our oum grief and fears. We 
were honest about not feeling adequate to 
the task we had been given. We were 
honest about the powerf~~l ambivalence we 
felt: on the one hand, we needed to 
interrupt our routines to acknowledge 
something profoundly different and 
significant; on the other hand, we needed 
to continue our routines, to draw on our 
own strengths, to contribute in our own 
ways, to be unbowed. 

At the same time. we tried our best to be 
gentle. I like to think that the atmosphere 
within the Law Quad is usually considerate 
and warm. But this was different. 
Eveqwhere one looked, one could find 
examples of faculty and students reaching 
outward in new ways to understand and 
support the people around them. Whether 
in quiet coffee around the television, at a 
shared moment of silence, or in a meeting 
with Arab-American students to talk about 
their feelings, 1 saw people working hard to 
es~erience the world through others' eyes. 
For a few moments, it seemed as though we 
were all New Yorkers. 

In the end, ure were also reflective. We 
understood that the special gift of a legal 
education is the disposition to ask serious 
and difficult questions. And so we turned 
out to hear a panel discuss the authorization 
under international law for retaliation 
against the Taliban, and the limitations 
posed by intemational human rights law on 
the form of a response. And we turned out 
again to hear the Director of our Office of 
Public Senice candidly discussing what it 
meant for him to have been a public 
defender representing a defendant in the 
first IVorld Trade Center bombing trial. 

Only a few weeks later, we heard in a 
different way from Robert Fiske, '55.  Those 
of you who h o w  Bob mi11 recognize his 
voice - one that is exceptionally honest, 
gentle, and reflective. At this extraordinarily 
challengmg moment in our histor): Bob 
decided to speak out through action. He 
decided to make a statement on behalf of 
our nation's resilience, a statement that 
ex-presses our fundamental national values. 

Bob committed himself to establish an 
extraordinary new program at the Law 
School. Begnning this year, the Law School 
will select three Fiske Fellows each year 
from among a pool of candidates who have 
chosen to enter government senice upon 
graduation or after a judicial clerkship. 
Thanks to Bob's generosity, the Law School 
will co~ler all of the Fiske Fellows' educational 
loan payments for up to three years. 

The Fiske Fellows program speaks to 
our nation's confidence in its democratically 
elected government. Tt speaks to the belief 
that we are well served when the most 

We were honest about the powerful 
ambivalence we felt: on the one hand, 
we needed to interrupt our routines to 

acknowledge something profoundly 
different and significant; on the other 

hand, we needed to continue our 
routines, to draw on our own 

strengths, to contribute in our own 
ways, to be unbowed. 

talented and best trained lawyers participate 
in thc project of shared governance. And, 
like our response in the days and weeks 
after September 11, i t  affinns the University 
of Michigan Law School's continuing 
responsibility to provide leadership in our 
world with \loices that are honest, gentle, 
and reflective. 

2 THE UNI\FERSITY O F  MICHIGAN LAW s~l-IOOL 



I BY MARGARET A. LEARY, DIRECTOR 
UNJVERSIN OP MICHIGAN LAW SCHOOL LAW I IRRARY 

a gF~;&z$ 
W widinbwn mat graduate William B. Cook generosity referenem to treaties and other 'hternational agreema*, mn@nging, 

pPovlded the Law School with its trademark Gothic Law from the 1899 Convention for Pacific 8eMement of DIsputeg to 
Quadmgle. It is less universally known that Cook endowed the the 1999 OF~flal  ~fn lwa l  to ftre Convention on He €lh'~hd~fl 

rust to support faculty rwearch, and had a of All forms d Pbwr'mination agafnsf W0m-m (CfDAw 
of that research. He chose to call the S@X maalh ~ ~ b ~ 0 ~  The a n t i o n  to fam'mism ~ n t i f l ~ ~  

library building "Legal Research" and to Inscribe above the main in Cathafine hla~Kfnnon's hdty, 1651-pWe wafithat mbf8 

entrance "Learned and cultured lawyers are safeguards of the on case law in the United Wes, but goes far bqmd Mat a # 

rapublic." Cook often said that the lack of "intellectual leadership is -  book would have been 30 Yars WJ -when t h e r e ~ a d  , 

t h ~  greatest problem which faces America," and he wanted this _ have been a ~ & ~ o k  on sex equab. This book includm 

I Law School to provide that missing leadership. constitutional, statutory, comparative, and firnational mat~als, ( ,  

Judging from the books highlight'ed in the following pages, including foreign law examples, in  on where needed: 
Cook's vision and the Law School's commitment to his goal have South Canadal aboriginal CEDAW, BmI, Europe, 
provided fertile ground to produce top rank, cutting edge research, and England. 
scholarship, and writing. Law and the Mumanities: William I. Miller has used soldier$ 

' 
Taken together, the books published by our facllfty and memoirs to explore the meaning of courage, in the context of 

graduates are important both for the influence they will have on the many Wars and framed with concepts from Icelandic s@IQ 
profession and for what they reveal about the importance of Aristotle, Aquinas, and Shakespeare, and drawing from cultural 
libraries to the scholarly endeavor. Put another way: these books ~ s ~ c h o l o g ~  and other writing &out courage. There are no 
will Mcome part of many libraries, personal and institutional. references to primary law - statubs, cases, regulations. Philip 

r 
(A listing of faculty members' publications from 1998-2001 begins Soper explores defemel from that which a ~ ~ e l l a e  courts 
on page 47.) accord to more personat and historical examples. He, too, refers 

And these publications were born in part as a result of the to early philosophers sueh as Plato and Socntes, and cites boob taaFeetwoftlelAlr I 
authors' use of library collections and the talents of librarians. and journals in law, philosophy, political science, and ethics. F h m  10T2 W 

Elsewhere in this issue (see story on page 29) there is a There are cites to a few court opinions, and the Restatement 1983, she d as 

description of the ways in which the Allan F. and Alene Smith (Second) of Conha&. J.B. White explores "meaning" not just in 
Addition enabled Me Law Library to expand its senrices. One of lawl but in literature, ~hilosoph~, and painting. He e ~ b r e s  texts &Om "'' 

I the library's highest priorities has been to become more engaged in and visual presentations to see how ''a mind can be Seen Wing to PW6 as assaekke 

the intellectual life of the Law School, and to support faculty - imagine the world, and the self within it. . . to make possible dise&o& Ia lO$tib88 

I research. Because we work so hard on our service, and on coherent speech and valuable action" - surely a goal shared she s e n d  as pmsSeat 
developing and maintaining the historical and current strengths of by every lawyer. ~f tbe Anteziam 

I the collection, we consider these books, and all other publications Law and Medicinr: The one book in this special section on badatha d law 
of the faculty, as our indirect work product. law and medicine, edited by Garl E. Schneider, collects the fiMe!s. kem~ 

The intellectual and historical sweep of the books discussed thinking of doctors, lawyers, ethicists, and the general public to received a B.A. h m  
I here is astonishing. These books range from a casebook explore law and the end of life. The authors include a lawyer who 

for law teaching, with numerous references to cases and statutes, is also a genetics counselor, a professor of law and medicine, a M A  bna the 
to three books whose titles don't hint at being written by lawyers. physician, a comparative and international law scholar, a medical urbV€?&Q of h- 
Each of the seven exhibits a consideration of the laws or customs historian, and a sociologist. The sources include newspapers, w ~ ~ i k  af mmaq 
of other nations or civilizations, and attention to disciplines other court reports from the United States and abroad, law review Sidenee, and a 3.a &tm 
than law. Two are explicitly about international law. articles, oral arguments and briefs submitted to the U.S. the WPUm =Welt 

Each year, the Library delivers an average of 100 items to each Supreme Court, and commentary on the Court by doctors and Ge-e d Law. bn 
faculty member, and one third of these come from other campus philosophers. at&/iet &tatty -be 
libraries, not the Law Library. Why is this? A close look at the William W. Cook gave money for buildings and a research she teaches Advanced 
material cited in these books gives the answer. endowment to the Michigan Law School. The Cook Trust has ]CAOa'1. wle~eareh, 

Intemtic~lal Law: Christine Chinkin and Brian Simpson both supported facub research for decades. In 1934, the School 
I write about rights fmm an international perspective. Simpson's hopad "eventually to have a collection of law books which will 

research about the creation of the European Convention on Human permit scholars to do research work in any field of law, regardless 
Rights relied extensively on archives in Great Britain, but his 4,360 of country or period." Judging from the scholarship represented I footnote references and 34-page bibliography include many treaties in this issue, the hope has been realimd. 

1 as well as cases and statutes horn many wuntties. Chinkin abo Cook could nat have envisioned these specific books. Nor, 
focuses on international law and human rights, but with special indeed, could he have foreseen in detail the variety and breadth of 
attention to the need to end the silence pout  women in research and learning that would take place here, His vision 
discussions of UN reform.Ghinkin and her colleagues indeed was even larger - to make it all possible. 
41-page bibliography and 16-page table of cases, 
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I BY CHRISTINE CHINKIN 
AFFILIATED OVERSEAS FACULTY, 

UNlVERSlTV OF MICHIGAN LAW SCHOOL 
PROFESSOR OF IWTERNATIONAL LAW, 

LONDON SCHOOL OF ECONOMICS, 
LONDON, ENGLAND 

myselt, Hilary Charlworth and Shelley Wright in 1991, 
"Feminist Approaches to lnternational Law." We were then all 
in Australian law schools teaching a range of international 
law, human rights, and feminist courses. The article was a 
response to a deep feeling of frustration with the apparent 
impermeability of international law to any form of feminist 
analysis and a consequent feeling of alienation from our 
discipline. 

We proposed a single panel at a conference in Canberra 
on the subject, and then found ourselves having to think of 
what to say. Once we began looking at the international legal 
system from a feminist perspective, drawing upon a 
developing international relations literature, we found it to be 
deeply gendered. The panel had a mixed reception, but 
resulted in a full day conference on the subject a year later 
-as far as we know the first' of its kind. 

This fledgling academic venture coincided with 
significant events within the UN system around which women 
organized globally to ensure the inclusion of their interests: 
the Rio conference on the environment (1992); the Vienna 
World Conference on Human Rights (1993) with its assertion 
that "women's rights are human rights"; the campaign to 
assert that failure to prevent and punish violence against women engaged state responsibil& and other global conferences 
on population, social development, and, most importantly, the Beijing Fourth World Conference on Women (1995). 

lnternational institutions began slowly to realize the importance of including women within their planning and 
execution of programs in what has become known as "rnainstreaming." At the same tirne, the war in Bosnia and the 
genocide in Rwanda brought to the world's (belated) attention the commission of widespread and egregious crimes against 
women -committed because they were women. While women have long suffered sexual abuse and rape in armed conflict 
Dn these occasions, there were demands that the perpetrators be brought to account. 

The lnternational Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia was established by the Security Council in 1993 and that 
lor Rwanda in 1994. By 2001 both have made significant rulings on rape as a war crime and on genocidal rape as a crime 
igainst humanity, as well as being constitutive of torture and enslavement as crimes against humanity. Both Hilary 
;harlesworth and I were involved in work with non-governmental and international organizations with legal aspects of 
hese developments, as well as participating in conferences and seminars on what had become a growing area 
rf consideration. 

Our aim in writing this book was to reflect upon these, and other, incidents of the inclusion of women within 
nternational legal thinking. We have sought to provide a theoretical and critical account, informed by our activism, of tk 
llobal position of women and of how the international legal system has traditionally been blind to its implications for 
ntemational legal doctrine, procedures, and methodologies, and how this might be changed. 

Ne have attempted Lo examine the same issues as are found in any international law text - sources of law, treaties, 
ibtehood, self-determination, jurisdiction, state responsibilily, human rights, the use of farce and the peaceful settlement of 
lisputes - but our goal is to show how incorporating gender as an analflical tool might assist in creating a more 
lalanced and just system. 



FROR 
"International institutions," in The boundaries 
of international law: A fminist analysis, 
by Hilary Charlsworth and Christine Chinkin, 
Manchester University Press (2000). 

BOTH THE REVIVALIST LITERATURE on the UN's renaissance 
prompted by the end of the cold war and the reformist writings 
generated by the UN's f5ftieth anniversary almost entirely ignored one 
of the most significant problems facing this institution as it enters the 
twenty-first century - its exclusion and mar&disation of women. 
The general silence about women in discussions of UN reform has 
made issues of sex and gender appear irrelevant to the process. 

The issue of the absence of women from UN decision-making 
processes, however, cuts across all the commonly identified concerns 
about the future of the UN: the UN's role in international security, 
peacekeeping and election monitoring, its bureaucratic inefficiency 
and financial accountability, the position of the Secretary-General, 
the protection of human rights and the environment, the promotion of 
economic development, and the membership of and relationship 
between the various UN bodies and institutions. Examination of the 

is Professor af Intentatio~t Law 
at the Londan School of 
Economics. Formerly dean of the 
law faculty at the University of 
Southampton and; a member of 
the lawl faculty at the University 
of Sydney* she has been a senior 
or guest lecturer on intemati~nat 
law andlhuman rights at the 
National Univewiw of Singapore, 
Hong Kong University Law Sshoa& 
the International Law Institute of 
China, and the University of 
Tasmania. She is the author of 

way sex and gender have affected UN structures and work therefore (with Hilary Charlesworth) me 
Boundan'es of International Law 

allows new perspectives on the standard list of concerns. Spike (2000), fiird Parties in 
Peterson and Anne Sisson Runyan have described the signiscance of a 

1 "gender-sensitive lens" in world politics. They have argued that it can 

transform the simple observation of the presence of men and the 
absence of women to an awareness that "women are in fact an 
important part of the picture even though they are obscured when we 
focus on the men," and further to an understanding that 
"constructions of masculinity are . . . dependent upon, opposing 
constructions of femininity.'' In this sense, the very categories into 
which the UN's work is compartmentalized and analyzed - security, 
peacekeeping, human rights, and economic development - are shaped 
by sex and gender. They are all constructs largely defined by male 
experiences. Indeed, the presence of men in the UN system can be 
seen as contingent on the absence of women. 

International law and the co- 
author of Dispute Resolution in 
Australia, as well as a member of 
the editorial board of the 
American Journal of I"ntentationa1 
Law. She has acted as a consultant 
on gender and human rights ta 
the Commonwealth Secretariat 
and on international law to, the 
Asian Development Bank, as well 
as to a number of NGOs. She was 
rapportem to the working p u p  
on gender-based persecution of 
the Didsion for the Advancement 
of Women. Frofes1sar Chinldn's 
teaching and research interests 
include publie intematiom1 law, 
human rights [especially the 
international protection of 
women's rights), alternative 
dispute res~1uISon, and 
international china1 law. 





moM 
I G Z P ~ D ~ ~  I, Lwty,9p in M wi#, 
1 
i B k h i h t b ~  PZWB (2001). 
1 RE]&h&d with p e i o z l  of the publisher. 

EQW- IN HtJkW SOCIETIES is c x m m d  J Bffirmed but rarely 
pfadimd. As a principle, it can be fie~oely lwed, pdonately mught, highly 
vaunted, sentimentally assumed, complacently taken for granted, and legally 
gwmmtmd. Its open detractors are few. Ykt degpite general m ~ u s  on 
e g d g  as a value, no society is organized on equality principles. Few Lives 
are lived in equality, even in democracies. As an act, social equality is hard 

[ to findmywhere. 
Social inequality, by contrast, is seldom defended but widely practiced, 

Common mong men - vast disparities in wealth are one evidence - social 
inequality is nowhere more apparent than between women and men as 
grotfps. The inequality of women relative to men varies in extent, form, 
and degree by time and place, but the sexes are equal nowhere, by any 
measure. . . . The second-class status of women as a group is widely 
docmated to be socially and legally i n s t i t u t i o ~ ,  mulatiively and 
systematically s h a p a  access to life chances on the basis of sex. As a result, 
women, compared with men, are deprived of access to many measures and 
markers of social worth, including dignity, respect, resources, security, 3 ;  

i authority, credibility, speech, power, and full citizenship. The graup women, 
i composed of all its variations, has a collective social history of group-bad 

3\ dduation,  &empowerment, exploitation, and subordination that extends 11 to the present. . . 
A potent combination of social and political mechanisms enforces this 

+ pattern. Political science Professor Robert Dahl observes, "p]he i 
, subordination of women [is] kstitutionalized and enforced by an 

7 '  oVerwhelming array of the most powerful forces a d a b l e  [including] 
i1 individual and collective terror and violence; official and unofficial law; 

law, custom, and convention; and social and economic s t r u c ~  [ a d  is] 
backed up by the state itself.)9 . . . Given this analysis of interlocking forces 
supporting sex inequality, what interventions will produce sex equality is 

a an open question. 
Unless something is done, even if recent rates of measurable progress for 

elite women continue, no American now alive win live in a society of sex 
equality, nQr will their children or their children's children. Pamela 
McCorduck and Nancy Ramsey estimate by Ilne8-r projection that top 
corporatiom will be sex-equal by 2270, Congress by 2500. . . . But will these 
changes stop rape? End domestic violence against women? Produce an e q d  
income for the average woman? Integrate combat forces? Guarantee that 
women's voice and experience shapes dm and policy? Eliminab 
disc-tion against gay men a d  lesbiaa women? Make abortions rare? 

CONTINUED 

l a w (  
- - 

is the! flisabettr A. Long 
Professor af Law. 3he h o b  a 
B A  from Smith College, a J&. 
from Yale Law School, and a 
Ph.D, in political science front 
Yale UniVersity. MacKinnon, 
who is admitted to the 'bar in 
Comedbt and practice6 d 
consults nationally and 
intcmationally, has ako taught 
at Yale, the Unhetsity of 
Chieago, UCLA, IUnne* 
Harvard# York (Osgoede Halt), 
Wmfomi, and Based (m). 
Her fields of concentdon 
include cmWtutionid and 
international law, wiZh 
~pecialixation in sex equality 
issues, and political theory* 
Professor MacKhmom is the 
author of numerous ~ c l e s  and 
boob, jinctuding Sex EquaIiQ~ 
(2001), Zbrward a FmiRSst 
lAeory of the St* (1989) and 
Only Wbrds (1993). She has 
represented Mus l im and b a t  
women survivoxs of Serbian 
genocidal sexual atrocities pro 
bona since 1992, winning with 
co-counsel an award of damaqes 
of $745 duion h m  a New York 
jury in August 2000. Their case 
also pioneered the recognition 
of rape as an act of genoride 
under international law. See 
Kadic v. Karadn'r,TQ F.3d 232 
(2d Cir. 1996), cext. denied 518 
U.S. 1005 (1996). 
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Continued, CATHARINE A. MacKlNNON 

! M a k e  prostitution wither away? 
Elect a woman president? what 
must change for sex equality to be 
achieved? In your answer, are 
some parts of the problem more 
central or harder to change than 
others? If so, why? Should some 
of these areas be left alone? Do 
you see a way to accomplish the 
changes you envision? Is there a 
role for law in your strategy? 

Sex equality is often guaranteed 
by law, including where sex 
inequality is pervasive in society. 
More imagined than real in life, 
sex equality in law tends to be 
more formal or hypothetical than 
substantive and delivered. In legal 
applications, the meaningfulness 
of sex equality guarantees varies 
dramatically, its observance 
ranging from obvious to 
anathema. Around the world, and 

In the words of philosopher 
Rortg, to be a woman "is 

name of a way of 
." . . . His formulation 

t once recognizes that women's 
'ves would not be "human" by t 

standards set by men, and 
women's reality has not been 

in the standard for what 
is. It invites rede£inition 

of the human standard in the 
image of women's realities and 
unrdized possibilities, as well as 
proposes change in women's 
situation to meet the existing 
standard of a " h m "  life. Can 
one challenge the validity of a 
standard and assert a right to the 
benefits of application at the same 
time? Are women " h m " ?  

~ o s t  or us would prefer being 
known to have it than any other 
virtue; for if you have it you secure 
foryourself and loved ones the peace 
and space to develop the other 
virtues. 

I was moved to write this book 
for a whole mess of motives, only 
some of which I will avow: 
@ Because I wanted to understand 

why I always felt I came up short 
when it came to courage; 
Because I felt I owed an apology 

' to the guys l looked down on 
who went and fought a war back 
in the '60s which I stiM feel was 
never explained or justified 
adequately to the public. 
So here follow some w r d s  from 

the book which, given our lost sense 
of security and innocence in light of 
Pearl Harbor 31 of Sept. 11,2001, 
turns out to have a more pressing 
relevance than it had when I wrote it 
a couple of years ago. 



nOM 
&e chapter "Moral Courage and Civility." Reprinted by permission of the publisher 
from 2% M g s w  of Courage by William h Miller, Cambridge, Massachusetts: 
HaMlnl University Press "2000 by the President and Fellows of Harvard GoUege. 

WHY DID IT TAKE UNTIL THE NINETEENTH CENTURY for English 
speakers to name a distinction between physical and moral courage? The 
answer though complex in the particulars is fairly easy to summarize in a 
rough way. There i~ little need to carve out a notion of moral courage in an 
age in which it was so clearly understood that courage of whatever sort 
meant that your body was ultimately at risk The solitary woman who 
opposed those denouncing a witch stood a good chance of being burned as 
one herself. It is only when people can rely on not being killed or beaten for 
voicing unpopular opinions that physical fears can be separated fiom fears of 
rejection, ridicule, and disgrace. No need to call Socrates physically 
courageous during the retreat at Delium and morally courageous while in 
prison resisting temptations to connive with what he considered to be 
ignoble and unjust opportunities to escape. Plain courage would do in both a FhaD- (itr E~~~~ and a 
eases, for in both instances he exposed himself to physical extinction. But by 

JaD. hm Yale mdtyC 
the nineteenth century in western Europe the upper and middle classes had Professoz Miller has Mi;ten 
become secure enough in their persons that people could undertake to extensivety on the bbodfeud, 
support unpopular causes, to stand up against injustice and not die or be especialty as it is manifested in 
imprisoned. The price they paid was loss of social standing, being despised saga Ieland. In the k t  few 
by '&decent" people This ofken entailed serious economic costs - loss of job, Ym he has his 

attention to the emotions of relocation - and the psychological costs of knowing oneself so desp*, but sodal and moral 
they were spared the scourge, which at times may have seemed preferable and rmost recently to at least I Moral courage owes its distinguishability from the larger domain of one virtue - courage, which 
courage to several converging influences. The t5dk&1g process, commercial p-dea fie theme of hss latest 
culture, and more effective government and law all combined to pacify the book: The Mystery of & u w e  
public order. Civility and public order are good things. But some womed (2000). Other books inelude 
that courage would get rarer when noncontention, tolerance, and polite The Anahmy rrf Disgust (1997) 

accommodation replaced a most punctiliously sensitive and aggressive honor. (d\osea best in 
anthrQpQlQgy/~~d01~9y by the In the older cultures of honor, courage was always testing itself. The ethic of lLPaadation of 

rmnge meant one had to posture fearlessly even if actual lethal encounters PubweTSl: IfumIlid8ra (1993, 
were often nipped in the bud by friends or by other intervenors who paperback 1995); and 

I negotiated peace. To be too ready to accommodate and forgive was cowardly; ~~~~~n~ md ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ n ~ :  
people were not so willing to praise your sweetness of spirit if they suspected Feud, kw. and SO- i~ Sagti 
it was a mask for pus-w. In the commercial world, however, people Iceland (19PQ). Professor Miller 
had better things to do than avenging past slights. Men's interest became is the Thomas G, Long Professor 

( strongly biased toward future opportunity rather than toward past offense, of L~W. 

and not just the short-term future either, but a future long enough for thirty- 
year bonds to mature. Peaceful public order did not prevent men from 
importing the diction of battle into finance or from trying to convince 
themselves that it took courage to make money, but some gestures were 
obvioasly and emhmassingly compensatory efforts, fantasies of manliness to 

I 
unmanning that people feared luxury and peace had effected. 
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PRACTICE OF LAW 

.nRough America is an exceptionally 
r@ic dfmrts are widely mbunderstood. 

lbvmber 14-15,1997, a few months 
ifter the case was d@ded~1Wf?li ~ ~ g r o v f l &  including a physician, a medical 
iistorian, and a IW@G$I 'mi6 



"Making Biomedical Policy through Constitutional Adjudication: 
The Example of Phyih-Assisted Suicide," by Carl E. Schneider, 
in (Carl E. Schneider, ed.) Law at t h  End of Lfe, 
University of Michigan Press (2000). 
Reprinted with permission of the publisher. 

I HAVE ARGUED TlIAT CONSTITUTIONAL ADJUDICATION is a poor 
way to make bioethical policy. My reasons have been several. F'irst, 
little in the training or experience of judges prepares them to make 
good public policy in most areas, including this one. Second, little in 
the text or even the history of the Fourteenth Amendment helpe judges 

1 make good bioethical policy. Nor has the Court been able to develop 
1 doctrine that has a convincing rationale or that seems to help it 

'1 formulate wise policy. Such a doctrine would require that the Court be 
able to explain the principles it was consulting, would specify the . I 

!! limits on those principles, would state workable tests to employ in 
1 applying them, and would use those tests reasonably and predictably. 

I I 

) Such a doctrine remains elusive. 
Third, constitutional litigation is a poor way to gather the social 

facts necessary for making good public policy, and many judges even 
doubt they need them. This has meant courts have not demonstrated 

, 
that they understand the issues assisted suicide raises. For example, the 
Ninth Circuit seems not to have grasped how doctors and ethicists have 

I understood the doctrine of double effect nor the consequences of 
rejecting that doctrine. It seems not to know where the problem in 

.i 
defining "terminally ill" lies nor how hard it is do so. It appears not to 

1 have understood how common depression is among the suicidal, how 

I 
) often it goes undiagnosed, or how treatable it is. It seem to have a 

naive view of human motivation generally, of the motives of the ill 
! particularly, and yet more particularly, of the motives of the suicidal. 

. It seems not to realize why people worry about the disadvantaged in a 
,I world where assisted suicide is a constitutional right. It does not seem 
I to perceive the ways new economic concerns and new organization 

1 1 structures create new incentives to hasten the dying along their way. It 
, i seems oddly optimistic about how well doctors might regulate the 

process of suicide. The court seems ignorant of the contemporary ethos ' of medicine, of the way medical decisions are made, of how doctors 
i deal with patients, of the reasons for the origins of biaethics, and of 

the regulatory problems Holland has yet to solve. Nor does much in the 
4 court's information prepare it to speculate intelligently about how a 

1 new regime will work out in practice. 
1 What is more, the judicial formulas systematically underweight the 
/ etate's interests. Some of those interests, as I just said, courts seem not 

to understand. Less concrete but still important factors - the state's 

1 1  CONTINUED 
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"collective" interests - courts 
abmptly dismiss. And courts are 
not equipped to evaluate the 
cumulative costs of the rights it 
and other institutions create. 
Furthermore, the court has found 
no principled way to gauge the 
heft of the individual's right or 
the state interests so as to weigh 
the two against each other. On 
the contrary, the balance is 
unduly weighted in favor of the 
individual's rights by the judicial 
tendency to apply the Mill 
paradigm, to treat every context as 
one between the individual and 
the state rather than as a 
conflict among individuals with 
divergent interests. 
In the end, it should not be 

surprising that courts are so 
limited as an agency of public 
policy. They are the institution 
ultimately responsible for 
allocating power among the 
branches of the federal 
government and the states; 
defining free speech; structuring 
religious libertg; setting the 
boundaries of criminal procedure; 
deciding when regulations exceed 
the government's power to take 
property without compensation; 
specifying the minimal procedural 
rights governmental agencies 
must accord clients; d t i n g  some 
of the basic rules for resolving 
problems of race; interpreting 
every federal statute; and much, 
much more. Responsible for so 
much, courts can understand 
only a little. The government of 
courts must be the government 
of amateurs. 

B O O K S  
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I BY A.W. BRIAN SIMPSON 
CHARLES F. AND EDITH J. CLYNE 

PROFESSOR OF LAW 

,,,,e years ago I wrote a bookron detention without trial in wartime Britain; it was based S 
lal,Gl, ,,,hival material. If explored the interrelationship between ideology, law, the institutions of 
government - such as the civil service, the security service, the courts, and Parliament - and public 
opinion. It set out not to develop some high abstract theory, but more modestly to establish the narrative 
history of locking up citizens without trial in the name of national self preservation. Who was locked up? 
When? Why? What was it like? These and other very down to earth questions are what need to be asked, 
and, if possible, answered. Only then can we turn to 
analysis and evaluation. - - 

My more recent book applies much the same 
approach to the genesis and early history of the 
European Convention on Human Rights, which 
came into force in 1953. This has created far and 
away the most effective international mechanism 
for the protection of human rights which has yet 
come into existence anywhere in the world. Like my 
book on detention, it is primarily based on relatively 
modem archival material in the British Public 
Record Office, material which has largely remained 
unexamined by international lawyers, or indeed 
lawyers of any kind. 

The most punling question which was the 
starting point for my research can be stated very I 
simply. Three major powers emerged from the 
second world war - the Soviet Union, the U.S.A., 
and the United Kingdom. But only one, the United I1 
Kingdom, was prepared to sign up to a human 
rights convention capable of having significant 
domestic effect. The U.S.A. has never done so, and 
it is only recently that the Russian federation has 
made a gesture towards doing so. I 

'HUMAN RIGHTS I 
AND THE 

END OF EMPIRE 
BRITAIN AND THE GENESIS OF THE 

EI IPnDF AN rANVENTlr \N Indeed, back in the 1950s no major power had 
ever previously accepted anything remotely . 

resembling the surrender of sovereignty required by initial accession to the convention, and carried fuldher 
by acceptance, in 1966, of the right of inldividual petition, and the jurisdiction of the Court of Human 
Rights. Why did the United Kingdom take this extraordinary step? What was in it for the British? And, 
more generally, how did it come about that a number of states cooperated in 1949 and 1950 in negotiating ', 

so remarkable an international instrument as the European Convention? 
. : ; Plainly, the answer to this and related questions lies in the political history of the period. The context in 

the convention was promoted was affected by the evolution of the hwman rights movement during 
. the war, by the outbreak of the cold war, and by conflicts between the United Kingdo'm and the anti-colonial 

,T movement, which found a platform in the United Nations. I t  was also affected by conflicts within the Britisn 
m e n t a l  machine, and by serious disagreements between the British Foreign Office and the U.S.A. 
have tried to tell the story of all this up to 1966, when the United Kingdom became fulty committed tr  

convention, and I have explored in detail the significance of the convention for a major colonial power 
declining years of the empire. It was indeed against the United Kingdom, which had promoted the ' 

ntion in the first place, that the first cases were brought by Greece, cases arising out of the 
1 

mpt to suppress the colonial insurrection of 1955-59 in Cyprus. For government life was never 
1 
I 

:.- to  be the same again. \ 



FROM 
the chapter "Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms," 
in Human Rbhts and the End of Empire: Britain and the Genesis 
of the European Convention, by A. W. Brian Simpson, 
Oxford University Press (2001). 

THAT BRITAIN, OR INDEED ANY OTHER EUROPEAN POWER, 
should sign up to even moderately effective mechanisms for the 
protection of human rights is intrinsically surprising. The 
convention was, as we shall see, to cause bitter regrets and indeed 
outrage in some governmental circles once it began to have any 
practical effect, and has continued to do so. Sir Hilton Poynton of 
the Colonial Office prefaced a gloomy minute written in 1956, 
when the chickens first came back to roost: "recognizing that we 
have got ourselves committed to this wretched Covenant and can't 
get out of it now." 

For human rights covenants, if they do anything at all, restrict 
the power of governments over their own citizens, or over other 
persons within their power. That is their function. They are 
trouble to governments. Their very reason for existence is the 
belief that governments are the major delinquents: "The history of 
the struggles for the recognition of Human Rights is as much as 
anything a struggle of the human being against the anonymous 
machinery of authority, whether of the church or of the State." 

Generally governments pursue what they think to be their 
national interests, and insist on the right to run their own internal 
da i r s  without outside interference. Traditionally international 
law accepted this; matters within the domestic jurisdiction of 
states - and this included matters turning on the rights of 
individuals - were simply not its concern. States could 
legitimately complain if their own nationals were ill used in other 
countries; sometimes complaints might also be based on treaties, 
relating either to nationals, or to members of minorities, usually 
with some affinity to another 'kin' state. But in general states were 
thought free to deal with their own people, and abuse them, as 
they wished; this was an aspect of the conception of state 
sovereignty. How did it come about that Britain, and certain other 
European countries, voluntarily gave up some of their autonomy? 
What did they think they were buying one half so precious as the 
goods they traded in return? For governments do not, simply out of 
disinterested benevolence, or through a lack of confidence in their 
own rectitude, voluntarily surrender power. It has to be more 
complicated than that. 
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for that m a w  d a ~ n - ~ b ~ ~ i ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  b@@@f&& la duty to obey their laws? 

That these questions, long debWb$+h~@@$~~&a[$heorl%, continue to fascinate will not 
surprise. What mqycoma?s a swp~,"ti;;*$&;@;$bt ?o#uved reeent di~cussions is the curious 
position that has mew f r n ~ i ~ $ e a ~ ~ @ ~ ~ @ . $ f e % l i n  view about the first question is that 

' 

~h&;h~~t.theorists agree that legal systems 

t to do and why. The aim 
case of law, of promises, 

changed over time jn, , In earlier work I focused on 
on .of law .as a normative system. 

cuW~nd assumptian Mat citizens 
have an obligation to ~@tns.widely accepted by most 
theorists, while the c :I$& @mains increasingly suspect. 

My own views durZng 1Chk k~tfrom ihat reflected in the 

current consensus. It no 
in much of the literature. 



FROM 
the proposed text of The Ethics of Deference, 
by Philip Soper (forthcoming from Cambridge University Press). 

POLITICAL OBLIGATION POSES THE SAME QUESTION as 
promissory obligation - why obey the legislative norm? The obvious 
difference is that the content of the norm in the case of the state is not 
usually the result of a voluntary choice on the part of the citizen. That 
fact weakens the consistency explanation for respecting one's own 

1 , choice when confronted with the demand for compliance. In addition, 
I, consequential arguments have little purchase because the context and 

relationship have now been so diluted that no single act of 
disobedience is likely to have s i w c a n t  effects on the community. But 

, these two ways in which the demand to show respect are weaker than 
in the case of promises are offset by a compelling difference between 

1 legal norms and promissory norms: in the case of law, the point of the 
state is evident - legal systems are necessary in a way that making 
promises is not. Once again (with the usual exception for anarchists), 
the law's expectation of voluntary compliance corresponds to what I 
would also expect if I were the legislator. The duty to respect the legal I norm is a reflection of the duty to respect the values I myself 

I acknowledge in recognizing what a legal system is. 
1 In summary, one can characterize the duty to defer in these cases 
I along several dimensions. Friendship, fair play, promise, and political 

obligation are duties that are grounded in that order along a scale that 

1 moves from consequential explanations to increasingly deontological 
/ ones. The values of friendship and fair play are largely independent of 
II consent, and the values that deference promotes in each case become 
I 

more tenuous as one moves from the more intimate two-person I 
/ relationship to larger communities. Promissory duties give strangers 

I the same power as the state to demand compliance with self-created 

/ norms, but this power is constrained in scope and creation by one's 
I own voluntary choice as to the content of the norm and the person of I the promisee. The state's right to deference, in contrast, arises not 

from the subject's voluntary choice about the content of the legal 
norms, but from the acknowledgement of the necessity of an 

/ enterprise that requires designated authorities to impose norms, in 

) good faith, on the community at large. 
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om +kk no very good way :< 

3f'@AMfo&kM &~i:oAs-BT Ws daep~st needs; 
d haman ~ ~ R & - ~ ~ M  atst bur 
flesds f h ~  o q  & h mw't - 
humin 6 k $iw :what we &jglish -: : 1 
"mbf,&&c expefienat. itJi8 miming , 

fiat $@(@ ~ a ~ W ~ u ( l h  our witures,. . 
h ~ ~ p b i ~ ~ ~ l ~  &U wpressive i 
W.*jai3@m m ftkuUSIc to politics," -'. 
b@m %?*&:&att oaapy t s  SO much7 ,' 
d*,v './is@&@ b,mha pS a r *pb($ #*$* that B(lch 

. i. -' 

i@Wt@a]~b~~Y w ar stre works through 

B.@ &3@t~ b! Bdg@%64d, put to work, and connected with other desires and realities? 
..' '@@~@f?~f%i&@?&geme~ges ffgm an interest in this question, which it explores by examining a set of texts 
a@ $I$$& k$@& th8 author fac0s wflh particular intensity and richness the difficulties imlved in this 
~~t* , - ton .  .It spins with Thoreau's claim in WBMen to have found a way to imagine himself and 8 kJs ka&:Wmige and h s mind, in such a way as to make life itsen an activity of joyful and perpetual 
L @ % ~ ~ o $ I ~ w ) ~ B  @pure an expression of the impulse I mean to identify as any I could think of. In the following 
~ & ~ ~ ~ t y i w u O h  what hippens as this impulse meets impediments in the world and in the mind that 
!h,r@#~@&~ @:N~cWelry,Finn, for example, where Huek is equally determined to make sense of the world and 
l~h~#@,,b@@ b Mre.?nd m M e  ta comprehend or deal with the externally determined, inwardly ~al~idled fact of 
~~~&fc~~a&@s Ws mmf important event of his life, his friendship with Jim, unsayable. Then 1 turn to 
D@geuS, jad$$wtzy, who must deal, not once but twice, with fundamental changes in his oulture, which 
require dM@r@nt ways of thfnkiw and being, which he is, for the most part, remaskably able to achieve. 

OmeCmp.arfat$t failure of ~aur world that acts simultaneously, and paradoxically, as b ~ t h  an enablemeslt and an 
mpdEnnmt@@g~age, The next section of the book shows some 05 the ways that is so, thrwlgh a 
~ ~ ~ r ~ d e ~ m . d ~ ~ ~ r j c  Greek (the language of the Wyssey), and the genre or form we call the sentence, as it 
@@&&.iR$i@ersnt ~guazfles. Thecenter of the book is a reading of Platato's Pha~dms, as marvelws Bnd rich md 
:on3p.I@ra manifmtiitlan &the desire to imagine the whole world in a coherent way as any 1 know, with the 
ld$&&?Rar. @gsJlenc$- tM-St canstantiy teaches and re-teaches its reader the force af the impediments alnd lim Ets 
my 8116b'i~bc must neimsarily face. 

'f@j B~@tbf388chapW'wrnItle thrw genres of expression and action that can be seen to after us Me 
3ppartrutSty tb "Mclirrn wll on the understandings worked out sa far: poetry Cfrast and Herbed), law (me w e  of 

v, m-i), md painting (Vermeer). The passage that is excerpted here Is an introedudjon to the chapter an 
w;Jut& hf6.m It, t dacdbe something of my own experience in thinking about and going to law school, and it 
s wi2h an dfu@pn to thd psmgb that 2hi one begins. 

I 



FROM 
the chapter "The Life of the Law as a Life of Writing," in Thc we of 
Metcniqg, by James Boyd White, University of Chicago Press (2001). 
Reprinted with permission of the publisher. 

IN THE PASSAGE THAT JUST PRECEDES THIS CHAPT.ER I describe 
my own f is t  exposure to law, which I saw as a fascinating activity of 
mind, a way of engaging with language and the world. Suppose we 
were to take that young law student as repraenting a certain stage in 
the making of a lawyer - a stage a bit like that represented by 
Thoreau at Walden, full of a Bense of unlimited possibility - and ask, 
What happens when such a one grows into the life of the law? I hope 
that in exploring this question we may be able to bring into the 
practical life of the present the large themes and questions presented 
by the great works from the past that we have been reading. To this 
end I shift my method slightly in this chapter, asking the reader to 
imagine himself or herself a lawyer, or law student, fhcing the 
questions that law presents its practitioners. 

If you were thus to imagine yourself as the young lawyer or law 
student I describe, setting forth into the world, I think you would h d  
yourself, like Huckleberry Finn, quickly meeting constraints of the 
most serious kind. To start with, the laws with which you must work 
are written by others, and they may of course be foolish, corrupt, or 
immoral. Think for example of the laws of human slavery in our 
collective past, and other laws of our own day: those that permit the 
continued degradation of the natural world upon which we all depend, 
for example, or those that fail to treat all of our chidren as people of 
equal worth and value, or those that permit our penitentiaries to be 
cesspools of crime; or, less dramatically, those that seem simply stupid 
or ill drafted. You may come upon certain rules of law or judicial 
decisions with which you profoundly disagree, others with which you 

I simply differ. But in either case as a lawyer you must take them as 
authoritative, or challenge their authority only in certain established 
and limited ways. 

What is worse, whenever you go to work with the materials of the 
law, trying to bring about a result that meets your client's interests, 
that makes sense from his point of view, there is always someone on 
the other side, challenging almost everythjng you say, trying to undo 
what you are doing. And when you go to court you must face the 
reality that judges and jurors can have all the limitations of human 
beings, from stupidity to dishonesty to mere self-importance or 
inattentiveness; yet it is to these people that you must speak and make 
your case. And what about the outcomes of the cases in which you are 

CONTINUED 
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book The Legal Imagination (1973), 
Constitutional Mminal Procedure (with 
James Scarbaro, 1976). When Words Lore ' 

Their Meaning: Canstitrrtions and 
R e c ~ ~ t u t i o n s  of Language, Chamcter, 
and Community (1984), Heracles' Bow= 
Essays in the Rhetoric and Poeties of the 
Lew (1985), Justice as Translation: An 
Essay in Cultural and Legal hitieism 
(1990), Book of Stams": Learning 
to Read George Herbert (1994), Acts of 
Hope: The Cieation ofAutho&y in 
Literature, Law, and Politics (1994), hom 
Expectation to hperienre= Essays on Law 
and Legal Education (2000), and The Edge 
of Meaning (200 1). 
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ConUnurd, JAMES BOYD WHITE 

involved, or those that you invoke 
as authority? You will often think 
these plainly wrong, or unjust. In 
any event, even when the "right" 
side wins, there is almost always a 
loser, a person or entity whose 
voice and perspective are silenced, 
and what is to be said about him or 
her? In everything you do you must 
recognize that the law is part of a 
culture and a national political 
community that are far from ideal, 
in which you are implicated, yet of 
which you may in important ways 
want to be critical. 

In addition, in our day it is easy 
to imagine the law as a rather 
mechanical institutional system, 
designed by social architects or 
engineers to achieve certain results 
in the world, say an increased gross 
national product or safer highways 
or effective schools. This 
perspective invites one to evaluate 
law by testing actual against 
designed outcomes, or by proposing 
different outcomes and ways to 
achieve them. To the extent the 
lawyer thinks in this way - the 
way of much social science - she 
may £ind herself conceiving of her 
own role in mechanistic terms, too, 
as though she were really a cog in a 
machine of social control whose 
main virtue is efficiency of 
operation, rather than a mind 
confronting the realities of human 

experience, and the diflkulties of 
talking about it, and of shaping it, 
in language. This mechanistic 
image of her life is reinforced by 
the common and necessary way of 
talking about law practice in 
accounting terms, as a business 
whose end is profit. 

Not all of these external limits or 
constraints are as serious or 
dramatic as those facing Huck 
Finn, but some of them are or can 
be, as the slavery example itself 
suggests. Suppose you really were a 
lawyer in a world in which human 
slavery was supported - defined, 
implemented, enforced - by the 
law, and by lawyers: How would 
you face that fact? Are there any 
analogues to slavery in our own 
world? Certainly people who 
represent the poor and weak often 
feel that they are up against an 
impossibly powerful set of political 
and intellectual forces that render 
them helpless, their clients 
unheard. 

Finally, and in a sense much 
worse, is the fact that many of the 
constraints or defects we must face 
are at work in our own minds and 
characters. How do you as a lawyer 
regularly imagine the human beings 
about whom you speak: as having 
what motives, what values, what 
capacities, what experiences? How 
do you imagine the larger world of 
which you are part, and yourself 
within it? Are these ways of 
imaging adequate to your own 
sense of the possibilities of human 
life? Without quite knowing it you 
may find yourself speaking a 
language that trivia.lizes or 
dehumanizes others, or yourself; 
and how can you be sure that has 

not happened? Other people, after 
all, often take an extremely dim 
view of the ways lawyers talk 
and think. 

Your own mind and values are 
put into question in another way, 
too, for you will often discover - 
or think you discover - that the 
law is wiser than you are, drawing 
distinctions you have not thought 
of, complicating what seem at first 
to be easy questions, leading you to 
recognize their real diaculty, and 
so on. The very cultural forces you 
want to be free to resist may in fact 
have much to teach, and you 
cannot be sure in any particular 
case what response is the right on9 
The criticism you want to make 
proves more-diEcult than you at 
f i s t  imagined. And what happens 
when the legal culture changes, as 
it surely must? You face then the 
twin questions faced by Odysseus: 
Can you adapt to the new world, 
learn to speak its language, to make 
the moves that carry persuasive 
force? And what happens to you 
when you do so? 
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implemmtation ~e'~rieSdrs 
beaefita ih the rxgmimtim as 
we11 a potential bed5ts for 
society at large.'' 

R t g t d u ~ ~ m  the Inside 
&& its esSaps into bectiom 
on " & I i ~ ~ ' i l s  and h p a a "  
and on t6hplicati~]tls fof Public 
Policy.;',' Donald E Kettl, of the 
M e &  M. IA Follette Selsml of 
Publi4 A f T h  tit the Universie 
of W.iawmin-~~on,  notes in 
h&i h o r d  t b t  "the efforts 
described in thh book 9te in 
their inhcy, but they are 
in- and ~ ~ . "  He 
adds: "This book is ma!@ about 
the strategic use of i n f m t i a n  
as a &tvemce tool - and .the 
possibility af fllbstituting 
infomatian fbr traditional 
governmental authority." 

Abnes Green& '86, dram 
mad map for g l d o n  ii000 

Abner Greene, '86, has re- 
traced the 2000 presidential 
election like the Fordham 
University law professor that 
he is - step by step, 
evenhandedly, thoroughly, with 
a nonpartisan critic's scalpel - 
and concludes that the 
law won. 
Yes, Geozge Bush. won the. 

hotly contested election, even 
though A1 Gore had more 
popular votes. Yes, the U.S. 
Supmme Court dhately 
decided the autcuqe of tihe 

&l in all, G ~ e n e  s&s in his 

1 

book Undmtadiqg rhc-%%~~ 
Elwtion: A @\the Ltgd 

~ ~ h r t ~ R ~ E c d  tk 
fie- mei~ b ~ k  
X@ive@it$ PTW, 2001), &&it 
as p&$ig$ ~~QvUBB a bder  , - BuaeJ3tmreelti ei- aebiag  
potential yioknce, so does law 
s t readhe  fhe mu& and 
tumble of poWa i ~ t u  a forum 
of m p j c ,  which cdsts even 
a d d  the most contentious 
p&msa" 

To read Creene's book L to 
d in detd the eodksion, 
heated diewsiona, and 
m.+roscopic exambation of one 
state's electoral machinery (a 
stab that just happened to have 
b n e p f i d e d  amdidate's 
brother in the governor's chair) 
that a t m m p d  tho= 
~ ~ o f p g l l 2 0 0 0 . H e  
takes his readers bade to the 
U.S. Conditution aind its 
establishment of the Eleetord 
College, thgt unique, census- 
driven voting machine that 
made Florida's 25 electoral 
votes critical in the 2 0 0  
election. 

His primer is elegantly 
simple: "When we vote for 
p&ent, we are tee-y 
, v o w  fur other people - die- 
hard party loyihts, often state 
or load'&& -who are '- 

committed to voting for the 
candidate we want So when 
we vote for 'A1 Eom' or 'George 
W . U ' m m v o ~ h r  
Gore or Bush d e ~ b r s  who have 
been b e d  up to cast their 
electoral votes hr those 
candidam. . . . each state 
receives as many electmd votes 
as it has mede l s  cuf Congress. 
So each state starts off with two 
electoral votes, nep~~enting the 
two senators f r ~ m  eat& state, 
and then adds as numy elect~ral 
votes as it has members of the 
House of Representatives." 

Of GQWSe, hl!Il there things 
get more complicated, as voters, 
candidates, and the courts 

CONTI WED 
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Continued from page 19 

discovered in fall 2000: 
"Counting by Hand," is one 
section of Greene's book, 
"The Bush Attack on the 
Florida Supreme Court" 
another, "The End of the 
Road," "The Wild-Card 
La.vvsuits," and "The Legislative 
Role" still others. 

And in  the end the law won, 
Greene says. Yes, many 
consider the law to be the 
United States' "civil religion," 
he mi tes ,  but "it is also, I 
believe, our way of avoiding the 
brutality of unmediated politics 
Political struggle is just a step 
removed from real, literal 
struggle: human beings with 
vastly different notions of the 
good life thrown together in 
cities and towns, with violence 
always beckoning. Through 
politics, sue allow 
representatives to do our 
bidding for us, and, if politics 
goes well, it  can be 
accomplished peacefully." 

Good lawyer and dedicated 
law professor that he is, Greene 
takes no measure of the 
correctness of the legal 
decisions the conflicts of 
Election 2000 produced. 
Instead, he praises the 
reasoned, principled approach 
that uses the law as the 
measure and locus of the bases 
for making a decision - not 
the decision itself. 

"Reasons were given that 
were defensible from statutory 
text or judicial precedent; 
opposing views were canvassed 
and rejected through argument; 
difficult questions were 
resolved by reference to 
principle, rather than politics," 
Greene writes. 

"Instead of covering riots to 
resolve power struggles, the 
press was able to turn its 
cameras and microphones to 
courtrooms, judges, lawyers, 
and clerks of the court. The 
mediating force of law held, 
keeping violence at bay. We 
experienced, as a nation, 
another peaceful transition of 
government. It was a transition 
accomplished through the 
rough and tumble of politics, 
but also through the civilizing 
force of law." 

'Sweet tooth' spy novels 
do well for Hershatter, '51 

Richard L. Hershatter, '51, 
~ 7 h o  attended his 50th reunion 
at the Law School in 
September, reports that his 
three tongue-in-cheek spy 
novels - The Spu Who Hated 
Licoi-ice, The Spa Who Hated 
Carzcmel, and The Sp,g LV%o 
Hated Fzlclge - written in the 
late 1960s and early '70s, have 
all been reissued by iuniverse, 
under arrangement with The 
Mystery Writers of America. 

The books' hero is a freshly- 
minted product of the 
University of Michigan Law 
School who is called into 
service by the Defense 
Intelligence Agency as Secret 
Agent 6-X. Hershatter uses the 
same hero in a newly released 
courtroom mystery, Hung Jz~rg, 
available in soft cover. 

Hershatter is completing 
another book in the Secret 
Agent 6-X series, to be called 
The S,iw Who Hated Tc4fg. He 
reports that if his "sweet tooth 
lasts, there may be no end" to 
the series. 

Law student Jeffrey Kahn 
analyzes Russian federalism 

Third-year law student 
Jeffrey D. Kahn (no relation 
to Paul A. Kauper Professor of 
Law Douglas A. Kahn) has 
spent much of this fall term in 
the final stages of editing, 
proofing, and indexing his new 
book on Russia's struggle to 
develop a modern federal 
system, to be published by 
Oxford University Press this 
spring. The book is entitled 
Federalisin, Deinoci-atization 
arzd the Rule of La1.v in Rzlssia. 

Kahn, who is also a graduate 
student instructor for the 
Center for Russian and East 
European Studies in the 
University's College of 
Literature, Science and the 
Arts, earned his bachelor's 
degree at Yale University and 
completed his doctoral work in 
political science at St. Antony's 
College, Oxford University. He 
approaches his study through 
the disciplines of political 
science, law, and Russian area 
studies. In addition to working 
with materials in the Law 
School's own extensive Russian 
collection, much of the original 
research for the book comes 
from his widespread travel 
experience in Russia - from 
the North Caucasus to Far 
Eastern Siberia - where Kahn 
conducted interviews with 
former and current government 
officials, lawyers, academics, 
and political dissidents. 

According to the abstract for 
the book: "Russia's political 
elite have struggled to build an 
extraordinarily complex federal 
system, one that incorporates 
89 different units and sc.ores of 
different ethnic groups, which 
sometiines harbor long histories 
of resentment against Russian 
imperial and soviet legacies. 

"This book examines the 
public debates, official 
documents, and political deals 
that built Russia's federal house 

on very unsteady foundations, 
often out of the ideological, 
conceptual, and physical rubble 
of the arzcien r-egirne. One of the 
major goals of this book is, 
where appropriate, to bring 
together the insights of 
comparative law and 
comparative politics in the 
study of the development of 
Russia's attempts to create 
(as its constitution states in the 
very first article) a 'democratlc, 
federal. rule of law state.' " 

Kamir, LL.M. '95, S.J.D. '96 
follows stalking's trail 

Orit Kamir, LL.M., '95, 
S.J.D. '96, follows the trail of 
the myths and tales of stalkers 
from ancient to modern times 
- and examines the recent 
laws that have resulted in Ever& 
Breath Yoti Take: Stalking 
Nar~atiiies aizd the Law 
(University of Michigan Press, 
2001). Kamir is a professor of 
law at Hebrew University in 
Jerusalem and is a visiting 
professor here at the Law 
School during the winter 
2002 term. 

Kamir's research reaches 
back thousands of years and 
continues through contemporary 
stalker tales like the movies 
Taxi Driver and Plug Mist& foi- 
Me. Her work reveals ancient 
tales of both male and female 
stalkers and hoary concepts 
that remain unnerving today. 
"Like ghosts, they haunt our 
lives and alter our behavior," 
she writes. 

And those ghosts influence 
our laws, she says: "The 
antistalking legislation of the 
1990s regenerated in legal form 
an ancient fear freighted with a 
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cultural legacy of perceptions 
and connotations that began to 
accumulate within Western 
culture perhaps as early as five 
thousand years ago. When 
integrated into our 
contemporary legal system, the 
fear of stalking carried with it 
faint echoes and images of 
worlds haunted by supernatural 
creatures, cosmic quests, and 
tragic fates. Making their 
acquaintance enables us to 
better understand how we, as 
lawyers, judges, stalkers, 
targets, and potential jurors, 
feel and think when we 
encounter stalking. " 

Kamir introduces you to 
female stalkers, like the ancient 
Mesopotamian night-stalking 
female demon Lilit (or Lilith), 
as well as male stalkers like 
Satan and the serial killer 
Michael in the film Hnllotueen. 
She also analyzes the findings 
of the 1998 National Institute 
of Justice report on stalking, 
which estimated that 8 percent 
of women and two percent of 
men in the United States have 
been stalked ("a course of 
conduct directed at a specific 
person that involves repeated 
physical or visual proximity, 
nonconsensual communication, 
or verbal, written or implied 
threats" - a definition broader 
than the "credible threat" that 
much antistallzing legislation 
uses as a threshold) and 
concludes that "t l~e social 
phenomenon of stalking that is 
troubling contemporary U.S. 
society is, above all, an abusive 
behavior committed by men on 
women." 

"In this respect," she writes, 
stalking "is a form of 
patriarchal oppression, 
maintaining women's 
subjugation to men through 

violence, aggression, control, 
and surveillance and thus 
perpetuating discrimination 
against them and preventing 
social equality." 

Kamir's insights and 
analyses also reflect her 
experience on the political 
front. She drafted the sexual 
harassment bill that was passed 
into law in 1998 by the Israeli 
Parliament, where she 
previously had clerked. She also 
has clerked for the Israeli 
Supreme Court and served as 
legal advisor to Israeli 
organizations like the Israel 
Women's Network. 

Bruce Kreisman, '82, 
goes Off the Bench 

Bruce Kreisman, '82, who 
is with the tax accounting firm 
Kessler Orlean & Silver in 
Illinois, has published his first 
novel, Off the Beizch (Salvo 
Press, 2001), a mystesy 
centered around a secret group 
of attorneys who are willing to 
use even murder and 
kidnapping to improve civility 
in the courts. 

"In writing Off the Belzch I 
followed the timeless advice to 
write what you know," 
Kreisman says, so "my 
experiences as a litigation 
attorney in Chicago provide 
much of the inspiration for the 
book." Ann Arbor gets into the 
book, too: One character is 
modeled after a University of 
Michigan football player. 

Here's Salvo Press' synopsis: 
"In Chicago, the courtsoom can 
be a rough place, ~xlhere short 
tempers and bruised egos are 
part of the job. But, while some 
days are difficult, others are 
killers. 

"When recovering attorney 
and current private inr7estigator 
Martin Bronk is called on by a 
judge to find his missing clerk, 

he has no idea what he is 
getting himself into. His 
investigation quickly changes 
when an ill-tempered veteran 
judge and a well-liked young 
attorney are found dead. Both 
could be the work of a secret 
group trying to bring civility 
and order to the court. Bronk 
must question his friendship 
with his colleagues and then 
fight for his own life to solve 
the case." 

Eric W. Orts, '88, evaluates 
Environmental Contracts 

Eric W. Orts, '88, professor 
of legal studies and director of 
the Environmental 
Management Program at the 
University of Pennsylvania's 
Wharton School, has teamed 
with a Belgian colleague to 
compare U.S. and European 
innovations in environmental 
regulation. 

Orts and Kurt Deketelaere, 
of the Institute for 
Environmental & Energy Law 
in Lueven, are co-editors of 
Etzi~iro~zn?e~/tnl Cotltrncts: 
Coi~zpal-ati1.e Appi'onclzes to 
Regz~latolg Iillzoiiatioiz iiz tlze 
United States and Eui-ope 
(Kluwer Law International, the 
Hague, 2000). The collection is 
the first in Klu~wer's 
Comparative Environmental 
Law & Policy Series. 

Says Kluwer's ahstract: 
"This book focuses on the 
viability of one particular 
regulatory innovation - the 
use of agreements or contracts 
for environmental regulation - 
as it has been practiced in the 
United States and Europe. The 
various co~ltributions explore 
the general idea that certain 
kinds of environmental 
problems may best be addressed 
through contracts arnong 

interested parties, including 
representatives of various levels 
of government, business, local 
community and employment 
representatives, and public 
interest groups." 

Orts and Deketelaere divide 
Erzvil-orzineiztal Coizti-acts into 
four parts: Part I focuses on the 
United States, Part II on 
Europe, Part I11 on the law7 and 
economics of environmental 
contract regulation, and Part IV 
concludes the book with "A 
Comparative Study: Electricity 
and Contracts." 

Gerald Prokopowicz, '83, 
follows Army of the Ohio 

Gerald J. Prokopowicz, 
'83, has written All foi- the 
Reginzelzt: 17ze A7-17z~j of the Olzio 
1 SG1-1862, published in June 
by the University of North 
Carolina Press. 

Prokopom~icz is the Lincoln 
Scholar and director of public 
programs at The Lincoln 
Museum in Fort Wayne, 
Indiana. 



will be studied and emulated by other 
law schools." 

Rovine continued in his "Notes from the 
President" to discuss the growing 
integration of international law aspects into 
the general legal curriculum and the ASIb 
potential roles in teaching international law. 
He concluded, "If inspiration is needed, 
one need only look to the Michigan Law 
School's decision to require that all of its 
students take a basic course in 
international law." 

Law School faculty approved the new 
course, called Transnational Law, last year 
to "provide an introduction to the 
international dimensions of law." First 
offered during last academic year, it 
became a graduation requirement for 
students begnning their legal studies 
during the 2001-2002 academic year. 

The proposal to establish the course 
came from the steering committee of the 
Law School's Center for International and 
Comparative Law and the Curriculum 
Committee. Making the course mandatory 
"conveys the important message that the -;T $:& 
international dimensions of law have 
become so pervasive that their study is no? 
an option but a necessity," the Curriculum 
Committee said. :% 
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Child advocacy training 
prepares new specialists 

Eighteen young people from around the 
United States - including five from the 
University of Michigan Law School -trained for 
three days at the Law School last spring before 
heading out for summer placements designed to 
hone their skills and give them experience as 
child advocates. 

Wih  funds provided by the Bergstrom 
Foundation, the program included sessions and 
provided training on issues of sexual abuse, 
substance abuse, child development, 
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Assistant Dean Johnson, '88, 
heads Access to Justice Task Force 

Charlotte H.]ohnson. '88 

Assistant Dean of Students Charlotte H. 
Johnson, '88, has been appointed chair of 
the State Bar of Michigan's Access to Justice 
Task Force, which seeks to make civil legal 
assistance as widely available as possible to 
low-income clients. 

Johnson's appointment to head the task 
force continues the succession that has 
gven the University of Michgan Law 
School an enduring association with the 
Access to Justice (ATJ) program. Johnson 
succeeds Regnald Turner, '87, who in turn 
succeeded Alfred M. Butzbaugh, '66, who 
launched the program before he became 
Michigan State Bar President. MaryAnn 
Sarosi, '87, was executive director of 
the program. 

"It is a great privilege to be able to serve 
in this way," Johnson says. "I see one of 
my roles as chair as serving as liaison 
between the law school communities and 
the legal profession. I hope to increase 
involvement from all Michigan law schools 
in the ATJ program." 

In other State Bar activities, Johnson has 
agreed to serve as an associate member of 
the Standing Committee on Character and 
Fitness. She believes she may be the only 
representative of a Michigan law school on 
the committee. Johnson will be called upon 

to participate in hearings on individual bar 
applicants and will serve in an advisory 
role for issues that come under the 
committee's jurisdiction. 

Also active in the National Bar 
Association, Johnson has been elected to 
serve as director for Regon VI, which 
coincides with the Sixth Circuit and 
includes Michigan, Kentucky Ohio, and 
Tennessee. Johnson's duties include annual 
regonal conference organization, providing 
opportunities for professional 
development, and strengthening the 
coalition of already existing NBA affiliates 
within the regon. 

Founded in 1925, the NBA is the oldest 
and largest national association of 
predominantly African American legal 
professionals, with a network of more than 
17,000 lawyers, judges, educators, and law 
students in 87 affiliate chapters in the 
United States and other countries. 



Olin Center's mix of law, economics provides new insights 
The Law School's John M. Olin Center 

for Law & Economics is a new presence in 
the Law School, featuring a host of 
activities among students, faculty, and 
visitors. 

And that's as it should be, accorthng to 
Center Director Ornri Ben-Shahar, who' 
also is a professor of law "We are happy 
with how things are going," Ben-Shahar 
says of the center. "Last year we had a very 
sharp increase in the amount of attention 
that law and economics gets among our 
student body. And there are more and 
better students in law and economics 
classes now, plus wete expanded our 
workshop series to two semesters." 

All this in the first year of operation for 
the center, which presented its Inaugural 
Lecture, by Steven Shavell of Harvard 
University, in September. Shavell is 
professor of law and economics and 
president of the American Law and 
Economics Association. 

The heightened interest in the new 
center was apparent in the size of the 
audience that packed a Hutchins Hall 
auditorium for Shavers lecture, "Law 
Versus Morality as Regulators of Conduct 
and Their Optimal Domains of Use." 
Applying an economics perspective, 
Shavell explained why some types of 
conduct are disciplined by morality alone, 

Education's 'superpower' 
The United States has become a 

"superpowera in higher education whose 
"incredible variety" of more than 3,600 colleges 
and universities comprise a $225 billion 
enterprise, according to Carnegie Corporation of 

other types by law alone, and when it 
would be desirable to apply both moral 
and legal sanctions for bad behavior. 

Focusing on the costs and benefits of 
using any of these systems of sanctions, 
Shavell argued that the "division of labor" 
between law and morality in our society 
seems to make a great deal of economic 
sense. Shavell was the first of a dozen 
speakers for the center's weekly Law and 
Economics Workshops during the fall 
term. Among others on the schedule, in 
addition to members of the Law School 
and University of Michigan faculties, were: 
Douglas Baird, of the University of 
Chicago; Gideon Parchomovsky, 
Fordham University; Francisco Parisi, 
George Mason University; Omri Yadlin, 
Tel Aviv University; Stuart Banner, 
Washington University; Vic Khanna, 
Boston University; Bany Friedman, 
New York University; and Robert Sitkoff, 
Northwestern University 

The workshops may be among the more 
widely known of the center's activities, but 
other parts of the center's program, like its 
research grants, student fellowships 
program, discussion papers series, 
symposia, and the hosting of visitors from 
other schools are maicing the center a 
robust and thriving presence in the life of 
the Law School and the University 

Full-year fellowships will be available to 
outstanding law graduates qualified to 
pursue academic scholarship in the subject 
of the grant. Research awards will also be 
made to law teachers and other scholars, 
which will permit them to spend a period 
in residence at the School pursuing 
inquiries in the field. 

One of the first visitors to qualify for 
such an award was Parchomovsky, an 
associate professor of law at Fordham 
University Parchomovsky, whose academic 
interests center on property, intellectual 
property, and criminal law, presented the 
paper "Givings" at the weekly Law and 
Economics Workshop during his visit in 
September. Parchomovsky has published 
in many journals, including Legal Theory, 
Michigan Law Review, Yale LawJourna2, 
Virginia Law Review, and Columbia Law 
Review. 

This spring, Tomotaka Fujita visits the 
Law School as an Olin Fellow; he is an 
associate professor specializing in 
commercial law at the University of Tokyo 
Faculty of Law. Fujita writes in the areas of 
commercial transactions and finance and 
corporate law and is teaching, among other 
things, U.S. transactions law and corporate 
finance. ' 

The center's research grants also help 
both faculty and students. Professor of Law 

New York President Vartan Gregorian, former 
president of Brown University. 

But such success faces challenges, 
he said: 
r The information revolution, which has 

spawned a specialization that challenges us 
to develop a common vocabulary. "Choice is 
unlimited, but coherence is missing." 
The commercialization of research that "has 
the potential to be corrupting and corroding" . 
and challenges us 'Yo keep some degree 
of independence." 

ownership, faculty location, and financial 
responsibility that it raises. 
Gregorian delivered the annual Davis, 

Markert, Nickerson Lecture on Academic and : 
Intellectual Freedom in a program at the Law . 

$. . 
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Aca&micft.edorn and the centrality ofthi 
faculty are "keys to the survival* ofAmerican 
universities, Carnegie Grporation of New York 
President Vartan GmgorSan asserts m he ddivws the 
annual Davis, Markert, N i r k m  Lecture on 
Academic and Intellectual Freedom at the Law 
~ i h o d  in September: 



Kyle Lose hns used aid fm the center to 
further his study of fiscal public policy. 
J.D.Rh.D. candidare Petkr DiCola has used 
a summer p a  to conduct research on 
issues of copyright in the music industry 
And a recent graduate, Robert Mikos, '01, 
enjoyed a student grant during his third 
year of study to co-author an article with 
Ben-Sbhar. 

~dd ing  economic perspectives to legal 
scholarship is a value-added teaming that 
enhances the investigation as well as 
focuses it, according to Ben-Shahar. 
"I t h k  that students, even students who 
are not trained in economics, are attracted 
to the rigor of economic analysis," he says. 
"It provides an organized way for thinking 
about public policy and legal issues. I t  ' 
provides a methodology . . . It generates a 
new way of looking at things that is fresh 
and sometimes counter-intuitive, one that 
questions some of the basic premises that 
legal scholars have always adhered to. 

"The basic building block of economic ' 

PHOTO BY GREGORY FOX PHOfO BY 
OF MICHIGAN PHOTO SEWICES 

harm as given and looks to liabihty rules to 
analysis is the ration&individual who resolve the problem. Economic analysis, in 
responds to incentives, and it views legal sharp contrast, doesn't take the ha& as 
rules as incentive devices. Using this given but tries to figure out how to prevent 
approach you can actually check what will it. Economists study how liability rules can 
be the effect of legal rules.:' change the behavior of both injurers and 

For examPle;&tys Ben-Shahar, "in victims, as well as employers akd insurance 
studying liability rules qf tort law, the 
traditional legal view takes the victimh 

companies, prior to the 'accident' and affect 
the risk of harm." 

LEFT Hward Law 
and Economics 
Professor Steven 
Shavell, delivering the 
lluzuguml Lecturefor 
theJohn M. Olin 
Centerfor Law and 
Economics, draws 
distinctions among 
sanctions backed by 
moral, legal, or a 
combination of both 
kinds of ru2es.- 

FAR LEFT Olin 
Center Director Omri 
Ben-Shahat: 



status. Who it? 
Participants in the Law School's second assume that causation in refugee law can 

biennial Colloquium on Challenges in be defined by rncritical analor to 
Refugee Law gathered here from around standards in other branches of the law. 
the world lastspring to clarify the "nexus" Only randy have senior courts sought 
clause of Article I of the Convention carefully to conceive an understanding of 
Relating to the Status of Refugees. After causation of specific relevance to refugee 
intense discussion, they agreed on 18 . law, including the critical questions of a 
guidelines to help bring uniformity to standard of causationsand the types of 
decidmg who is and who is not entitled to evidence whlch shouM inform the 
refugee status. The Guidelines are causation inquiry" 
distributed worldwide to judges and other Out of this legal murkiness participants 
legal experts in the refugee field. forged guidelines that divide into sectioqs - - 

Article 1 defines a refugee as "[Any on general considerations, nature of the' 
person who] owing to a &-founded fear *ired causal link, standard of causation, 
of being persecuted for reasons of race, and evidence of causation. 
rehgion, nationality, membership of a "Not every person who is outside his or 
particular social group or political opinion, her own country and has a well-founded 
is outside the country of his nationality and fear of being persecuted is a Convention 
is unable or, owing to such fear, is refugee," the Guidelines begin. "The risk 
unwilling to avail hmself of the protection faced by the applicants must be causally 
of that country . ." linked to at least one of the five grounds 

"Comparatively little thought has been enumerated in the Convention - race, 
given to how best to conceive the religion, nationality, membership of a 
linkage or nexus between the con particular social group or political 
ground and the risk of being persecu opinion." 
noted colloquium organizer James C. The refugee status applicant's fear of 
Hathaway, director of the Law School persecution is not adequate to gain 
Program in Refugee and Asylum protection, participants agreed: "The causal 
what circumstances may the risk link between the applicant's predicament 
be 'for reasons of one of the five and a Convention ground will be revealed 
Convention grounds? by evidence of the reasons which led either 

"The jurisprudence of many leading to the infliction or threat of a relevant 
asylum states is simply silent on harm, or which cause the applicant's 
while decisions rendered in other states country of origin to withhold effective 

protection in the face of a privately inflicted 
risk. Attribution of the Convention ground to 
the applicant by the state or non- 
governmental agent of persecution is 
sufficient to establish the required causal 
connection." 

Causation standards for determining , , 
refugee status are unique to the refugee issue, 
and may be "established'by either direct or 
circumstantial evidence," according td the 
Guidelines. Standards of causation developed 
in other specializations do not apply 

"Refugee status is not restricted to persons 
who are members of a politiyl, reQgious or 
other minority group," thel&uideIines 
conclude. " m l e  members of minority 
p u p s  are in practice more commonly 
exposed to the risk of being persecuted than 
are persons who are part of majority 
populations, the only requirement for 
recognitivf refugee status is demonstration 
thatsa Convention ground is a contributing 
factor to the risk of being persecuted." 

New Zealand Refugee Status Appeals 
Authority Deputy Chair Rodger EG. Haines, 
Q.C., of the University of Auckland, served 
as colloquium chair. Specialists from 
universities in the United States, Europe, and 
Australia participated, as did Law School 
students. The students had used the term 
leading up to the colloquium to research and 
prepare the Background Study that was 
distributed to participants before the 
colloquium convened. 

continued from page 25 
I '  

2 , 7  Following the first conference's pradce of 
.,.- having a US.-based and European-based 

1 speaker for each session, participants spent two 
I-' days discussing and debating The Impact on 

International Law of a Decade of Measures 
against Iraq." 

In what Assistant Dean for lnternational 
Programs Virginia Gordan called a "fantastic" 
conference, participants discussed the use of 
force, sanctions and humanitarian exceptions, 
arms control, the UNSGOM experience, the 
Compensation Commission, human rights 
protection and monitoring, and the role and 

/ functioning of the UN Security Council. ' Many members of the Law School 
' 

community participated, including Gordan and 

Dean Jeffrey S. Lehman, '81. Among the 
presenters were Law School Visiting Professor 
Karima Bennoune, '94, Prolessors MerslYt Fox I! 
and Robert Howse, and Bruno Simma, an 
Affiliated Overseas Faculty member who also is 
on the faculty at Ludwig Maxjmilian University in 
Munich. Law School Professors Catharine A. 
MacKinnon and Mathias Reimann, LL.M. '83, 
also participated. 

European participants came from many 
insti~utins, including Cambridge University, 
the School of Oriental and African Studies in 
London, the UN, the' German Ministry of 
Defense, the Camegie Endowment for 
International Peace, the Sorbonne, and 
universities in Padova, Paris, Berlin, Pama, 

' 

and Valencia. 

3kadden director: Fellowships 
we designed to benefit clients 

"Remember," Skadden Fellowships Program 
Director Susan Butler Plum told law students 
interested in applying for the prestigious public 
ihtsrest fellowships, "Skadden Fellowships are 
for the client. They are not for the Skadden 
fellows, or the law school. When you do your 
essay3 think of what you can do for your clients." 

Plum visited the Law School early in the fall 
term to outline the Skadden Fellowships. :'. .', 

program, which has placed more than 330 
fellows In public interest positions since it began 
in 1988. Most of these recipients remain in 4 
contact with Plum and with each other, forming a 1 
rretwork that stretches across the country. 'Our I 



Precht: Defending a tcmorist rk 
i; 

how complex we are Wim 
X%,e mmi11 of Septetmher 11 1 qefhl Y -  

rn .6)& of hblic kjmice I3irtz-r 
h & t ,  who &fended one of the 
in h first bmbing of the World 

T i  wtgr. on Febwry 26,1893. 
mEk.t, c public defender in New York City 
at the time, had no experience with 
t e m d s ~  and expected his involvement to 
be b@-lid when he was callecl on to 
negotiate bail far suspect M o h a e d  
5akme.b. 

lmtead, his involvement became 
leflgrhy and compk, as he outlined in a 

at thg Law School in October. By the 
time that Jalameh and three other suspects 
were convicted, l?recht had come to 
m&mrnd b t  an accused terrorist also 
can be pmorable, engagmg, supportive, 
and s o a m  humorous. \ 

There were times, Precht confessed, that 
"my empathy scared me. Was I betraying . 

my role as a patriotic American by 
defending this man?" 

"Speak simply," Salameh advised Precht 
when the attorney talked by telephone , , 

with SalamehS father. @ Jordan. "Salameh's 
personality baffled m e ~ ~ ~ r e c h t  explained. 
"Sometimes he seemed depraved, 
sometimes he seemed kind. He doodled 
when pictures of the victims were shown. 

"I found it deeply distbrbing that 
someone with so much humanity could be 
a cold-blooded terrorist, and I found it 

goal is to build a national public interest law firm 
without walls, and it's working," Plum said. 

In recent years applicants fmm the Law 
S~haol regularly have been among winners OT 
the 25 fellowships awarded each year. 

veals 

t o  heJldge. 
~ i t ~ i + i i ~ s w ~ ~ a s a  

human bemg?" Precht.sked in cmc1&. 
" D m t  matter if the jury saw him zi a 
human being? J&es it matter if we .amvkt 
a sterrotygk as long as we law that 
he's grudty? 

?&groEhe&fPhat%daes~ 
For ds psiEe we &pros m o u ~ s e l l ~ , ~ ~  
~ m r e d ~ ; a s h ~ u h e w ~  
+ z d & ~ f ~ a u b ~ ~ ~ h l o & e R t h c m K n d d  
p&irmwenrpo&-m - 
tLTmE4 i r l t € l r ~ - ~ . ~  

deeply disturbing that I had lost my 
capacity to hate him." 

PrechtS s u m t i o n  was a lesson in the 
practical and reflected his own experience 
with Sllameh: The evidence of guilt was 
overwhelming. All I could do was try to 
humanize him." 

The jury agmd with the first part. 
"Guilty" Life imPrisohmnt. S h e h  and 
the other defendants responded with 
shouted obscenities against the United 
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Adding sight, 
and touch to 

The law may be a structure of ideas, but 
juries still base much of their decision 
making on what they can see, hear, and 
feel, esperts told practicing attorneys 
gathered for the week-long Clarence 
Darrow Death Penalty Defense College, 
held at the Law School last spring. 

Organized by Adjunct Professor Andrea 
D. Lyon, a nationally recognized capital 
defense attorney who formerly sewed on 
the Law ~choofs  clinical faculty, the 
Clarence Darrow Death Penalty Defense 
College drew participants from throughout 
the country to lectures and demonstrations 
by esFerts like mitigation specialist Cessie 
Alfonso, and Marquette University Law 
School Dean Howard B. Eisenberg. A 
special speaker for the college was Jennifer 
Bishop, national president of Murder 
Victims' Families for Reconciliation, an 
anti-capital punishment organization. 

Participants also brought actual cases to 
the college to discuss in small groups 
where they traded ideas and esperiences. 

Making contact with jurors was a 
common theme. As mitigation specialist 
Cessie Alfonso put it: "My motto is, if I 
hear it, if I see it, if I feel it, I'll believe it." 

A1 fonso, a nationally recognized expert 
in forensic social work and founder1 
president of Alfonso Associates, which 
provides social work and psychosocial 
assessments to clients, taught the session 
"Investigating and Presenting Mitigation 
Evidence." 

"\Vords like 'a lot,' 'many times,' throw 
them out. Be specific," she advised. 

A lauyer's hand shot up in the audience 
How do you make alcohol abuse in the 
family seem real to a jury? the lawyer 
wondered. 

'Your client comes home at 5 p.m.?" 
Alfonso asked the lauyer. "And how many 
beers has she had by 6 p.m.?" Alfonso set 
two empty soft drink cans on the table 
before her. "How many by 7 p.m.? Three 

sound, 
the law 

more cans joined the first two. "By 
midnight?" By this time she had a dozen or 
more cans on the table in front of her. 

Lyon, a professor at DePaul University 
Law School in Chicago, advised attorneys 
to "collect things. Juries count exhibits." 

"You need things, not just words," she 
explained in her lecture "Introduction to 
Death Penalty Practice; Joining the Guilt 
and Penalty Phase." 

"You really want to create exhibits - 
as many as possible. These things help 
your case." Photos, diaries, mementos - 
all these help to create and identify the 
personality of the defendant, she said. 

Lyon espanded on the theme of making 
contact with the jury in her later session on 
the penalty phase closing argument. "You're 
trying to give the jury permission to feel 
what they need to feel to vote your way, 
because juries do not vote with their heads, 
they vote with their hearts," she noted. 

"You don't have the last word, so you 
have to set up an argument that keeps 
arguing for you. You need things to go 
back to the jury that continue to remind 
the jury of what you've said." 

Other teachers in the college came from 
throughout the country. Among them were 
Michael L. Stout, a criminal law specialist 
in New Mexico who conducted workshops 
on jury selection issues for the defense 
team in U.S. I!. McVeiglz; Kevin McNall~: a 
capital defense attorney in Frankfort, 
Kentucky and a founding member of the 
Kentucky Association of Criminal Defense 
Lawyers; Crystal Marchigiani, supervisor of 
the Delinquency Division of the Office of 
the Cook County (Illinois) Public 
Defender; Denise LeBoeuf, director of the 
Capital Post-Conviction Project of 
Louisiana; John Lanahan, a San Diego 
practitioner who fcrmerly worked with the 
State Appellate Defender and the Cook 
County Public Defender in Illinois; Sean D. 
O'Brien, former executive director of the 
Missouri Capital Punishment Resource 
Center and organizer of the Public Interest 

Colutnbia, South Gal-nlina, a t ton tq  William 
Nettles stresses the importance qf using all your 
senses in a capital ttial during a program that was 
part qf the Clarence Dawow Death Penalty 
Defmsc Collegc. 

Clinic at the University of Missouri at 
Kansas City; Howard Eisenberg, dean of 
the Marquette University Law School; Kelly 
Gleason, deputy counsel in the capital 
division of the Tennessee District Public 
Defenders Conference; and William 
Nettles, a former public defender now in 
practice in Columbia, South Carolina. 

The University of Michigan Law School 
has made the Clarence Darrow Death 
Penalty Defense College a permanent part 
of its spring schedule. The college takes its 
name from famed attorney Clarence 
Darrou: who attended the University of 
Michigan Law School. Among Darrow's 
famous cases was his defense in the 
Leopold and Loeb murder trial of 1924: 

"I am pleading for a time when hatred 
and cruelty will not control the hearts of 
men," Darrow said in his sentencing plea in 
that case. "When we can learn by reason 
and judgment and understanding and faith 
that all life is worth saving and that mercy 
is the highest attribute of man." 

28 THE UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN LAW SCHQOI- 
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- -  - 'th Addition nxks 20 years 

I L--. h 

I 

The innovative underground Allan F: appropriate moment to remind the 
and Alene Smith Addition to the Law community how much the "new" space has 
hbrary created space where there seemed meant to us. We occupy a building that is 
to be none and melded traditional architecturally remarkable as a classic 
architecture above ground with state of the example of the International style, and we 
art design below ground level. In August, really appreciate it. 
on the occasion of the 20th anniversary of 
the addition, Library Director Margaret A. 
Leary took note of the occasion by 
distributing the following message to the 
Law School community: 

Next week will be the 20th Anniversary 
of the Library's move into the Allan F: and 
Alene Smith Addition to the Law 
Library . . . . I want to recognize the 
occasion by expressing - on behalf of the 

I 
thousands of users and staff who have used 
the space - gratitude and appreciation for 
what we have. 

The Smith Addition enabled us to 
provide, for the first time: 

Public open stack access to the most- 
needed research material. 

i Visible and inviting service desks. 
Efficient and effective arrangement of 
staff space. 
Carrels in which users can gather 
research material. 
Lounge, table, and lightwell seating 
in addition to carrels, for variety 
Air conditioned space for people 
and books. 
Adequate space for microforms, 
computers, copy machines, and 
microform equipment. 

And these improvements further 
enabled us to turn our attention to 
providing significantly better support for 
faculty teaching and research, student 
research and publications, and all our other 
patrons. Only a few of us were here before, 
and took part in The Move, but we 
treasure our memories. 

The 20 years have brought much 
change, thousands more volumes to the 
collection, and new demands on our space, 
which challenge us. But this seemed an 



I 10 vears young and counting 
1 Heaward DortSs Dean JefFrey S. Lehrnan, '81, who * 

developed the idea to launch the clinic, 
enth*iamn was as described himself as feeline like a 'bmud 

U A 

he led his visitom thr~gh the parent'' as he has watched LAUC mature 

maze of new 2x4s and skeletal 
moms that will open soon as 

the Robert Thompson 
Apartments. 

and thrive under Lentok leadership. 
"Ith a great pleasure to serve in this way," 
he said of the Law School's participation\ 
"and to pmvide this tremendous educational 
opportunity for these studentsn 

The clinic has made "a profound impact 
on me," academically professionally, and 
personally, said law student Markeisha 
Miner, who worked for two terms in the 
clinic and will graduate in'2002. 

It's exciting to see one project she 
worked on nearing ~ompletion and another 
about to begin, she'&qlained. 'To be in the 
trenches with yous clients, I think, is the 
essence of practicing law Thank you all 
for letting me take part in that." 

According to Lento, LAUC has 
participated in developing more than 500 
new units of affordable housing and the 
rehabilitation of more than 100 housing 
units. The projects have leveraged more 
than $45 million in public and private 
funds to support affordable housing. 

Passion, commitment, and vision have 
marked the clinic's work - on the part of 
community organizations and on the part 
of students, faculty, and staff, Lento said. 
One clinic-assisted project, she explained, 
successfully forced a wealthy community to 
cease discharging raw storm water into the 
waters of a poor neighbor community; 
another pioneered the use of manufactured 
homes and lease- to-buy arrangements in 
low-income housing. 

"It is your passion and commitment that 
makes our work so important," she 
concluded. "One only has to drive through 
our neghborhoods to understand that 
there is so much to be done." 

Formerly the Locama Apartments, the 
once-grand building, with two fireplaces 
and a tile floor in the enuy area, had fallen 
into disrepair and neglect. Abandoned and' 
stripped by scavengers, it is coming back 
to life as a $4.8 million project that will - ' 
provide 49 one- and two-bedroom 
apartments for low to moderate-income 
residents. The project is one of many that 
the Law School's Legal Assistance for 
Urban Communities Clinic (LAUC) has 
helped bring to fmition during its decade 
of work in Detroit. 

Shortly after leading hls tour, Dortch 
tells more than 290 well-wishers next door 
at Ebenezer ATYE Church celebrating the 
clinic's 10th birthday that his work with 
the c h i c  has been "one of the best 
relationships I've ever experienced." 
Dortch, vice president of the Ebenezer 
AME Church Mon-Profit Housing 
Corporation, which is developing the 
Thompson Apartments, was one of the 
evening3 lineup of speakers who praised 
the clinic and its director, Clinical Professor 
Rochelle Lento. 

"Rochelle cares deeply about Detroit, 
and rm happy to celebrate 'this 
anniversaryn said keynote speaker 
Saul A. Green, '72, former U.S. Attorney 
for the Eastern District of Michigan. "I 
believe [the clinic] is an excellent example 
of buildmg community through 
partnerships," Green said. "It's a unique 
example of a way to address problems that 
sometimes seem insurmountable." 

ABOW. Keynote speak Saat A. Gwen, 72,! r~ca& 
p w i n i  up in the thm-thriving neighbafhood ,th;dt 
s u r - r o u ~  Ebenezet. AME Chunh, w h m  tk 10th 
anniversary cdebrationfor t%e Legal Assistacefor 
Urban Communities Glinic 'was held. f i e  @SdcS. 
we of partnerships with cotnmunity ~oqpnI~afit1"1@ 
shows "a way to address prob2ems that sometfmes 
seem insumuntclble, " said h e n ,  jam u.S. 
Attorney for thR Eastern Dtstvict of Michigan. 

-- 



31 Welcome to the Law School 

33 Gennany turns to 
Bruno S ~ ~ X I W  for European 

e) Court of Justice seat 
. I 

34 Lempert named 
Distinguished University 
Professor; Avi-Yonah and 
Malamud receive 
named professorships 

9 5  Eric Stein, '42, receives 
' University of Michigan 

Press Awrad 

36 Halberstam heads new 
European Union Center 

38 Frier ch&s Department 
af Classical Studies 

38 Professor Beverley J. Pooley, 
LL.M.'58, S.J.D.'61, 
dies at 67 

40 Activities 

43 Visiting, adjunct faculty 
enrich Law School life 

Teaching. Research. 
Service. 

These are the 
foundatiom of the 
role of faculty at the 
University of 
Michigan Law School. 
And the faculty 
members themselves 
are the foun&tiom 
for the high quality 
legal education that 
students receive and 
the well-deserved 
standing that the Law 
School enjoys among 
the nation's best 
law schoob. 

This year, seven new 
faculty members are 
joining the Law 
School familyf 
further enriching the 
School's curriculum 
and adding to the 
liveliness of 
intellectuat endeavor 
throughout the Law 
School. 

Here are the new 
faculty members: 
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E. hWs specid assism, 
advising the secretary on 

r mtbdpolu=yissues; and i wry--v 
of the Tkamy br 
c'omm- bd~pZM3lt 
policy $afi Mped to 
negotiate pasag of 

experience includes serving 
as special adviser and 
counselor on the Policy 
Planning Staff of the U.S. 
State Department, focusing 
on human @ts and 
international oqpnkatiotls; 
Treasury Secretary Robert 

Assistant Professor 
of Law Michael Barr 
joined the M h g a n  Law 
faculty in fall 2001. He 
earned his B.A., summa 
cum lczu.de, from Yale 
University, an M. Phd in 
International Relations 
from Magdalen College, 
Oxford, as a Rhodes 
Scholar, and his J.D. from 
Yale Law School. Barr was 
an articles editor for the 
Yde Law 6 Policy Review, 
and was active in the 
homelessness clinic and in 
the Lowenstein Human 
Rights Clinic, where he co- 
directed Haitian Cattrs 
Cacnci2 v. McNary, which 
challenged the U.S. policy 
of repatriating hitian 
refugees. 

h r r  was co-recipient of 
the 1992 Human Rights 
Award of the American 
Immption Iaw 
Association, and co- 
recipient of the Charles G. 
Albom Prize for appellate 
advocacy. He sewed as a 
judicial clerk for Justice 
David H. Souter of the U.S. 
Supreme Court, and for 
Judge Pierre N. Leva1 of 
the Southem District of 
New York. His wide 

h-flnandal i&kmimbn 
law, and to enact mie 
dun $25'trtllionh 
itlibiatives for k-income 
t 3 x n m e .  Fnrmlw9 
to- 2081, E h  a h  d 
c o m d y a s  SpEaal 
advhrmtheP&&mq 
responsible for the f&ral 
gwernmentk policies with 
reqect to the Dklict of 
Columbia. 

In the spring of 2001, 
Barr was a visiting fellow at 
the Bmokmgs Imxituti5n, 
whereheremainsa 
nomsident senior fellow 
In addition, he has d 
on the board of the 
Telecommunications 
Development Fund, a 
publicly-chartered 
invesmt find f& 
on early stage technolagy 
firms, and on tme tcbimry 
b o d  of D.C. Agenda and 
of George Washingon 
Universityk Center for 
Excellence in Municipal. 
Management. He is a term 
m d e r  of the Council on 
Foreign Relations, and a 
member of the bars of New 
York anti the District of 
C o l d .  

Bans research and 
teaclung interests indude 
linancial iIlstituli011~, 
community development, 
and international law. He 
has written on access to 
capid, international labor 
and enviramend nghts 
in trade agreements, 
refixgee hw, d h d t h  
policy. At the Law Schoo1, 
he is teaching J u e n  
and Choice of L m ,  and 
Financial Institutiom. 



Assistant Professor 
of Law Laura Beny, 
who won Haward Prize 
and National Science 
Foundation fellowships 
during her work toward 
her Ph.D. in economics at 
Hanrard University, earned 
her J.D. at Harvard Law 
School, her M.A. in 
economics at Hanrard 
University, and her B.A. 
with distinction in 
economics at Stanford 
Llniversity. 

At Harvard Law School, 
she won the John M. Olin 
Prize for Outstanding 
Paper in Law and 
Economics and was a John 
M. Olin Fellow in Law and 
Economics in 1997-98 and 
during the summers of 
1998 and 1999. 

At Stanford, her paper 
"Market-Based Approaches 
to African Wildlife 
Conservation" won the 
John G. Sobieski Award for 
the outstanding senior 
thesis. 

Beny is a member of 
the newsletter editorial 
board for the Sudan 
Studies Association in 
North America, helped to 
analyze the impact of labor 
market reforms in the 
People's Republic of China 
for the Cambridge, 

Massachusetts-based 
National Bureau of 
Economic Research, and 
during 2000-2001 has 
been working with the 
bureau to assemble a 
database of companies 
providing stock option 
compensation to non- 
executive employees to 
address corporate 
governance and incentive 
implications. 

Her paper "A 
Comparative Empirical 
Investigation of Agency 
and Market Theories of 
Insider Trading," presented 
at the John M. Olin Center 
for Law, Economics and 
Business at Harvard Law 
School, now is being 
prepared for publication, 
and her paper "Legal and 
Economic Implications of 
Slavery and Slave 
Redemption in the Sudan," 
first presented at the 
African Studies Association 
Annual Meeting in 
Philadelphia, is to appear 
in the book Perspectives on 
Genocide in the Sudan. 

Among Beny's other 
publications are 
"Insider Trading Law, 
Enforcement, Ownership 
Structure, and Stock 
Market Liquidity: A 
Comparative Empirical 
Analysis," which appeared 
in the Dutch publication 
Financiele Studiajcrenigrng 
Rotterdam, and "Seychelles 
Country Report" (with Lisa 
C. Cook), which appeared 
in Africa Competiti~leness 
Report 2000, published by 
Oxford University Press. 

Beny begins teaching at 
the Law School next fall. 

Assistant Professor 
of Law Richard 
Primus rece~ved his J.D. 
from Yale Law School. 
While at Yale, he was an 
editor of the Yale LAW 
Journal, and won two 
awards in the Moms Tyler 
Moot Court of Appeals - 
for best oral argument and 
best overall team performance. 

Before earning his law 
degree, Primus received his 
A.B. summa cum laudc from 
Hanrard College, where he 
was in the Junior Year 12 
for Phi Beta Kappa. A 
Rhodes Scholar, he then 
earned a D.Phi1. in politics 
at Oxford, where he was 
the Jowett Senior Scholar 
at Balliol College. 

After graduating from 
Yale Law School, Primus 
clerked for Judge Guido 
Calabresi on the Second 
Circuit and Justice Ruth 
Bader Ginsburg at the U.S. 
Supreme Court. He then 
practiced law at the 
Washington, D.C., office of 
Jenner & Block. Among 
his duties at Jenner & 
Block was to work on 
redistricting legslation on 
behalf of the Democratic 
Party of New Jersey 

He joined the 
University of Michigan 
Law School faculty this 
year. 

Primus is the author of 
Thc Amcrican h n p a g c  @ f  
Rishts (Cambridge 
University Press, 1999), 
which Yalc Law Report 
called "a major 
contribution to 
contemporary political 
theory, of interest to 
scholars and students in 
politics and government, 
constitutional law, and 
American history." 

Part of Cambridge's 
"Ideas in Contest" series, 
The American h n p a g e  C$ 
Rights examines three 
periods in American 
history - the late 
eighteenth century the 
Civil War, and the 1950s 
and '60s - to assess their 
impact on the language of 
rights. The book also was 
the first study of its kind to 
examine the impacts of 
totalitarian regmes in Nazi 
Germany and the So~iet 
Union on our discussion of 
rights. Noted the journal 
Law and Social I n q u i ~ :  

"Conceptualizing rights 
language as grounded in 
opposition to concrete 
social and political 
practices, Primus explores 
the potency of rights 
language throughout 
American history and the 
impact of modem totalitar- 
ianism on American 
conceptions of rights." 

Primus' teaching 
interests include constitutional 
law, the First Amendment, 
employment discrimination, 
the law of voting, and the 
history of legal thought. He 
is teaching Introduction to 
Constitutional Law and the 
new course Employment 
Discrimination. 

Clinical Assistant 
Professor of Law 
Paul Holland received 
his B.A. In history from 
Hanrard University, his 
J.D., m a p a  cum laude, 
from New York University 
School of Law, and his 
LL.M. from Georgetown 
University J-aw Center, 
where he was also a 
Prettyman Fellow. 

Holland joined the 
University of Michigan 
Law School's Child 
Advocacy Law Clinic as a 
clinical assistant professor 
this year. He has taught 
clinical law at both Loyola 
University Chicago and 
Georgetown University 
Law Center. His teaching 
and litigation focus on the 
representation of children, 
primarily in delinquency 
and child protection 
proceedings, but also in 
school-related matters. 



Clinical Assistant 
Professor of Law 
Mark K. Osbeck, '86, 
joined the faculty of the 
Law School's Legal Practice 
Program this year. He 
earned his A.B. with high 
distinction from the 
University of Michigan, an 
M.A. with honors at Johns 
Hopluns University, and 
his J.D., cum laude, at the 
University of Michigan 
Law School, where he was 
editor of the University of 
Michigan Journal of Law 
Reform. 

While attending Johns 
Hopkins, Osbeck was 
awarded a University 
Fellowship, the top 
departmental award. 
Following his graduation 
from law school, he served 
as a judicial clerk for 
Michigan Supreme Court 
Justice Charles L. Levin. 
He has more than 13 years 
of experience in 
commercial litigation with 
extensive trial and 
deposition experience and 
was a shareholder with the 
finn Reinhart, Boerner, Van 
Deuren, Noms and 
Rieselbach before joining 
the Law School faculty 

Osbeck holds 
membership in the 
American Bar Association 
and is admitted to practice 
in Colorado and Wchigan. 
He has practiced before a 
number of U.S. District 
Courts and before the U.S. 
Court of Appeals, Tenth 
Circuit. His most recent 
publications include 
"Broker Prevailsu in the 
Colorado]mmal(2000) 
and "The Doctrine of 
Sovereign Immunity in 
Colorado Tort Law," also in 
the Colorado Journal 
(2000). 

Clinical Assistant 
Professor of Law 
David A. Santacroce, 
the fomer senior staff 
attorney for the Sugar Law 
Center for Economic and 
Social Justice in Detroit, is 
now teaching in the 
Michigan Clinical Law 
Program. He holds an 
U.M. from Columbia 
University School of Law, 
where he was named a 
Harlan Fiske Stone Scholar, 
a J .D. cum laude from Pace 
University School of Law, 
where he was managing 
editor of the Pace Law 
Review, and a B.A. from 
Connecticut College. 

At the Sugar Law 
Center, Santacroce 
managed a national 
programmatic worker's 

rights campaign under the 
Worker Adjusunent and 
Retraining Notification Act 
in trial ad appellate courts 
throughout the United 
States, and has published 
and spoken widely on the 
topic. He a h  was 
responsible for the Center's 
Cities Reinvestment 
Project, which monitors 
corporations' account- 
ability for tax subsidies. 

Santacroce is a 
founding member, director, 
officer of, and general 
counsel to Equal Justice 
America, a national 
nonprofit corporation that, 
under his direction, 
recently opened a disability 
law c h c  and which, for 
the last seven years, has 
provided grants to law 
students who volunteer to 
work with organizations 
providing civil legal 
services to the indigent. 

At the Law School, 
Santacroce is teadung 
Poverty Law Litigation, 
Poverty Law Litigation 
Workshop, C h c a l  
Law I - Civil, and C h c a l  
Law I Seminar - Civil. 

Cliniciat Assistant 
Professor of Law 
Nancy E. v m e ,  '97' 
earned a B.A. at James 
Madison College at 
Michigan State University 
(MSU) cum laude; an 
M.U.P. (masters of urban 
planning) at the University 
of Michigan, magna cum 
laude; and a J.D., magna 
cum laude and Order of the 
Coif, at the University of 
Michigan Law School. 

Vettorello, who has 
joined the faculty of the 
Law School's Legal Practice 
Program, has excelled 
throughout her academic 
career. She was elected to 

Phi Beta Kappa at MSU 
and was a Founder's 
Fellow and Jorge Perez 
Fellow (both for academic 
excellence) while earning 
her masters degree. She 
served as contributing 
editor for the Michigan 
jounral of Law Reform while 
earning her law degree. 

After graduating from 
the Law School, she served 
as a judicial clerk for the 
Hon. Betty B. Fletcher, U.S. 
Court of Appeals, Ninth 
Circuit. She practiced law 
as an associate in the 
health care department 
with Miller, Canfield, 
Paddock and Stone in 
Ann Arbor, and has served 
as a reference librarian 
with the University of 
Michigan Law Library 
She is a member of 
both the Michigan Bar 
and the American Bar 
Associations. 

Vettorello is teaching 
Legal Practice Z and Legal 
Practice 11. 



Lempert named Distinguished University Professor; 
Avi-Yonah and Malamud receive named professorships 

Three Unl\rersity of Mlchigan Law 
School faculty have recelved named 
professorships 

w Richard 0. Lempert, '68, has been 
named the Enc Stem Dlst~nplshed 
University Professor of Law and 
Sociology; 

w Reuven S. Avi-Yonah has been named 
as the first Imqn I. Cohn Professor of 
Law at the University of Michigan Law 
School; and 

w Deborah C. Malamud has been 
appointed the James E. and Sarah A. 
Degan Professor of Law. 

Lempert, a professor of law who also 
is a professor of sociology and former 
chairman of the U-M Sociology 
Department, is founding director of the 
University of Michigan's Life Sciences, 
Values, and Society Program. He has been a 
leader for three decades in rigorously and 
innovatively applying the knowledge and 
methods of social sclence research to legal 
issues. His book A Modem Approach to 
Evidence pioneered the problem-oriented 
approach that is now widely used in the 
teaching of evidence. 

"Professor Lempert is widely recognized 
for his role in establishing modem law 
and society as an academic field," U-M 
President Lee C. Bollinger and Vice Provost 
for Academic Affairs Earl Lewis said in 
recommending Lempert to the Board of 
Regents for the University-wide 
professorship. "He was one of the key 
founders of the Law and Society 
Associa ti on, a thriving interdisciplinary 
organization drawing together legal 
scholars, social scientists, and others 
interested in the 'social embeddedness' 
of the law." 

Bollinger and Lewis added that 
"Lempert's commitment to the training of 
students is similarly strong, not only in 
terms of his classroom teaching, but also in 
terms of the quality of materials he creates 
for his classes." 

Richard 0. Lcmpelt, '68 Rettvtn S.  Avi-Ibnnh Dcborah C.  Malamud 

Lempert's work has contributed to the 
study of juries, race and affirmative action, 
forensic uses of DNA, capital punishment, 
the use of social science testimony in 
litigation, mechanisms of dispute 
resolution, and the law of evidence. A 
senior fellow of the U-M's Society of 
Fellows and a fellow of the American 
Academy of Arts and Sciences, Lempert 
also has been a fellow at the Center for 
Advanced Studies in the Behavioral 
Sciences and a visiting scholar at the 
Russell Sage Foundation. He received the 
Law and Society Association's Kalven Prize 
in recognition of his lifetime of scholarly 
achievement. 

"It is Professor Lempert's request that his 
Distinguished University Professorship be 
named in honor of Eric Stein, Hessel E. 
Yntema Professor Emeritus of Law, who is 
widely regarded as an eminent scholar in 
international and comparative law," 
Bollinger and Lewis told the regents in 
their recommendation. Stein, '42, who 
holds law degrees from the University of 
Michigan and Charles University in Prague, 
senred with the U.S. Department of State 
and was adviser to the U.S. Delegation to 

the United Nations General Assembly 
before joining the Law School faculty 
He is the recipient of the 2001 University 
of Michigan Press Book Award. (See 
adjoining story.) 

Avi-Yonah received his B.A. suinn1a ctcm 
2atidc from Hebrew University, his A.M. 
and Ph.D. from Hanrard University, and his 
J.D. rnagna cum laude from Hanrard Law 
School. After several years of private 
practice, A\i-Yonah joined the faculty at 
Han~ard Law School in 1994. He came to 
the University of Michigan Law School 
in 2000. 

Recognized as a leading scholar of 
international law and international 
taxation, Avi-Yonah has written on the 
international taxation of electronic 
commerce, globalization, and the 
international impact of U.S. taxation 
choices. He also has been a consultant to 
the U.S. Treasury Office of Tax Policy and 
has served on the executive committee of 
the Tax Section of the New Yorlc State 
Bar Association and the tax management 
arm of the United States Income 
Advisory Board. 

The Irwin I. Cohn Professorship was 
established last year by a gift from Avern L. 
Cohn, '49, in honor of his father, a 1917 
graduate of the Law School. Avern Cohn, a 

Continued on pagc 35 



L1.S. District Judge for the Eastern District 
of Michigan, shares his father's love of law, 
cornmitnicnt to the University, and sense of 
public duty The endowment also includes 
prior gifts from Judge Cohn to the Irwin I ,  
Cohn Faculty Research Fund, the Avern L. 
Cohn Fund for the Advancement of 
Michigan Law, and the Irwin I.  and Avern 
Cohn Dean's Discretionary Fund. Avern 
Cohn has been a consistent participant in 
the life of the Law School through his 
membership on the Committee of Visitors, 
as a frequent speaker at the Law School, 
and as a \<siting professor. 

Malamud received her B.A. rnacqncT c ~ i n ~  
laudc from Wesleyan University College 
and her J.D. c u n ~  laudc from the University 
of Chicago Law School. She clerked for the 
Hon. Louis H. Pollak of the U.S. District 
Court of the Eastern District of 
Pennsylvania and for the Hon. Harry A. 
Blackmun of the U.S. Supreme Court. She 
practiced law in Washington, D.C., for 
several years and has been a member of the 
Law School faculty since 1992. 

A specialist in labor and employment 
law and constitutional la\\?, Malamud has 
written on civil rights with an emphasis on 
affirmative action, and the intersection of 
class and law. She is known for her 
supportive work with students and won 
the Lqw School's L. Hart Wright teaching 
award in spring ZOO 1. She is a member of 
the executive committee of the Uni\rersity's 
Institute of and Industrial Relations 
and is a Facultjl associate in the Program on 
American Culture. 

The James E. and Sarah A. Degan 
Professorship is supported by an 
endowment created through a bequest by 
the late Sarah A. Degan, a long-time 
resident of Detroit. Malamud succeeds 
Theodore J. St. Antoine, '54, as the James 
E. and Sarah A. Degan Professor. Her 
successicm to the professorship is especiall~. 
fitting because both she and St. Antoine are 
held in high esteem for their Work in labor 
law and their engagement in social justice. 
(An excerpt of Professor Emeritus St. 
Antoine's address last May to the College of 
Labor and Employmcni Lanyers in 
Washington. D.C, begins on page 95.) 

Eric Stein, '42, 
wins University of Michigan Press Award 

Enc Stein, '42, the Hessel E. Yntema 
Professor Emeritus of Law, has been won the 
2001 University of Michigan Press Book 
Award. 

This is the second time that Stein has 
won the award. The first was for Diplomats, 
Scicnlists and Politiciatrc: ~ I C  United States and 
thc Nuc2ccu- Tcst Ban hTcCqc~t~ahons (1966), 
whlch he nrote w t h  the late Harold K. 
Jacobson 

Thls year, the Universrty of Michlgan 
Press honored Stem for "his l~ t e ran  
accompllshmen ts, part~cularly Thotights Ji-ont 
n BndCqc A Rctroq~ct l~lc  qf \l7ntrnss 011 hTc7\l 

E U I L ~ ~ C  and Atncnian Fcdci-aI~s~?~, and the 
breadth and depth of hrs scholarly 
contnbutlons to lntematlonal law" 

"The essays collected here coIrer a 
generation of scholarship," Ne\r I'ork 
Unlverslty School of Law Professor Joseph 
H H MTeller umtes In the foren~ord to 

kiic Stc i i~ .  '42 
Tl~otcdtts-fivm a Biidgc (Uni~rersit). of 
hjichiagan Press, 2000). "Each essay has the 
pourer to assault our present day sensibilities 
with their abiding relevance to the most 
current debates. . . . Unfolding in this 
17olume is the intellectual life of a master 
Europeanist, internationalist, and 
comparati~ist." IVeiler is a former member 
of the Llniversity of hjichigan h~rr 

School faculty 
A jToung la\\?.er at the time, Stein fled 

from his native Czechoslovakia in 1939 to 
escape the N,xis. He earned a second law 
degree at the U-M Law School in 1942 and 
~vor-ked for the U.S. Department of State 
before joining the School faculty in 
1955. He has sewed as an adviser to the 
U.S. delegation to the UN General Assembly 
and Security Council and to the U.S. 
counsel at the International Court of Justice. 
He lias lectured \\idel>, in the United States, 
Europe, Japan, and China. He is a member 
of the Council on Foreicgn Relations and the 
International Association and an 
associate member of the International 
Academ! of Comparative La\v. 



A C U L T Y  

Halberstam heads new European Union Ce 

Assistant Professor Daniel Halberstam, a 
graduate of schools in Germany and the 
United States, has been named director of 
the University of Michigan's newly 
established European Union Center (EUC). 
The center is being launched with a grant 
from the European Commission (EC) and 
supporting funds from the Law School and 
elsewhere within the University of 
Michigan. 

As then-Provost Nancy Cantor noted in 
her letter accompanying the application for 
the center, the University "built upon a 
core constituency of the Rackham School 
of Graduate Studies, the College of 
Literature, Science, and the Arts, the 
Business School (through the William 
Davidson Institute), and the Law School, 
and reached out to other units, such as the 
Taubman College of Architecture and 
Urban Planning, the School of Information, 
and the School of Public Health for broad 
support across the University." 

The new center is one of 15 comprising 
the Network of European Union (EU) 

The Center for European Studies at the 
International Institute and the Law School 
spearheaded the application process, which 
sees several units across the University 
committed to the new center \ l t h  faculty 
and research projects, funds, and 
personnel. In the first three years EUC will 
focus on three themes: 

W The EU as a multilayered polity; 
w rile EU as a partner in global 

governance; and 
w f i e  p a t  andfuture qf hiropean idcntities. 

Under Halberstam's leadership, the new 
EUC will: 

Enrich instruction on issues related to 
European unification and transatlantic 
relations. 

w Intensify interdisciplinary research on 
European integration, especially in 
collaboration with professional schools. 

W Become a regonal center for faculty in 
other institutions, executives, legislators, 
and policy makers. 

Centers. It draws on the expertise available Law School ties to Europe are extensive, 
in the Law School and other U-M units as and the Law Library is one of only a few 
part of "the EU's effort to build stronger U.S. depositories for EU documents. In 
ties among Europeans and Americans." addition, the Law School is the first major 

legal education institution in the United 
States to require completion of a course on 

European Union Ccntcl- Dilrctol- and Assistant 
Professor o f  Law Daniel Halhcrstam c~tclzds his 
wclconze and outlincs the new cctztcr? role during 
inaucyuraI activites in October: Seated arc Dean 
Jeffrey S. Lchtnan, '81, rvlzo tnoderated discussion of 
"The fiansatlantic Partnership and the Role of ;he 
Universitv" that was part o f  the ina~c~qural progrant 
Seated next to Lehman is panelist Madcleinc K. 
Albright, formel- U.S. Scct-ctar?, of State and 
Distitzg14ished Scholar at tlzc Universit! of 
Michigan5 William Davidson Institute. Other 
panelists includedJonatltan Davidsoiz, head of 
academic affnirs and political advisorfor- the 
European Commission in Washington, D.C., and 
U-M Plrsidclzt Lee C.  Bollingel: 

"Transnational Law" for graduation. 
(See related story on page 22.) 

"The Law School has been a national 
center of European integration studies 
since 1955, when [now-Hessel E. Yntema 
Professor Emeritus] Eric Stein joined the 
faculty. He published one of the first 
commentaries on cases before the ECSC 
[European Coal and Steel Community], 
and, with Michel Waelbroeck, co-authored 
European Community Law and Institutions in 
Perspective (1976)," according to 
documents accompanying U-M's 
application to the EC. "In 1960, with 
support from U-M, the Federal Bar 
Assoc~ation set up the Institute of the Legal 
Aspects of the European Communities in 
Washington, and organized the first major 
American conference on the Community. 
Joseph Weiler made outstanding 
contributions to EU scholarship during his 
seven-year tenure at U-M." 

The study and teaching of European 
integration has been, and remains, a high 
priority at the Law School and throughout 
the University As Halberstam notes: 
"By providing institutional support for the 
European Union Center from units all 
across campus, the University has once 
again demonstrated its enduring 
commitment to this field of inquiry." 



Scholars of EU law associated with the 
IAIV School are numerous and prestigious; 
they include Professors Reuven Avi-Yonah, 
Halberstam, James Hathaway Robert 
Howse, Catharine MacKinnon, Christopher 
McCrudden, Donald Regan, Mathias 
Reimann, Bruno Simma, and A.W Brian 
Simpson. 

Halberstam, who joined the Law School 
faculty in 1999, has taught courses on the 
European Union in constitutional 
perspective, the European legal order. and 
comparative federalism. He was guest 
lecturer at the University of Zagreb in 
Croatia, and a xisiting scholar at the Max 
Planck Institute for Comparative Public 
Law and International Law in Heidelberg, 
Gcrmany last spring, and he writes on 
federalism issues in the United States and 
the EU. 

Halberstam earned his J.D. at Yale Law 
School and also is a graduate of Columbia 
College in New York and the Gutenberg 
Gymnasium in German~7. He has senred as 
judicial fellow to Judge Peter Jann of the 
Court of Justice of the European 
Communities, as attorney advisor in the 
Office of Legal Counsel in the U.S. Justice 
Department, and as attorney advisor to 
U.S. Federal Trade Commission Chairman 
Robert Pitofsky. He also has clerked for 
Justice David H. Souter of the U.S. 
Supreme Court and Judge Patricia M. 
Wald of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
D.C. Circuit. 

"The EU Centers will be an essential 
fortifjing link in the chain of transatlantic 
relations by building better understanding 
and cooperation among our future leaders," 
Hugo Paemen, then head of the European 
Commission's delegation to the United 
States, said in a talk at the Library of 
Congress in June 1998."We hope, through 
the centers, that more and more American 
students will gain insight into the 
European Union and the European 
integration process, and take that with 
them into their working lives." 

Dagan joins ranks of 
Affiliated Overseas Faculty 

Hanoch Dagan, a professor at Tel-Avlv 
University Law School in Israel and a 
frequent visiting professor at the University 
of Michigan Law School, has become an 
Affiliated Overseas Professor with the 
Law School. 

Affiliated Overseas Faculty members, 
who are internationally renowned in their 
fields, teach regularly at the Law School for 
part of the year while maintaining ties uith 
overseas schools. Dagan is the Law School's 
fourth Affiliated Overseas Faculty member. 
The other three are: Christine Chinkin, 
who also is affiliated with the London 
School of Economics Faculty of Law; 
Christopher McCrudden, who also teaches 
at Osford University; and Bruno Simmo, 
who also teaches at the University of 
Munich Faculty of Laxv 

Dagan recei\red his LL. h4. and J .L.D. 
from <ale Law School after receiving his Hnl~ocl~ Dagm 
LL.B., sunlma cum lalcdc, from Tel A\iv 
Universit): He is nidely published in both 
English and Hebrew on private law theon: 
takings la\\: distributive justice, and 
property theon; and he is often invited to 
do lectures and presentations in his areas 
of interest. He wrote CT~tjtfit EtllicI1171cnt: 
A Stu@ of Pri~latc ~ I V  and Public \h211cs 
(Cambridge University Press), and nras 
editor of Land h 1 t 1  in 1s1-acl: Bct~ifccn Pti~latc 
and Public (Hebrew). 

Some of his more recent journal articles 
are: "Mistakes," 79 E ~ a s  L L 7 \ \ 1  R c I ~ ~ c I ~ ~  1795 
(2001); "The Liberal Commons" (141th 
Michael Heller) 110 lhlc LL7\t~]ou~nal 549 
(200 l), and 'Just Compensation, 
Incentives, and Social Meanings," 99 
A?lichigan Law Rc\icl\~ 134 (2000). 

Dagan has taught courses and seminars 
at the Law School on property law, 
jurispntdence, American legal theo~y, 
property theory legal realism, and unjust 
enrichment. He is teaching Property 
Property Theon: American Legal Theory, 
and Restitution and Unjust enrich men^. 



Frier chairs 
Department 
of Classical Studies 

Bruce W Flier, the Henry Kmg Ransom 
Professor of law, has been named interim 
chair of the Department of Classical Sixdies 
in the University of Michigan's College of 
Literature, Science, and the Arts (=&A,). 

Frier c u m t l y  holds joint appointments 
in the Law School and the Department of 
Classical Studies. He joined LSW in 1969 
and became a full professor in 1983. He 
was a visiting-lecturer in the Law School 
from 1981 until 1986, when he became a 
professorial member of the Law School 
faculty 

Frier earned his B.A. cum laude at . 

Trinity College and  IS doctorate in classics 
at m c e t o n  University He also was 
honored with a fellowship at the American, 
Academy in Rome. His research interests 
include Roman law and legal history; 
roman social, economic, and demographic 
history; Hellenistic and Roman 
historiographies, legal theory, and the 
sociology of law; and c h c a l  and modem 
rhetoric. He is the author of numerous 
books and articles, among them (with R.S. 
Bagnall) The Demography of Roman Egypt; 
Libri A n d e s  Pontijcum Maximorurn: 
The Origins of the Annalistic Tradition; 
"More is Wor2: Some Observations on the 
Population of the Roman Empiren 
fin Debating Roman Demography); and 
"Tenants and Tenancy" (in the forthcoming 
G d r i d g e  Guide to Classical Civilization. 

Bruce U? Frier 



Professor B werley J Pooley, LL.:.. '58, S.J.D. '61, dies at 67 
Professor Emeritus B werley J. 
Pooley, U . M .  '58, S.J.D. '6 1. a 
member of the Law School 
community since 1 962. died 
August 23 of complications from 
pancreatic cancer. He was 67. '?.=%' 

I ~ N o m a t t e r h o w f p n i h a r d u  entertainment law, in addition to intmducing 
I was ~ta lh &d qmd hms large numbm of students to the basrcs af 

-mataid WHEW be to &.-." Outside the classroom, too, Pooley's impact 
~ . O r f 2 1 ~ 1 ~ 1 ~ z h e W i t y H h o ~  was sigmficant. Law studenrs f m d  h m  d y  

1-  m have hYmm E& for his mrny ac&ble. Many local residents felt that they - 
pusat Mdiigaa, and h e  few yars .~bat-he knew hun from his variety of theatrical m1& 
UkkneXirernent,haxszaBfdm - Captain Hook in "Peter Pan," Sheridan 
hq&weabk h," Kakn continued. "He m s  Whiteside in Man Who Came to 
an excq& pasoll who hmdly lit up a Dinner," !%hen in "Amadeus," Applegate in 
rnomwhenken~~di t . 'm M a  
c h & s m t i a ~ d a s ~ w i r . ~ i s  
hrmmr never had a mean hua to it, k t  "He used his acting abiIities 
~ h & a d ~ ~ ~ b l e S e r i O u S p o i n r ~ g i t . "  in the chsroom to reach &dents in 

A U h  world was a sage to Pooh,  ways other professors could not. . . . 
whose commdty activities cltened an Bw is one of those faculty members 
h r d  Pf0-W'- His wife* pat, who captures a special place in the heart 
a founder/ow~er of the elegant Ann Attror of our students." 
~ Z E ~  The hbwable Feast, which she 
wld about the time of his & m t .  He - ~ J E F F R ~ ~ .  LEHMAN, '81 
and Pat wem d for 43 yam and had 
two ddchm, Rachel and Chistopher. I 

"Ekv may have been the must-keatrical 
pmfksor ever to have been a member of our 
Eacu1ty," Dean J&y 5. Lehman, '81, said of 
the late teacher. "He used his acting abil,zties 
in the classroom to reach students in ways 
other p m h r s  eould not. . . . Bev is one 
of those fatuity members who c a p s  a 
speaal place in the heart of our students." 

A hvori@ story told of Pooley re& the 
time that he teamed Wth his friend, actor 
John Houseman, to present a skit in class 
that aunc nght out of the 197bs film Paper 
Chase, in which Houseman had mrred as a 
law professor: 

As students entered the classmorn, they 
found Housm~n, not Pooley, at the front of 
the classroom in the tach& mle. 
H o ~  posed a legal p m h ,  looked to 
the back of the mom - and d e d  on 
Pooley~ who missed the answer. Houseman 
d e d  Pooley t~ the front of the classroom, 
dug into his podpt. and gave the hapless 

. ''student" a coin. -Call your mother,' 
Hou- said sternly "and tell her that 
you will never be a lawyer." 

PooleyS inquisitive intellect mged over 
' m y  subjects. "He has written in the areas 
of land w, contracts, and African law'' 
noted his re t imat  notice to the U-M 
Bmd ~f Regents inme 1998. *For decades, 
he Wbeaone of the most popular 
teadie& in the Law school, developing 
mu? in African law, sports law, md 

"Damn Yankees," Sidney B& in "Deathtrap," 
and, in h final performance kt spring, as 
Captain Comoran in Gilbert and Sullivan's 
"H.M.S. Pinafore." Memben of the heal 
theater community knew him as a witay, 
energetic, welcome participant and suppxier. 

"Its a huge loss in fhis town," said one W 
directtor/choreogmpher. a city full .af ma, 
Bev glowed bnghter than mast, and 
bnghtened our lives as well," m t e  Ann Apbor 
News columnist Geoff b n .  Pooley was "67 
going on 30," Ann Arbor c i m n d b  critic 
Christopher Potter m t e  in in fond memorial. 

Pooley also held an MA. in libmy sdme 
;from the University of Michgm and a BA. 
and U B .  from Cambridge Univesity in 
England. He caxnimeto the Law School from the 
UniveIsity of Ghana. 

A memorial service was held for holey in 
October and a memorial fund has h 
established at the Law School in ]Nls name. 
Donations to the Beverley J. Fooley M d  
Fund may be sent to: 

Office of Development and 
Alumni Relations 
University of Midugan Law School 
721 South State S a t  
Ann Arbor, Michigan 48104-3071 

Checks should be made out to the 
University of Michigan and designated for the 
Beverley J. Pooley Memorial Eund. For more 
mformarion telephone 734.6 15.4507. 



Assistant Professor Michael 
Barr spoke on "Making Every 
Vote Count" before the 
Appleseed Foundatioi~ in Coral 
Cables, Florida, in June, and 
presented the paper "Competitive 
Cities" to CEOs for Cities in 
Washngton, D.C., in May 

Professor Omri Ben-Shar, 
director of the Olin Center for 
Law and Econon~ics, presented 
a paper at the annual meeting 
of the American La141 and 
Economics Association in 
Georgetowl earlier this year; 
during the spring he also 
presented the paper "Rec0\7ery 
for Probabilistic Benefit" at the 
Law and Economics 
IVorkshops at I7ale and 
Stanford universities. 

Clinical Assistant Professor 
Melissa Lyn Breger, '94, has 
been named director of the 
2002 Child Welfare Summer 
Fellowship Program at the Law 
School. This year she also 
served as a Legal Services trial 
advocacy skills trainer and as a 
University of Michigan fac~xlty 
mentor. 

Professor Evan H. 
Caminker, associate dean for 
academic affairs, was a panelist 
for discussion of "The Supreme 
Court and Public Choice" at 
the annual Law and Society 
Association conference in May 
He also senred as co-counsel in 
Conzlnol~ Cntise I! Jones (C.D. 
Ca. 2001), a constitutional 
challenge to electoral 
machinery In February, he 
prese~lted the paper "Voting 
Protocols and Supreme Court 
Decisionmaking" at the Illinois 
College of Law Legal Theoly 
Workshop. 

Clinical Assistant Professor 
Kenneth Chestek spoke on tax 
exemption law and iLs 
relationship to hospitals in the 
current managed care 
marketplace at the annual 

convention of the International 
Association of Assessing 
Officers in Miami Beach in 
September. 

Edward H. Cooper, the 
Thomas M. Cooley Professor of 
Law, this year lectured on "The 
Civil Rules Process" at the 
University of Tennessee, sewed 
as commentator at the Duke- 
University of Geneva 
conference on Comparative 
Class Action, and was a 
panelist for discussion of class 
actions at the ABA Litigation 
Section annual meeting. 

Professor Steven F! Croley 
spent the 2000-2001 academic 
year as a visiting professor of 
law at the University of 
California at Berkeley, Boalt 
Hall. In April he presented the 
paper "White House Review of 
Agency Rulemaking: An 
Empirical Investigation," at the 
University of Southern 
California Law School's Law 
and Economics Workshop and 
at the Boalt Hall Legal The0131 
Workshop. 

Affiliated Overseas Faculty 
member Hanoch Dagan 
presented the paper 
"Qualitative Judgments and 
Social Meanings in Private Law: 
A Comment on Professor 
Keating" at the Cegla Institute 
for Comparative and Private 
International Law's conference 
on Negligence in the Law in 
June; in May he delivered the 
paper "Protecting Rghts: On 
Remedies and Reason" to the 
Middle E a s ~  Legal Studies 
Seminar (under the auspices of 
Yale Law School) at Siliema; in 
Janualy, he delivered the 
keynote speech, "The Power of 
Reasons," aL the Provost 
Excellence Awards Ceremony 
at Tel Aviv University, and 
presented the paper "Mistakes," 
aL the Texas Law Review 
Synlposium on Res~itution and 
Unjust Enrichment. 

Rebecca S. Eisenberg, 
Robert and Barbara Luciano 
Professor of Law, serves as a 
member of the advisory 
committee to the director of  he 
National Institutes of Health, 
the Panel on Science, 
Technology and Law of the 
National Acadeinie, and the 
board of directors of the Stem 
Cell Genoinics and Therapeutics 
Network in Canada. 

Kirkland and Ellis Professor 
of Law Phoebe C. Ellsworth 
has been elected a Fellow of 
the Amencan Academy of Arts 
and Science. She delivered talks 
throughout the spring: in April, 
"Clapping with Both Hands: 
Generation and Falsification" 
for the festschrift conference for 
William J.  McGuire at Yale 
University and "Changing 
Attitudes Toward the Death 
Penalty" at New York Law 
School; in March, "Aversive 
Racism in Juror Decision 
Making" at the first annual 
Phoebe C. Ellsworth 
Syrnposiuin on Psychology and 
Justice at Mount St. Mary's 
College, Brentwood, California, 
"The Death Penalty: 50 Years of 
Changing American Views" as 
part of the Barbara Aronstein 
Black Lectures on Women and 
the Law at Columbia 
University, and "Reciprocity 
Between Theory and 
Application: Two Examples 
from Psychology and Law" at a 
colloquium at Princeton 
University 

Merritt B. Fox, Alene and 
Alan F: Smith Professor 01 Law 
and director of the Law School's 
Center for International and 
Comparative Law, presented "A 
Short Course in International 
Securities Regulation" at the 
UniversiLy of Leiden Faculty or 
Law, The Netherlands, in May; 

he also presented se~7eral 
papers during the spring and 
fall: "Law, Share Price Accuracy 
and Economic Performance: 
The New Evidence" (wilten 
w i ~ h  co-au~hors) at the Sixl1-1 
Annual International 
Conference on Transition 
Economics in Porotoroz, 
Slovenia, in June, and at the 
1 l th  Annual Meeting of the 
American Law and Economics 
Association in May; also in 
May, he delivered the paper 
"The UN Compensation 
Commission: The Question of 
Causation" at the symposium 
on the Impact of International 
Law on a Decade of Measures 
Against Iraq in Florence, Italy; 
"Regulation FD and Foreign 
Issuers: The Strains of 
Globalization" at the University 
of Pennsylvania's Institute for 
Law and Economics Corporate 
Law Roundtable in April and at 
the U-M Law School's Law and 
Economics Workshop last 
January; and "Civil Liability 
and Mandatoly Disclosure" aL 
the Law, Economics and 
Organizations Workshop at 
USC Law School in March. 

Ralph W Aigler Professor of 
Law Richard D. Friedman has 
acted as esperl witness advising 
the U.S. Distiict Court for the 
Eastern District of Michigan on 
attorneys' fees to be paid in two 
class actions. In April, he 
testified before the advisory 
committee on the Federal Rules 
of Ciiminal Procedure. Early 
this year he spoke at the Olin 
Conference on New Perspectives 
on Evidence at the UniversiLy 
of Virginia and discussed child 
witnesses at a session of the 
Associalion of American Law 
Schools annual meeting. (See 
related story on page 100.) 
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Samuel R. Gross, the 
Thomas and Mabel Long 
Professor of Law, presented 
papers on  he dis~orting effects 
af capital punishinen1 on 
criminal [rials and (with 
Kirkland and Ellis Professor of 
Law Phoebe Ellsworth) on 
death penalty attiludes in the 
United Stales at the turn of the 
century at the Law and Society 
Meeting in Budapest in July. 
From March-June he biiefecl 
and argued the appeal of an 
order granting discovery of 
Department of Justice 
information bearing on racial 
discrimination in federal capital 
prosecutions in U.S. I! Bass 
(No. 01-1213 [Sixth Circuit]). 
Earlier this year he made a 
presentation on the issue ol 
racial profiling before the 
Colulnbia Law School Legal 
Theory Workslzop and took 
part in a conference on 
evidence law at the University 
of Virginia Law School. He 
served as a visiting professor at 
Columbia Law School from 
January-June. 

Assistant Professor Daniel 
Halberstam has been named 
director of llze new Universily 
of Michigan-wide European 
Union Cen~er. (See sto1-y on 
page 36.) 

Assistant Professor Peter 
Hammer, '89, presented the 
paper "Antitrust, Health Care 
Qualil)! and the Courts" at the 
American Society of bu7, 
Medicine, and Ethics' Health 
Law Teacher's Coilference at 
Boston University School of 
Law in June and at the [Robert 
Wood Johnston] Foundation 
Scholars in Health Policy 
Research Program at the 
University of Michigan School 
01 Public Health in March. 

In Ma): Professor James C. 
Hathaway, director of the 
Program in Rel~~gee and 

Asylum Law, ~ a u g l ~ t  a weekend 
advanced course at Oxford 
Universityk Refugee Studies 
Center and provided basic 
training on refugee law for 
researchers at the International 
Secretariat of Amnesty 
International; in April, he 
presented the keynote address 
at a conference on challenges in 
reaching agreement on a 
European asylum policy 
sponsored by the European 
Union and the Swedish 
Migration Board; also in April, 
at ihe request of the Hungarian 
Helsinki Committee, he 
delivered a two-day introductory 
course in Budapest on the 
subject of refugee law for 
advocates from Central and 
Eastenz Europe. 

Professor Michael A. Heller 
is spending the fall 2001 term 
as a visiting faculty member at 
New York University Law 
School. Last fall he was an Olin 
Senior Fellow at Columbia Law 
School. In June, he presented 
"The Economy of Property 
Forms" at the Giuter Institute's 
annual conlerence on lalv and 
biology, and in May at a faculty 
workshop at the Bar Ilan 
(Israel) Law School. In April, 
he was a cominentator at the 
Northwestern University Law 
School conference on evolution 
of property rights, and at the 
Washington University 
Interdisciplinaiy Center's 
inaugural conference on lab17 
and nomls. Duiing dze year he 
chaired sessions on property 
and pedagogy of property for 
Association of American Law 
Schools aiz~zual meetings and 
111e legal and political factors 
sessions for the Intel-national 
Conference on Transition 
Economics in Portoro, Slovenia. 

In June, Professor Robert 
Howse discussed lzis worlz on 
citizenship, iden~ity, arid 

federalism in the European 
Communily and [he United 
States at a colloquium on EU 
and U.S. constitutionalism at 
New University of Lisbon Law 
Facul~y in Portugal, and 
presented the paper "Tl~e 
Appellate Body Decision in the 
Shrimpflurtle Case: A New 
Legal Benchmark for 
International Environmental 
Negotiations" at the conference 
on International Law and 
International Relations the or)^ 
at Hebrew University of 
Jerusalem. In May, he senred 
as commentator at the joint 
E ~ i r o p e m ~ J o u ~ ~ ~ a l  of Inteixatiolzal 
Law/University of Michigan 
Law School symposium on 
sanctions against Iraq at the 
European University Institute 
in Florence, Ital>7; taught a 
course on World Trade 
Organization law and health at 
the M7orld Trade Institute in 
Beme; presented a paper on 
the legal philosophy of Leo 
Strauss at the New England 
Political Science Association's 
annual meeting in Portsmouth, 
New Hampshire; and served as 
panelist for the "Globalization 
and Human Rghts" portion of 
the Hanard Foreign Policy 
Colloquium. 

Douglas A. Kahn, the Paul 
G. Kauper Professor of Law, is 
sening as reporter for the 
revision of the Uniform Estate 
Tax Apportionment Act for the 
National Conference of 
Commissioners 011 Unifonn 
State Laws. 

Yale Kamisar, ~lze Clarence 
Darronr Distinguished 
University Professor of Laa: 
presented the Mlillard Pedrick 
Lecture at Arizona State 
University Law School in April; 
he spoke on "A Close Look at 
the Majodty and Dissenting 
Opinions in Dichei.so~z." His 
article "Can (Did) Congress 

'Oveiule' Miranda?" appeared 
in the Summer 2001 issue ol 
Arizona Lalv J o u ~ n a l  as an 
expanded version of the Frank 
I ~ n e  Lecture of the same title 
that he delivered at Cornell 
Law School in March. 

Dean Jeffrey S. Lehman: '8 1, 
who also is a professor of law, 
has been named president of 
the American Law Dean's 
Association. 

Francis A. Allen Collegiate 
Professor of Law Richard 0. 
Lempert, '68, participated in 
the NIJNIDA workshop on 
Setting an Agenda for Research 
on Drugs and Crime this year. 
He also has senred on the 
University of Michigan's 
Presidential Advisory 
Committee on the Life Sciences 
and is founding director of the 
University's Lice Sciences, 
Values, and Society Program. 
In addition, Lempert has been 
named the Eric Stein 
Distinguished University 
Professor of Law and Sociology 
(See story on page 34.) 

Professor Ronald J. Mann 
is serving as reporter for an 
American Law Institute- 
National Conference of 
Commissioners on Unifonn 
State Laws project to revise the 
bank-related pro~lsions of the 
Unifonn Conlnzercial Code 
(articles 3. 4 and 4A). During 
the spring he spoke at a forum 
organized by U.S. Rep. Lynn 
Rvers on the subject of 
Inteinet copyright lules. 

Clinical Assistant Professor 
Bridget M. McCormack is a 
board member of the National 
Board of Trial Advocacj~ 
(NBTA) and chairs NBTA's 
Social Security Disability 
Certification Committee. She 
also is co-chair of the Political 
Interference Group of the 
Association of American hn; 
Schools' Clinic Section. 
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Co~~t~ruicdjrom page i l  

Affiliated Overseas Faculty 
member J.  Christopher 
McCrudden was part of the 
task force established by the 
Northern Ireland Minister ol 
Finance that reported on its 
review of public procurement 
policy in Northern Ireland in 
July. He also has been serving 
as ad~lsor  to the Baliwick of 
Guernsey and gave a seminar 
to the Guernsey Parliament on 
implications of incorporating 
the European Convention on 
Human kghts into Guernsey 
law. In addition, he presented a 
paper on equality in European 
Community law to the Swedish 
European Presidency Conference 
in Stockholm in June. 

Professor Emeritus John 
Reed delivered talks at the 
Sixth Judicial Circuit's 2001 
Conference and the Kentucky 
Bar Association Convention in 
June; the Memphis Bar 
Association Bench-Bar 
Conference in Florida and the 
Detroit Regional Chamber's 
2001 Leadership Policy 
Conference on r\/Iachnac Island 
in Ma): the Judicial Conference 
of the Eighth Judicial District of 
O h o  in April, and the 
International Society of 
Banisters convention in 
Carlsbad, California, in March. 

Clinical Professor Paul D. 
Reingold was a visil-ing clinical 
professor at Bosron College 
Law School from January-May, 
where he taught a clinical 
seminar and supervised 
students in the Law School's 
Legal Assistance Bureau in 
Waltham, Massachusetts. 

Theodore J. St. Antoine, '54, 
the James E. and Sarah A. 
Degan Professor Emeritus of 
Law, delivered the College of 
Labor and Employment 
Lawyers' third annual lecture, 
entitled "The Once and Future 
Labor Act: Myths and 
Realities," in-a program in 

Washington, D.C., in May 
Previous lecturers have been 
Abner J. IvIila7a, former White 
House counsel and retired chief 
judge of the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the District of 
Columbia Circuit, and Judge 
kchard A. Posner, chief judge 
of the U.S. Court of Appeals for 
the Seventh Circuit in Chicago. 
An escerpt from the talk begins 
on page 95. 

Suellyn Scarnecchia, '8 1, 
associate dean for clinical 
affairs and a clinical professor 
of law, spoke on "Turning 
Curricular Innovations into 
Scholarship" at the Association 
of American Law Schools' 
clinical conference in Montreal 
in May. 

Clinical Assistant Professor 
Thomas H. Seymour is a law 
faculty scholar for the Staus 
Institute for Dispute Resolution 
at Pepperdine University 
School of Lam~. 

On June 26, Charles E and 
Edith J.  C l p e  Professor of Law 
A.W. Brian Simpson was 
named an Honorary Queen's 
Counsel in ceremonies 
presided over by the Lord 
Chancellor. Also in June, 
Simpson spoke at the annual 
dinner and conference of the 
British Institute of International 
and Comparative Law and 
delivered the Distinguished 
Visitor's Lecture to the 
European Institute in Florence, 
where he spoke 011 the subject 
of the European Convention. In 
May, he presented a lecture and 
two seminars at Oxford 
University in conjunction w i ~ h  
[he launcl~ of his new book, 
H~unan Rights and [he End oJ 
Empire (Oxford University 
Press, 2001). (An excerpt from 
the book appears on page 13.) 
The same month he also spoke 
on the European convention to 
representatives of the legal 
profession on the Isle of Man. 
Earlier this year, he presented 

seminars at Harvard, Notre 
Dame, and Cornell universi~ies. 

Hessel E. Ynten~a Professor 
Emeritus of Law Eric Stein, '42, 
delivered the panel statement 
"Mainstreaming Basic Human 
EZlghts in the European Union" 
at the Fomm ol the World 
Trade Institute in Berne, 
Swilzerland, in August. 

Clinical Professor Grace C. 
Tonner, director of the Legal 
Practice Program, last summer 
was a panelist for the 
Association of Legal Writing 
Directors (ALWD) conference 
in Minneapolis to discuss 
"Esternal Reviews in Legal 
Writing Programs." In June, she 
participated in three programs 
at the ALWD conference in 
Boston: "Student Recruitment 
and Institutional Advancement," 
"Hiring, Promotion, and Firing 
of Contract Law Faculty: 
Process and Practice," and 
"Taking ksks: The Next Stage 
for Your Program and Your 
Career." Also in June, she 
addressed the Bar Association 
of Beijing, China, on "Doing 
Research and Writing in 
American Law" and served as 
panelist at the Southeastern 
Conference of the Association 
of American Law Schools to 
discuss "Is There a Better Way 
to Teach Legal Writing in the 
First Year?" She also serves as 
assistant editor of theloulna1 oJ 
the Legal Writing Institute. 

Lawrence W Waggoner, 
the Lewis M. Simes Professor of 
Law, who serves as reporter for 
the Restatement (Third) of 
Property (Wills, and other 
Donative Transfers) and as 
director of research for the 
Joint Edi~orial Board for TI-LIS~ 
and Estate Ac~s, presented the 
ihird installment of the 
Restatement (Third) of Property 
to the American Law Institute 
in May 

Assistant Professor Mark D. 
West, director of the Law 

School's Program in Japanese 
Law, is spending this academic 
year at Kyoto UniversiLy as a 
Fulbright Research Scholar. He 
also is serving as a consul~an~ 
to the World Bank on a projec~ 
on corporate government  ha^ 
is to appear in the World 
Development Report. 

Robert A. Sullivan Professor 
ol Law James J.  White, '62, 
delivered the Brendan Brown 
Lecture at Loyola University 
School of Law in April; he 
spoke on "The Bitter Wind oi 
License Law." 

Professor Christina B. 
Whitman, '74, who also is 
professor of womenk studies, 
chaired the panel discussion 
"Making the Case for Diversity 
in Higher Education: 
Testimony by University of 
Michigan Experts," in 
September. The program, 
which focused on the impact 
of affirmative action on white 
women, was the first in the 
series "Gender, Race, and 
Justice in the Affirmative Action 
Debate," sponsored by the 
University of Michigan's 
Institute for Research on 
Women and Gender, the 
Women's Studies Program, and 
the Center for Afroamerican 
and African Studies. Wade H. 
McCree Jr. Collegiate Professor 
of Law David L. Chambers 
and Elizabeth Barry, '88, 
deputy general counsel of the 
University and adjunct 
professor of law, were panelists. 

Visitina and 
~ d j u n g  Faculty 

Roberta Monis was a fea~ured 
speaker for the Advanced 
Compu~er and Internet Law 
Institu~e at Georgetown 
Universi~y Law Center in 
WashingLon, D.C., in March. 
In February, she spoke on 
"Patenting the New Business 
Model" for the Prac~icing Law 
Institute program in New York. 
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Visiting, 
adjunct 
faculty 
enrich Law 
School life 
Visiting and adjunct 
faculty bring a diverse 
pool of experiences and 
perspectives to the 
classroom. Students and 
full-time faculty alike 
find that these visitors 
add a depth and special 
energy to life at  the 
Law School. The following 
visiting and adjunct 
faculty are at  the Law 
School throughout this 
academic year or during 
only the current fall 
term. Winter term 
visiting and adjunct 
faculty will appear in 
the spring issue of 
Law Quadrangle Notes. 

Academic Year 
2001-2002 Visiting and 
Adjunct Faculty 

PE. Bennett, '76, is an adjunct 
clinical assistant professor of 
law and teaches Criminal 
Appellale Practice with Peter J .  
Van Hoek (see below). Bennett 
received a B.S., M.A., and J.D. 
lrom the University of Michigan. 
He works as an assistant 
defender a1 the State Appellate 
Delender Oflice in Detroit, and 
has represented clients in 
hundreds of appeals at all levels 
of state and federal courts. 

Karima Bennoune, '94, earned 
her B.A. w t h  honors from 
Brown University and joint 
degrees - J.D., aim Ia~lde, at 
the U-M Law School, and M.A. 
in Middle Eastern and North 
African Studies at the U-M 
Rackham Graduate School - 
and a Graduate Certificate in 
WomenS Studies. Bennoune 
has served as Legal Adviser for 
Amnesty International in 
London, England, working on 
issues of torture, women's 
human rights, and human 
rights in armed conflict. In 
1995, Bennoune was a delegate 
of the Center for Women's 
Global Leadership to the 
Beijing women's conference. 
She has published on public 
international law, human lights 
and women's legal issues, and 
has taught in the U-h4 Women's 
Studies Program and at the 
Pepperdine University School 
of London Campus. 

John E. Bos, '64, of couilsel 
wilh Bemicli, Omer & Radner 
PC in Lansing, is teaching 
Estate and Gift Tax in the la11 
and the Estate Planning 
senlinar in the winter. His areas 
of practice include estate 
planning, elder law, and 
business planning. He has had 

published a series of articles in 
the Michigan Probate G Estate 
Planning Journal on Medicaid 
and has also written articles on 
living wills and durable power 
of attorney. He is a Fellow of 
the American College of Tmst 
and Estate Counsel, and was 
the recipient in 2001 of the 
Michael Irish Award from 
the Council of the Probate and 
Estate Planning Section of the 
State Bar of Michigan for 
outstanding contributions to 
the estate planning profession 
and to his community 

Laurence D. Connor, '65, 
received his J.D. degree with 
distinction, was elected to the 
Order of the Coif, and senred 
as an editor of the Michigan 
Law Review. He received l is  
B.A., cum laude, from Miami 
University where he was 
elected to Phi Beta Kappa. 
Connor is a senior litigation 
member at Dykema Gossett 
PLLC in Detroit. His specialties 
include complex business and 
tort litigation, trials, appeals, 
and alternative dispute 
resolution. He has served on 
h e  firm's executive committee 
and as director of its Litigation 
section. A member of h e  
Michigan and American Bar 
Associations and a Fellow of 
the Michigan Bar Foundation, 
he is listed in the Business 
Litigation Section of The Best 
Lci\~ylvcrs in Anzeiica, is a past 
chair of the Michigan State Bar 
Section on Altemative Dispute 
Resolution, and is a Fellow of 
the American College of Civil 
Trial Mediators. Connor serves 
on nuillerous national and 
regional panels of ADR neutrals 
and has published articles on 
ADR. He is admitted to practice 
in all Michigan state and 
federal courts. the Sixth 

Circuit, and the U. S. Supreme 
Court. Connor is teaching the 
Mediating Legal Disputes 
seminar in the fall and 
Altemative Dispute Resolution 
in the winter. 

Tsilly Dagan, an assistant 
professor at Bar Ilan University 
Law School, is teaching a 
seminar in International Tax 
Policy in the fall and 
International Tax in the winter. 
She earned an S.J.D. at Tel Aviv 
University, an LL.M. in taxation 
at New York University, and an 
LL.B. at Tel Aviv University 
Dagan teaches tax law, 
international taxation, tax 
policy, in~emational tax policy, 
and corporate taxation. She has 
published in both English and 
Hebrew. Her English 
publications have appeared in 
the Virgnia Tnx Review, NYU 
Joulnal oj Intemational Law and 
Politics, and Globalization and 
the bVel/nre State (forthcoming 
2001). Publications in Hebrew 
have appeared in the Tel Aviv 
University L a ~ , v  Review and 
Dist~ib~itive]utice in Is]-ael. 

Professor James Forman 
graduated from Brown 
University and Yale Law 
School. At Yale, he was active 
in BLSA and was a book 
reviews editor for the Yale Law 
J o ~ i n ~ a l .  Following graduation, 
he senred as a judicial clerk for 
U.S. Supreme Court Justice 
Sandra Day O'Connor and 
Judge IVilliam Norris of the 
Ninth Circuit. Fom~an worlzed 
with the Public Defender 
Senqce in Washington, D.C., 
where he represented juveniles 
and adults in serious felony 
cases, has been training 
director for new attorneys at 
the agency, and developed the 
training program for the 
independent CJ4 bar. He and a 
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colleague founded the Maya 
Angelou Public Charter School 
in 1997. Recognized as one of 
the most successful programs 
of its kind in the country, the 
school combines rigorous 
education, job training, 
counseling, mental health 
services, life skills, and 
dormitoq- living for school 
dropouts and youlh who have 
previously been incarcerated. 
Forman is teaching two 
seminars in the fall, Race, 
Poverty and the American City, 
and Urban Education: Law 
and Reform. 

Neil Kagan is a senior counsel 
for the National Wildlife 
Federation (NWF) working on 
water quality and wolf issues 
nationally and in the Great 
Lakes states. Kagan has a B.Sc. 
in Biology from Pennsylvania 
State University and a J.D. from 
the University of Oregon 
School of Law, with a certificate 
in Environmental and Natural 
Resources Law Before joining 
hIWF he practiced 
environmental and land use 
law in Oregon as both a solo 
practitioner and as a staff 
attorneyAobbylst for 1000 
Friends of Oregon, a land use 
watchdog group. He has served 
as the sole or lead attorney in 
several public interest 
environmental cases seelung 
protection of forests, wetland, 
rivers, and other natural 
resources in Oregon. Kagan 
regularly teaches the 
Environmental Law Clinic 
during fall and winter. 

Karl E. Lutz, '75, retired as a 
partner from Kirkland & Ellis 
in Chicago in 1997, but he 
continues to senre as of counsel 
at the firm. Prior to retiring, he 
practiced corporate law 
specializing in private equity 
venture capital, leveraged 
buyouts, mergers and 
acquisitions, debt and equity 
financing, and board 
representations. He has 
lectured frequently at 
professional schools and has 
senred as general counsel of a 
medical diagnostics company. 
Lutz is teaching Law Firms and 
Legal Careers in the fall and 
the Private Equity seminar in 
the winter. 

Roberta J. Morris earned an 
A.B., summa cum laude, from 
Brown University, a law degree 
from Harvard, and a Ph.D. in 
physics from Columbia 
University. Before a family 
move brought her to Michigan, 
she had practiced at White 6r 
Case and at Fish & Neave, a 
patent litigation firm. Moms 
has been a frequent adjunct at 
the Law School since 1991. She 
speaks nationally on patent law 
and in the past year has 
published articles in the Journal 
of the Patent and Trademark 
Office Society and Intellectual 
P1,opel-ty Today. This year she is 
teaching both an advanced 
seminar and the introductory 
course on Patent Law 

Rebecca J. Scott is Frederick 
Huetwell Professor of History 
at the University of Michigan, a 
former MacArthur Fellow, and 
a specialist on h e  history of 
slavery and emancipation in 
plantation societies. Scott 
received an A.B. from Radcliffe 
College, an M. Phil from the 
London School of Economics, 
and a Ph.D. from Princeton 
University She has recently 
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written "Reclaiming Gregoriak 
Mule: The Meanings of 
Freedom in the Arimao and 
Caunao Valleys, Cienfuegos, 
Cuba, 1880-1899," in P a t  and 
Present (February 2001), and 
she is co-author, with Frederick 
Cooper and Thomas Holt, of 
Beyond Slavery: Ex-plorations of 
Race, Labol; and Citizensl~ip in 
Postemancipation Societies. 
She is currently studylng the 
genesis of claims to property 
and citizenship in rural Cuba, 
focusing on formal and 
informal systems of property 
rights. Scott is the Thomas E. 
Sunderland Fellow during the 
fall and is teaching the seminar 
Race and Citizenship in the 
winter. 

Professor of Law Maxwell L. 
Stearns is visiting from the 
George Mason University 
School of Law. Prior to 
teaching, he was a litigation 
associate with Palmer & Dodge 
in Boston, and Pepper, 
Hamilton 6T Scheetz in 
Philadelphia, and served as a 
judicial clerk for the Hon. 
Harrison L. Winter, chief judge 
of the U.S. Court of Appeals for 
the Fourth Circuit. Steams 
earned his B.A. at the 
University of Pennsylvania and 
his J.D. at the University of 
Virgnia. Steams has published 
several articles in leading law 
reviews in which he employs 
public choice theory to analyze 
various issues of public law and 
law making processes. In 
addition to a course book on 
public choice and public law, 
Steams has recently published 
Constitutional Process: A Social 
Choice Analysis oj Sul~reine Court 
Decision Making, in which he 
employs social choice theory to 
explain a number of anomalous 

features of cons~itutional law 
making in the Supreme Cour~. 
In the fall, he is teaching 
Introduction to Constitutional 
Law and in the winter he is 
teaching Federal Courts and a 
seminar in Public Choice and 
Public Laur 

Peter Van Hoek is an assist~nt 
defender in the State Appellate 
Defender Office in Detroit. 
A University of Michigan 
graduate, he earned his J.D. at 
Wayne State University Law 
School. After law school, he 
did separate clerkships with the 
Hon. George Bashara and the 
Hon. Dorothy C. Rley, both of 
the Michigan Court of Appeals. 
He has taught at the U-M Law 
School and Wayne State 
University Law School and 
practiced with Stark 6s Gordon 
PC in Royal Oak, Michigan. 
He is a member of the board of 
directors oi the Micliigan 
Innocence Project. Van Hoek 
has written for Wayne h t v  

Review and the Institute for 
Continuing Legal Education 
and is a contributing author to 
the Dejender 3ial Bool?. 
He ulll co-teach with FIE. 
Bennett, '76 (see above), 
Criminal Appellate Practice i11 

both fall and winter. 

Matthew D. Weber is a 
visiting clinical assistant 
professor in the Law School's 
Legal Assistance for Urban 
Comnlunities Clinic. He earned 
his B.A. at the University of 
Michigan, an M.A. at the 
University of Wisconsin La 
Follette Institute of Public 
Affairs, and his J.D., cuin Iaude, 
from the University of 
Wisconsin Law School. Weber 
served as a judicial clerk for the 
Hon. Jolzn C. Shabaz, chief 
judge, U.S. Disriict Court for 
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the Western District of 
Wisconsin; worked as a 
research attorney in the Judicial 
Assistants Office of the Wayne 
County Circuit Court Family 
Division; and served as an 
adjunct professor at the 
University of Wisconsin Law 
School. He is a inember of the 
state bars of Michigan and 
Wisconsin. 

Fall Term 2001 
Visiting and 
Adjunct Faculty 

Andrew I? Buchsbaum earned 
his B.A., i??agnn cuilz laude, from 
Harvard College, his J.D. from 
Boalt Hall School of Law, UC 
Berkeley, and his masters in 
advocacy from Georgetown 
University Law Center. He has 
worked for the National 
Wildlife Federation ( N W )  
since 1998 and selves as the 
senior manager of its Great 
Lakes Protection and 
Restoration Project. Buchsbaum 
worked as program director for 
the Public Interest Research 
Group in Michigan and as the 
senior and coordinating 
attorney for the Midwest office 
of the National Environmental 
Law Center for 13 years prior 
to joining ~11e NWF He is 
teaching Federal Litigation: 
Environmental Case Study 

Markus D. Dubber is 
professor ol law at SUNY 
Buffalo. Aiter attending 
Harvai-d College and Stanlord 
Law School, he clerked for 
Gerard Tjofla~, then chief judge 
of the Eleventh Circuit. 
Following a year as a Bigelow 
Fellow at Chicago, he began 
.caching at SUNY in 1993. He 
.;pent 2000-01 at the Institute 
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of Legal Philosophy, University 
of Munich, on a Humboldt 
Research Fellowship. Dubber is 
the founding director of the 
Buffalo Criminal Law Center 
and editor of the BuJfalo 
Ciilninal Law Review. He has 
published articles on criminal 
law and procedure, comparative 
law, legal theory, and legal 
history, and a set of online 
teaching materials. A book on 
the war on crime and victims, 
rights (NYU) and a short 
textbook on the Model Penal 
Code (Foundation) are due out 
next year. Dubber is teaching 
Criminal Law and a seminar, 
Constitutional Criminal Lav. 

Yosseph M. Edrey is dean of 
the Faculty of Law at Haifa 
University He earned three 
degrees at Hebrew University: 
anLL.B., an LL.M., and a 
Ph.D. in law. He is teaching 
Indiwdual Income Tax. Edrey 
has published over 40 articles 
in Hebrew and English and two 
books, and has for 20 years 
taught in both Israel and in the 
United States. In Israel, he has 
taught on the Israeli tax system, 
Israeli legal system, and 
corporate tasation. In the 
United States, he has taught on 
federal tnx policy, federal 
taxation of international 
activit); federal income tax, and 
federal corporate taxation. In 
2000, he served as special 
consultant to the Knesset for 
Tax Reform, and he has served 
as a member of the Public 
Council for the Israeli 
constitution since 1999. 

Paula Ettelbrick has taught 
Sexuality and the Law at this 
law school since 1994. She is 
the family policy director for 
the Policy Institute of the 
National Gay and Lesbian Task 
Force where she provides 

strategc policy analysis on 
non-marital family structures 
and develops research strategies 
to assist with legal and policy 
advocacy on behalf of lesbian 
and gay families. She is the 
former legal director for 
Lambda Legal Defense and 
Education Fund where she 
directed and litigated many of 
 he seminal gay rights cases. 
She teaches Sexuality and the 
Law at New York University 
Law School, Barnard College, 
and at Columbia Law School, 
where she is also developing a 
seminar on marital and non- 
marital family structures. 

Roderic Glogower received 
his rabbinic ordination (with 
honors) in Jerusalem in 1974. 
He is a ctim laude graduate of 
Loyola University in Chicago 
and holds mas~er's degrees in 
Jewish philosophy from Yeshva 
University and Brandeis 
University Rabbi Glogou~er is 
the Rabbinic Advisor for the 
B'nai B'rith Hillel Foundation at 
the University of Michigan and 
is a highly regarded teacher of 
Jewish law and rabbinic tests 
both in Ann Arbor and the 
Detroit metropolitan area. He is 
teaching Jeuish Lahv. 

Sherman A. Jackson is 
associate professor of Isla~nic 
Studies, U-M Department of 
Near Eastern Studies. He 
specializes in Islamic law and 
theology He earned his B.A., 
MA., and Ph.D. at the 
University of Pennsylvania. 
Jackson has taught at Wayne 
State University, Indiana 
University, University of Texas 
at Austin, American University 
in Cairo, Egypt, and Middlebury 
Coilege. He lzas received 
numerous fellowships and 
awards and has served as 
inrerim president of the 
Shari'ah Scholars Association of 

Norih America and on the 
Board of Trustees for the North 
American Islamic Trust. 
Jackson is the author of 
Islamic Law and the State: The 
Constitutional It~risprudence of 
Shihab al-Din al-Qaraj?, and 
numerous articles on Islam. 
He speaks classical Arabic, 
Egyptian, Levantine, Saudi 
Arabian and Sudanese dialects, 
and has a reading knowledge of 
French, German, and Persian. 
He is teaching the Islamic Law 
seminar. 

As a partner in Kirkland & Ellis 
in Chicago, William R. Jentes, 
'56, has been lead trial and 
appellate counsel in complex 
antitrust, securities, contract, 
and mass tort cases on behalf 
of major corporations in 
numerous federal, state; and 
intemational forums. A 
longtime adjunct faculty 
member at the Law School, 
Jentes also teaches regularly at 
the University of Chicago Law 
School. He has lectured 
extensively for bar associations 
and continuing education 
groups in the United States and 
Canada. Jentes also earned his 
undergraduate degree from the 
University of Michigan. His on- 
going ties to h e  L ~ M J  School 
include his annual support of 
the Merit Scholarship program 
which bears his name, He is 
teaching Complex Litigation. 

Joan L. Larsen teaches 
Introduction to Constitutional 
Law and a seminar on the U.S. 
Supreme Court. She earned her 
J.D., nmgna cum laude, at 
Northwestern University 
School of Law, n~here she was 
articles editor of the 
hror-thwestenz Uizive~sity Law 
Review. At Northwestern, she 
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eamed the John Paul Stevens 
Award for Academic 
Excellence, the Lowden- 
Wi,more prize for the best 
student note published in the 
LLII,~ Review, and the Raoul 
Berger Prize for the best senior 
research paper. After graduation, 
she clerked for Judge David B. 
Sentelle of the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the D.C. Circuit 
and for Justice Antonin Scalia 
of the Supreme Court of the 
United States. She then joined 
Sidley & Austin's Washington, 
D.C. office, where she was a 
member of the Constitutional, 
Criminal and Civil Litigation 
sections. She also has been a 
visiting assistant professor at 
Northwestern. Larsen's research 
and teaching interests include: 
constitutional law, criminal 
procedure, and comparative 
constitutionalism, with a 
particular interest in Latin 
American legal systems. 

Ana Maria Merico-Stephens, '95, 
is an associate professor at the 
University of Arizona Law 
School, where she was honored 
as the 2000-01 Teacher of the 
Year by the Student Bar 
Association of the College of 
Law. She is teaching Cisd 
Procedure and a Judicial 
Federalism seminar here at the 
Law School. Merico-Stephens 
graduated ntmma cum Za~tde, 
Distinguished Honors Scholar, 
Phi Beta Kappa, and first in her 
class from the University of 
Cincinnati with a B.A., and 
earned her J.D., cunz latlde, 
from the U-M Law School. 
She served on the executive 

committee of the Latino Law 
Students Association, was a 
Juan Luis Tienda Award 
recipient, a member of the 
Adichigan Journal of bztelnational 
Law, and served as an 
instructor in the Minority 
Affairs Program. After 
graduating, she served as a 
judicial clerk to the Hon. James 
L. Ryan, U.S. Court of Appeals 
for the S i ~ h  Circuit. Piior to 
joining the University oi 
Arizona, she practiced law in 
Cincinnati, specializing in 
commercial litigation and 
federal courts practice. Her 
publications have appeared in 
the University of Califorol-lzia Davis 
Law Review and TheJoumal of 
College & University Law. 
Merico-Stephens' research 
interests include federalism, 
federal courts, civil procedure, 
and comparative civil 
procedure and judicial 
processes. She will be a visiting 
professor oi law at the 
Universidad Torcuato DiTella, 
in Buenos Ares, Argentina, this 
coming spring, where she will 
teach a course on Introduction 
to American Labv. 

Jeffrey H. Miro, '67, is 
chairman of Miro, Miro & 
Weiner in Bloomfield Hills, 
Michigan. He holds a bachelor's 
degree from Cornell University, 
a J.D. from Michigan, and an 
LL.M. from Harvard. He has 
previously been a lecturer on 
taxation at the Detroit College 
of Law, an adjunct professor of 
law at Wayne State University, 
and he regularly teaches at the 
Law School. He is teaching the 
Federal Income Tax Related to 
Real Estate Seminar. 
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Professor Denise C. Morgan is 
a member of the New York Law 
School facultj~. She also has 
practiced in the litigation 
department of Cleary, Gottlieb, 
Steen & Hamilton, served as a 
judicial clerk for Judge Marilyn 
Hall Pate1 on the U.S. District 
Court for the Northern District 
of California, and taught at 
Florida State Law School. She 
received her B.A. from Yale 
College and her J .D. from Yale 
Law School. Morgan teaches 
educational policy and the law, 
federal courts, civil procedure, 
and an anti-discrimination law 
seminar that focuses on the 
legal history of race in the 
United States. She is teaching 
Civil Procedure and the 
seminar, Race: A Legal and 
Historical Investigation of Anti- 
Discrimination Principles. 
Morgan has written extensively 
about equal educational 
opportunity with articles 
appearing in the University oj 
Clzicago Legal F o i ~ ~ m  and NYUk 
Anntial Sttwey of American Law. 
She also co-authored Breaking 
into the Academy, a guide for 
aspiring law professors, 
published biannually by the 
Michigan Journal of Race nizd 
Law. Morgan's current projects 
include an article, "The New 
School Finance Litigation" 
(forthcoming Nortlzwesteiqz Lnw 
Review 2001), which analyzes 
recent trends in education 
discrimination litigation, and a 
book about the role of law in 
the creation of heroes in the 
Black community to be 

published by NYU Press. 
Morgan also represents the 
New J'ork Siate Blaclc, Puerto 
kcan, and Hispanic Legislaiive 
Caucus in that state's ongoing 
school iinance litigation. 

Omri Yadlin joined the Tel Aviv 
University (TAU) Faculty of 
Law in 1993, after compleiing 
his LL.M. and S.J.D. degrees at 
Boalt Hall School of Law, UC 
Berkley At Berkeley, he won 
the Olin Fellowship and 
worked as a consultant for the 
Law and Economics Consulting 
Group. He earned his B.S. and 
LL.B. degrees, magiza ctiin laude, 
from TAU. Yadlin has taught 
corporate finance and law and 
economics as a visiting 
professor at Boalt Hall. In Tel 
A~iv, he teaches corporate law, 
securities regulation, and law 
and economics. His articles 
have been published in 
Michigan Lnw Review, 
Intelnational Review of Lnw and 
Ecoizonzics, and other journals. 
In Ann Arbor, lJacllin is 
teaching Enterprise Organization 
and Economics of Corporate 
and Securities Law. 
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uFree-Standing Due Process and Criminal Rocedux The Supreme Court's .Ur;lti sarer hw ma Chinab wO Prr,eessm 
h c h  fm i n w t i v c  Guidelines? qst- louk univmip LmrJd '03 

(k& s. ~ h ~ d p ) ,  2 J ( " d  O f I w d M 1  ETmmic 197 (1w). ,; 

(2001). 
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LARRY D. THOMPSON, ' 74, i 

SWORN IN AS 
DEPUTY U.S. ATTORNEY 
GENERAL 

'+,?'d- h I%- 

-%@ Larry D. Thompson, '74, was sworn in 

@ as the nation's second-ranking law 
enforcement official in ceremonies at 
Washington, D.C. in July 

Thompson, an Atlanta attomey with 

I,: 
- 

extensive experience in the public sector, 
had been confirmed as Deputy U.S. 
ktorney General in May His nomination 
was unanimously approved by the Senate 
Judiciary Committee. 

Thompson's position .as U.S. Attorney 
Generat john &hcroi&'s top assbtmt is bne 
of enormous sipficance," accoidin8 to 
Law School Profmr  Joseph Vinit~g, who 
attended the sweatingin ceremony and 
tau& Thompson &en he ww a law ' 

i 
student. ~ h o i i ~ a o n  "is certam~i a mernh; 1 

of a triurnv$mte 100. atcarney general, 
solidtor general,td deputy attorney 
general, in the administratian of federal 
law," said Viidng, who is the Henry B u m  
Hutchns Collegiate Professor of Law 

According to the U.5. juarjae +, . .. .- j 

~ e p a m e n t .  c c ~ e  thequuty attorney &$$a1 ';' 
ad- and assists the attorney genera1 in 
formukting'and implementing 
depanmmtal policies and programs. and in 
providing overall supervision md direction 
to all or&niatiatiatlal inits of h e  
depmnuu. ke di;pucy attorney general is 
authorized to exercise ats the mwer and 
authority of the attorney &&l, except 
where such pwer authority is 
prohibited & law from delega&ron or has 
been delegated to another oficiat. In the i 
knee of the attorney general, he deputy 
attorney gertetal acts as the attorney 
general ," I in his remark at the c e r e m k  
T h o m p n  thanked family, friends, clients, 3 

C 
and colleagtles, praised the work of 
criminal defense attorneys as "absolutely 
indispensable to our criminal justice 
system," and stressed that the Justice 
Department's lawyers must exercise their - power in ways that are dispassionate, 

~ e p q  U.S. A ~ V  Gmnd ~ n n y  D. M p s o n ,  74, reasonable, and just. 
ut his swearing-in cerembny inJuly. 



d bein; coun~d  smong In 1995, 'lbnzp9on mati qpp~imed 
&e d e b  bar," i n d w h t  couz1sel fos the Department-af 

$ w the mtion5 second- Ilplu5iq and Urban Deveopsneat 

!!! "1 h d w  the hmtigadonby the special panel of the 
a s ~ e i a e d  with what you U.S. Circuit &urt judges appointed by the 

Q kmw d understand h i t  U.S. Supreme Court. He served as U.S. 
- p ~ ~ . g o d  and p b i o n a l  work is attorney for, the Northern D W n  of 

absWEy kdispmhJe to our criminal Georgia from 1982-86, d@&g the 
f jw system. I haye observed over the suutheastsm O r g a d  Crime thug 

y* &at them is actually more civility Enforcement Task Force. 
b & w h  prosecutors and niminal defense Among his awards: 
lawyers &an between privse praaitioners W Eiected Fellow of the h e n a n  Board 
h cases. I certainly hope that kind d of Criminal Lawyers. 
pebtii~~shi@ continues." Recipient of rhe Outstanbg htigator 
. Thcmpn abo e&ed &m-hm&y Awad horn the Athnta .chapter of the 

Gen~qd bbert Jackson's call to government Federal Bar Assaciatim'. 
*lawyers in 19410 to exercise their great Recipient d tfie A.T. Walda Award for 
popier &pgSSio~ately and with reason and Outstanding Lawyer by the Gate City 

. j@&@d a d  that Q what the pmf.essiomIs ' Bar Associarion. 
p a t  imtitution suive to do - day He aka is a graduate of (SuIvcr~S'twkon. 

IIfra@&fdap out," Thompon said. ' ' ~  is College and Micfup Slate University - by a note 1 received horn a - 1n confirmatiion hearhgs before the 

.. mag&dawyei a few days ago. This lawyer Senate Judiciary Committee earher thij 
k q  over X, years with the d e p a m t .  year, Georgia Senator Zell MWer described 
: ?ln his note, the lawyer reminded me Thompson as 'the eofls-te 

k t  .the work we do in 'this building, and profes5ioml." ~omgson  brings "a wm1& . .. 
f&e %wa~r we go a b ~ t  it, is why this of experience as a tougb prasecutor, an 
dh$$fat$on is named the Depamnent of adept litiptor, a respected sbokr* and a 

- Jug& rather then the Department of sM1e-d manager," Miller said. 
$&mil Pmecum." I Z"hompmn joined the Atlanta law Am 

:,%mpson, in an interview last May, King br SpaI&ng in 197 7 and %came a 
cbae*fsd his responsibilities as ' k r y  panner in the firm in 1986. His pmcxia 
& q $ ~ v e "  and noted that ''primari1y my fonwd on white-collar aimid defense, 
hi ob to hdp and assist ~ttomey General complex civil litimm, i n m d  coqomte - 

&mft in Gnrdng the Department inveseigadum, a d  Fa'Ise Claims A a  cases. 
0fJ1@S1c&; 

L~ Last yea Thompson was elected to 

&&a&&mzive authorities relating to 
if;nmtiron of e'~:omrnic sanctions under . 

$ ihe Foteign Narcotics Kqph himation 
&a&J the Inremtionai Emergency 
E ~ ~ x Q ~ G  Pawen k t .  



A L U M N I  

GLOBE-TROTTING LAW SCHOOL FAMILY - r t l O T O \  c-OLIRTIVY ORc9 . \Y l? rR i  ( ~ r  RrL1vlow, IX 
RI-IIIVL;, C I ~ I N  \ ,  I-OK\L>, l , \r\v, , \ v r )  , \ \ i l i T  \ Y T  PI: \ Y  I-OI: 
I Y ~  rRy, \ i ' lob! . \L PI:L~L;R.\M~\ \ IRL;INI \ ~ - o r x l , \ > !  

Members of the Law School family 
are located around the globe, and 
each year Dean Jeffrey S. Lehman, 
'81, Assistant Dean for International 
Programs Virginia A. Gordan, Law 
School faculty members, and others 
from the Law School log thousands 
of miles visiting graduates 
overseas. 

W BEIJING: 111 photos providcd ~ J V  oiyaiti:crs qf thc 
La)\, School alumni gathc7ing in Jttnc in Bci j in~,  
Pcoplck Rcp t tb l~  q f  China, participants tal:c 
time from thcir activities to sit for a photo; 
above in fi-ont row, on cithcr sidc o f  Dcan Jcffi-c?, 
S. Lchman, '81, arc Assistant Dcan \'iiginia A. 
Gordan and \.\'an E~iang ,  vicc prcsidcnt of thc 

W TOKYO: Piior to thc Bcijing rcltnioii. Lchinm~, 
Gordan, and othcrsfrom thc Law School 
gathcrcd \\lit11 gradttatcs and m m h c r s  of thc 
Law School family for a rcccption at tltc Citjr 
Club of Tol:yo. Abovc, Lcltnzan plrscnts a gift to 
Japallcsc altcinni group pirsident Koicliiro 
Fujil:tci-a. who has taught at thc Law School, 
sci-ves on thc advison, cominittcc of thc Law 
School i Ccntcrfor lntcmational and 
Conzl?arati~-c La\+! and tcnchcs at Tca~l:ayaina 
University aftcr rctiiingfroin thc C~nivcrsit~v of 
Toltvo Faculty of La~rl. Bclow: Assistant Dcan for 
Intcntational Pi-ogr-ams Irirginia A. Gorclan 
chats with Judgc Itsuo Sunobc, who rcccntlv 
stcppcd dolrln jronl t hc Stcprcmc Court ofJapan. 

S~tpi.onc Pcoplci Cottrt of China, afaclclty 
n1m/7cr at IVuhaii LJnivcrsit~ and afonncr 
rcscarch scholai- at tltc L a ~ v  School. Bclo\r: 
Lchman addlrsscs thc gatltciing. 

W BRATISLAVA (light ): 111 Ma!: Goi-dan visitcd 
Bratislava, Slova1:ia. Shc is shown hcir with 

Pctcr KresaI:, lcft, a m m b c r  of thc Slo\lalt 
Parliaiitait and vice rcctor of Comenius University; 
Katatina Mnthcmova, U . M .  'Sa, special advisor to 

thc Slovaltian Deputy Piimc h4inistcr of Econoinic 
Affnirs, rvho hosted Gordani visit; and Jozcf 

Mora\lci,, mayor of Bratislava nndfonncr piimc 
ministci of Slovaltia. 

W IN OTHER TRAVELS to visit graduates, 
Lchnian. Gordan and/or others also journqcd 
to Roinc and to F lomcc ,  thc laltcrfov a joint 
confcrcl~cc tvith thc European Journal of  
International Law Csec stoiv on page 25). 
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ACHARD I. BLOCH, '68, 
TO HEAD NATIONW 
ACADEMY OF ARB1 TRAWRS 

almost 30 years. I d d n t  be more pleased W as 
t o k q t h i s m l e b &  

He has been tht m p d  arbmot fa ,\ 
both. h e  National Foorbl3. Lagpt aria' . 

, '.<> 

p d m r  of law at the Gee-m . . A  -, 3 - - . ,  

Uniye~sify Law Ceder and has written two . 
books an;d numemw anides aa the sublea 
of abitration. 

In addition to his law diegee, B I d  . 

holds m M.B.A. fmm the KLnivemity of 
' . Michigan and an A.B. frmn 

Colkge. He is married to fellowr Law 
&h1)01 p d m e  Sum ]Low BZoch, '7% 
who teaches c m G W d  hw u 
Ge~~&t.awn. 



Hi.. JRY T. EDWARDS, ' 65, 
TURNS OVER CHIEF - - 

JUDGE'S DUTIES 
;Y::<!::&-., .<.> .? 7 ..:k:.::., ~~.:.-.,y>.,:; :$*L;\,<;<;,! : ;,$2'..,, 

+<+. .;;,.,.;.,;: : L - ' > :  ?.:: ., * ...I. :. .:-:;.: ,-..: ... . +:.,. .:,*: .: ..Iz;,,';+L :.y:.-' ~'7:' .. . 
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After seven yeam, Judge Hany T. 
Edwards, '65, has stepped down as chfd , 
judge of the U.S. Court af Appeals fdr the 

, District of Columbia Circuit a d  turned 
over duties to the Hon Douglas H. 
Ginsburg. Edwards has served as the 
~ 0 ~ ' s  chief administrative officer since 
1994 and will remain an active mqber of 
the court. 

"All of us in the D.C. Circuit hmily 
hould be extremely grateful to Judge 

Edwards for his nearly sewn years of 
service u chid judge," said Ginsburg, who tf 
was appointed to the panel in 1986. "He 
has b e d  and kept &excellent staff, put 
the Court of Appeals in the forefront of 
automation, p&&ded over the planning 
and funding of the new annex and , ' 
coustho~~e-~n~var.ion, and preserved a 
pirit of harmony thmu&out it all." 

Edwards, who w s  feted with a farewell 
)arty featuring partygoes wearing white m 

T-shirts with red and blue letters saying 
I'm Jua Wild About Harry," -@g&Z<j~$ - *T&{' . 
ppointed to the court in 1980. 

A Zongtirne supporter of the law 
School, Edwards has hired a number of 
graduates as deds aaad $xis earned a 
repuution for being a rigorous and 
demanding but a h  supponive and 
congenial employer. He bas remained in 
close contact with many of fiis bmer  
clerks and revels in their-successes. 

Edwads also recognizes the role that 
staff members play in the m o t h  operation 
of the court. "I have n e w  kidded myself 

about what I codd do in my &4&& ,2; , :;*, 
top administratbe 6 k r  of thq &> 
told staff & m b  kst sumt$'~- %: 
p s o d  messagen in BE cirnrit,~@$i 
court's newsEexm. "Cla:kE j~&&&.&ii& 
make an opemticm gmt.i c $ i i k M  . . . ..-'.- L. ...- 

exhorted you until I was blue, &. @j@@ . .  . 
but if YOU not ddwi~&,*. 
would have been a q e  $ r ~ ~  

"Any dreams &at I @&i;>.: I .  .a, 

tramfonning the 
not have w e  to 
skills, profe5si~m1im. 
loyalty. &d you de%mred Opeij,&:&@& 
again. ~h&& we no 'big id&:& . , 

You trdormesl the eomt.: ' 

Edwards' staff p 5 ~ t e ~ , j ~ ~ ~ ~  
ipbwk and video at a -@:$d& 



GRADUATES' CLERKSHIPS - 
state, federal, and the 
U.S. Supreme Court 

Law School graduates have Graduates beginning Steven Bressler 
roun~less choices o l ~ n  to them their second clerkships The Hon. Norma L. Shapiro -. ~ 

- and each year a subs~antial U.S. District Court for the 
Carolyn Frantz, '00 

nuinber ol new J.D. holders Eastern District of 
apply for alld accept clerkships The Sandra Day ''Connor Pennsylvania, Philadelphia 

Supreme Court ol the United 
that offer the111 the chance to D,C, 
worlz closely with a judge and Katrice Bridges 
see courts in action lirsthand. The Hon. David H. Coar 

Eric Olson, '00 
This year, solne 70 Law School The Harly T, Edwards U.S. District Court for the 
graduates have accepted Northern District of Illinois, 

U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
clerkship positions Iron1 the Chicago District of Columbia Circuit, 
U.S. Supreme Court through a \vashington, D,C, 
val-ietv of federal and state Jason Case11 
courts across the country 

This year also marks the 
~nidpoint of a prestigious trio 
of co~~secutive years in hvhicl~ 
Law School graduates are 
seiving as clerks for jusLices of 
the U.S. Supreme Court: 

In 2000, Rclz Bierschbach, '97, 
clerked for the Hon. 
Sandra Day O'Connor. 
This year, Carolyn Fran~z, '00, 
is clerking for Justice 
O'Connor. 
Next year, Eric Olson, '00, 
will clerlz for the Hon. John 
Paul Stevens. 

The Law School encourages 
graduates to inforin the Office 
of Career Sei-\ices of their 
clerkships. The School depends 
on notification from graduates 
and has no way to keep 
coillplete count of all graduates 
svho accept clerkships. Here is 
the list of graduates \vho have 
notilied the La\v School of their 
clerltships, the judge [or ~7hoill 
they are clerlzing, and the name 
and location of [he cowl. 
Listees are December 2000 or 
May 2001 graduates unless 
otherwise noted. Graduates 
beginning their second 
clerl<ships lead the list: 

Jason Bent, '00 
The Hon. Cornelia G. Kennedy 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Sixth Circuit, Detroit 

Graduates beginning 
their first clerkships 

John Amash 
The Hen Tl~o~nas  L. Ambro 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Third Circuit, \Vilmington, 
Delaware 

Matthew Andelman 
The Hon. Ronald h4. Gould 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Ninth Circuit, Seattle 

David Avila 
The Hon. Franl; E. Sullivan Jr. 
Indiana Supren~e Court, 
Indianapolis 

Katherine Barnes 
The Hon. Vaugl~n R. \lTallier 
U.S. District Court for the 
Northern District of California, 
San Francisco 

Eve Brensike 
The Hon. Stephen Reinhardt 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Ninth Circuit, Los Angeles 

The Hon. John P Bourcier 
Rhode Island Supreme Court, 
Providence 

Shayna Cook 
The Hon. Sam Sparks 
U.S. District Court for the 
Western District of Texas, 
Austin 

Thomas Cosgrove 
The Hon. Catherine C. Blake 
U.S. Disti-ict Court for the 
District of Maiyland, Baltimore 

Rachel Croskery-Rob, '00 
The Hon. Janis Graham Jack 
U.S. District Court for the 
Southern Distl-ic~ of Texas, 
Coipus Christi 

Stephen Crowley 
The Hon. J .  Gal-van Murtha 
U.S. District Court for the 
District of lTe~n~ont, Brattleboro 

Bradley Darling 
The Hon. Nancy G. Edmunds 
U.S. District Court for the 
Eastern District of h4ichigan. 
Detroit 

Paul Diller 
The Hon. Edward R. Becker 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Third Clrcuit, Philadelphia 

Sean Dougherty 
The Hon. James R. Cavanaugh 
Superior Court of 
Pennsylvania, 
West Chester 

Kelly Drake 
Michigan Court of Appeals 

Gregory Feldkamp 
The Hon. J.E Stadtmueller 
U.S. District Court for the 
Eastern District of Wisconsin, 
Milwaulzee 

Jenny Floyd, '99 
The Hon. Alan H. Neoas 
U.S. District Court for d1e 
Distnct of Connecticut, 
Bridgeport 

Shelly Fox 
Michigan Court of Appeals 

Cameron Fraser, '00 
The Hon. Eric Smith 
Alaska Superior Court, Palmer 

Mala Goodell 
The Hon. M. Margaret 
McKeo~m 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Ninth Circuit, Seattle 

Jody Greenberg 
The Hon. Phyllis M! Becli 
Superior Court of 
Pennsylvania, Bala CJT- I \V~~  



GRADUATES' CLERKSHIPS - 
John Knepper 
The Hon. A. Raymond Randolph 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
District of Columbia Circuit, 
Washington, D.C. 

Angela Ochoa 
The Hon. Ales J .  Martinez 
Colorado Supreme Court, 
Denver 

Charles Riely 
The Hon. Frank S. Maas 
U.S. District Court lor the 
Southern District of New York, 
New Irork City 

Brian Gruber 
The Hon. John C. Coughenour 
U.S. District Court for the 
Western District of 
'\;liashington, Seattle 

Tirrell Paxton 
Staff Attorney's Office 
U.S. Banltmptcy Court for the 
Northern District of Illinois 

Amit Kurlekar 
The Hon. Marianne 0. Battani 
U.S. District Court for the 
Eastern District of Michigan, 
Ann Arbor 

Sarah Riley 
The Hon. &chard A. Enslen 
U.S. District Court for the 
Western District of Michigan, 
Kalamazoo 

Amy Hanvell 
The Hon. Arthur J .  Tarnow 
U.S. District Court for the 
Eastern District of Michigan 
Detroit 

Danielle Phillip 
The Hon. John W Darrah 
U.S. District Court for the 
Northern District of Illinois, 
Chicago 

Anne Lawton, '88 
The Hon. David W McKeague 
U.S. District Court for the 
Western District of hilichigan, 
Lansing 

Marcela Sanchez 
The Hon. David H. Coar 
U.S. District Court for the 
Northern District or Illinois, 
Chicago 

Stephen Hessler 
The Hoiz. John G. Heybum I1 
U.S. District Court for the 
Western Disirict of Kentucky, 
Louisville 

Mark Pletcher 
The Hon. Stephen S. Trott 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Ninth Circuit, Boise, Idaho 

Jenny Lee, '00 
The Hon. Kenneth L. Ryskamp 
U.S. District Court for the 
Southern District of Flonda, 
West Palm Beach 

Margaret Schneider 
The Hon. Paul V Niemeyer 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Fourth Circuit, Baltimore 

Kara Jennings 
The Hon. Michael E Cavanagh 
Michigan Supreme Court, 
Lansing 

Anne Raish 
The Hon. Nathaniel M. Gorton 
U.S. District Court for the 
District of Massachusetts, 
Worchester 

Bonnie Schroeder 
The Hon. Colleen McMahon 
U.S. District Court for the 
Southern District of New York, 
White Plains 

Jamala McFadden 
The Hon. Anna Diggs Taylor 
U.S. District Court for the 
Eastern District of Michigan, 
Detroit 

William Johnson 
The Hon. Russell A. Anderson 
Minnesota Supreme Court, 
St. Paul 

Frederick Ralph 
The Hon. Diana E.  Murphy 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Elghth Circuit, Minneapolis 

Joshua Smith 
Michigan Court of Appeals Daniel Kelly 

The Hon. A. Joe Fish 
U.S. District Court for the 
Northern District of Texas, 
Dallas 

Joshua McGuire 
Staff Attorneys' Office 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Second Circuit, New York State 

Damany Ransom 
The Hon. Karen Wells Roby 
U.S. District Court for the 
Eastern District of Louisiana, 
New Orleans 

Ellen Stanfield 
The Hon. Joel M. Flaum 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Seven~lz Circuit, Chicago Warren Metlitzky 

The Hon. Marilyn H. Pate1 
U.S. District Court for the 
Northern District of California, 
San Francisco 

Eileen Kiernan 
The Hon. Mary J .  Mullarkey 
Colorado Supreme Court, 
Denver 

Jerome Sturhahn 
The Hon. James L. Ryan 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Sisth Circuit, Detroit 

Jamie Raulerson 
The Hon. Robert L. Eastaugh 
Alaska Supreme Court, 
Anchorage Robert Mikos 

The Hon. Michael Boudin 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
First Circuit. Boston 

Ihan Kim, '00 
The Hon. Ann Claire Williams 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Seventh Circuit, Chicago 

Catherine Thompson 
The Ho11. Jol-111 Feilteizs 
U.S. District Court for the 
Eastern District of Michigan, 
Detroit 

Asim Rehman 
The Hon. John S. Martin Jr. 
U.S. DisLrict Court lor the 
Southern District of New York, 
New York City 

Christie Oberg 
The Hon. Deanell R. Tacha 
U.S. C o ~ ~ r t  of Appeals for the 
Tenth Circui~, Lawrence, 
Kai~sas 

Martin Tittle 
Michigan Court of Appeals 



m e  W* 
S& at.-* Office 
U.S. Cou~s d Appeab for che 
Seventh Ctmit, Chicago 

N g m q  Wm& Dccembdr Dl 
The Ha. Warren W Matthews 
Abhra Supre~ze Court, 
Anchams 

Philip womg 
The Hm. John Feikens 
U.S. District Court for he 
Eastern District of Wchgan, 
Detroit 

J o n a h  Wztmer-Rich 
The Hon. M. Blme Michael 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Foufth Circuit, Charleston, 
west Virginia --- 

Adam wolf 
The Hon, Robert J. Timlin 
U.S. Dktric~t Court for the 
C e m l  District of Cahfornia, 
Riverside 

- - 

Jeffky Zeigler , WLSA ANNIVERSARY PROGRAM 
The Hon. George Bundy Smith 
New York Court of Appeals, 
New York City I 

RECALLS THE GOOD(?) 
OLD DAYS 

Jamie Zysk 
The Hon. Joan A. ~ e n a r d  
U.S. District Court for the 
Southern District of Florida 
Miami 

With nearly half of current law studehrs Reif and her co-panelists - the Hon. Noel 
female, it can be diEicult to imagine when there Kramer, '71, of the District of Columbia Superior 
were few women either in law school or in the Court; Dawn Phillips Hem, '71, of Hackett 
legal profession. Yet this was the situation when Maxwell Phillips in Troy, Michigan; and Bettye 
the Women Law Students Association (WLSA) Elkins, '70, of the Ann Arbor office of Miller, 
was formed three decades ago, recalled four Canfield, Paddock & Stone - agreed that in 
pioneering alumna who returned to the Law those times a young woman lawyer usually had to, 
School for a program this fall to mark the 30th pick a male attorney as a mentor. As Phillips 
anniversary of the organization. noted, "Many of my mentors were men because 

Even when there were few women practicing there weren't many women [practicing law] ." 
law, "having that law degree from the University Today, with more women practicing law, it may 
of Michigan gave you instant recognition," be easier to find a mentor of the same gender, but, 
recalled Wanda Reif, '71, who now practices in as Kramer cautioned, "I want to say in thls 
Washington, D.C. 'You were someone who regard that you don't just want to think of women 
should be listened to." as mentors." 

Elkins noted that when the oil embargo of the 
1970s and a slump in the automobile business 
caused the economy to slow, many Detroit law 
finns found themselves forced into becoming 
reluctant leaders in the move to hire more women. 



A REUNION TRANSFORMED: 

A quest for answers 
after September 11 

It was a coming together. this quickly 
assembled, high level panel discussion of 
the light that international law might shed 
on the tragic events of September 11. Two 
hijacked airliners had crashed into and 
destroyed the World Trade Center that day, 
killing thousands of people. A third airliner 
plowed into the Pentagon, killing 
hundreds. And a fourth hijacked plane 
crashed near Pittsburgh, apparently driven 
from its terrorists' target by heroic 
passengers. 

Ten days later - during a time 
orignally planned for more traditional 
reunion activities - Honipan  
Auditorium, the huge classroom otherwise 
know as "Hutchins 100" or just "100," was 
filled, with standees leaning against the 
back wall. It was a multi-generational 
audience: Law school graduates here for 
reunions of their classes of 1941, '51, '56, 
'6 1, '66, and '7 1. And students not vet 

during World War TI, he said. Later, in 
response to a question from Professor 
Catharine A. MacKinnon, he acknowledged 
that even without a declaration of war the 
crimes perpetrated against the United 
States appear to meet the definition of 
war crimes. 

Stein, Hessel E. Yntema Emeritus 
Professor of Law, noted that in practical 
terms the UN charter "doesn't use the word 
'war' in an operative sense." He added that 
"the original idea was that no country 
would undertake unilateral action and that 
the Security Council will act." 

In 1998, recalled Stein, the UN Security 
Council passed a resolution demanding 
that the Taliban regme of Afghanistan shut 
down terrorist bases in its territory and 
turn over suspected terrorist mastermind 
Osama bin Laden to face his indictment in 
the United States. The resolution, passed 
after terrorist bombin~s of U.S. embassies , 0 - -  

graduated. It is "gratifying to see this mix in Kenya and Tanzania, "came very close to ABOVE: P~ofcssorr Robcrt Howsc, Karirna 
of current students and former students." what the President laid down last night," Bennounc,94, Eric Stcin,'42. and BI-lcno Simma 

Dean Jeffrey S. Lehman, '81, noted. 
Panelists Karima Bennoune, '94, Robert 

Howse, Bruno Simma, and Eric Stein, '42, 
spent the next 90 minutes formulating 
answers to Lehman's opening question: 
"What can the field of international law tell 
us about our current predicament?" 

Simma, an Affiliated Overseas Faculty 
member who also is director of the 
Institute of International Law at the 
University of Munich and advises the 
United Nations, opened the program by 
noting that "international law is almost 
totally predicated on the right of states and 
entities that have territories." 

"There is no question today that there is 
an obligation on states to prevent terrorist 
attacks on other states," he said. The events 
of September 11 probably crossed the line 
into the realm of "armed attack" that the 
United Nations charter authorizes countries 
to repel, he said. But retaliation is not the 
all-out "war" that Europe experienced 

said Stein, refemng to President ~ush 's  
address to the nation on September 20. 

He added that the day after the attacks 
on New York and Washington, the Security 
Council passed a resolution that took note 
of the right to individual and collective self 
defense when it is determined that there is 
a threat to international peace. 

Bennoune, a visiting professor who has 
worked with Amnesty International and 
visited Afghanistan in 1996, cautioned that 
the issue of response is threefold: to 
prevent a repeat of the terror of September 
1 1, to punish the perpetrators, and to do 
so without violating human rights norms. 
"This is a question we must constantly bear 
in mind in the days ahead," she said. 

"Clearly these are crimes against 
humanity, and clearly the perpetrators must 
be brought to justice - anywhere In the 
world," she said. Bul she suggested that 
negotiations continue on how to do this - 
perhaps trylng suspects in Jordan under 
U.S. law. she offered. Such a solution is "no 

listen m Dcan J e f f t q  S. Lchman, '81, introduces 
tlzcir panel discussion of the nnswcl-s that 
intonational law mav provide to dcal with tltc 
tragedy of Scptembcr 11 ."The univcrsitv occ~cpics a 
sacrcd space within Arnc~ican society" that p1.ovidcc 
thcfotunzfor scai-ching inquii?~ and civil disco~cfic, 
Lchinan said in his introduction. 

RIGHT: Karima Bennounc, '94, a visitingfaculty 
tnonbcr at the Law School, c-uplnirzs that h~unan 
rights niust bc protcctcd o m  as tcl-rot-ism is ~.ootcd 
out. "l 'm not sltrc therc is a militat?) solution to 
this," slic coi~esscd. Listcnitig at tight is Hcsscl E. 
Y n t m a  Professor Emcritus Eric Stcin. '42. 

I more impossible than a ground action over 
the Kyber Pass into Afghanistan," she 
noted. 

"We need to remember the principle of 
universality," she cautioned. "What 
happened in New b r k  City and 
Pennsylvania was wrong - and would be 
no matter where it happened. . . . I think 
one of the lessons of human rights la\\. is 
that of our common humanity I think we 
need to continue to talk about options 
instead of settling our minds on just one." 

Military actions have "a disproportionate 
impact on ci~ilians, especially women and 
children," she explained. In 1900, one- 
tenth of the casualties from a military 
operation were civilian; today the figure is 
90 percent, she said. 

Howse, a specialist in the interactions of 
human rights and international trade, 
noted the difference between a threat that 
has ended - as in the case of the 
Lockerbie airplane bombing over Scotland. 
in which long negotiations finally led Libya 
to release suspects for trial on the 
European continent under Scottish law - 
and a threat that continues. Ob\iously, he 
said, Lockerbie didn't prevent what 
happened in New E'ork and Washington. 

"International law mill evolve in 
response to what happened," he predicted. 
"If armed force is needed to respond, it's 
legtimate to use it. . . . 

"Because we're dealing with covert 
operations we're unlikely to face a smoking 
gun, so to defend ourselves we're probably 
going to have to act on imperfect 
infonnation. How much [information] 
is enough?" 

He added: "If u7e accept the logic of self 
defense. in certain circumstances it may be 
necessary to remove a regime." And he 
cautioned that leaders tqing to battle such 
terrorism are "people operating in real time 
on a moment to moment basis to protect 
this county - and we can't forset that." 





' I- 

Bany Mrirck, 51, q w i ~ J l ~ n r r  J. anhly W, he . 

1961. WMa pslwd the salibw ,of bdayS bn s&dm# : 
, " W c r n a k r & ~ m s ~ ~ a ~ l d ~ t o f  ,* 
than mpOna vay well," he said, tatdnblul tkat Vie 1 If- 
WlOSt H'-c $flBY@l~k? POI4 ME ~~ t0@ d ' ' - 

While this panel discussion alterecl pan of 
the reunion agenda, other reunion activities Q) fortheclassesof1941,'51,'56,'61,'66,and 
'71 went ahead much as planned for the ' weekend of September 2 1-23. (The 
September 14-16 reunion for the c l a m  of .$ r i  1976. '81. '86. '91. and '96 had been canceled , . - - - . . -- 

because of the terrorist destruction of the 
Wodd Trade Center and damage to the $ 
Pentagon an September 1 I .These classes 
hold their reimions nexs 

In separate programs: 

The Class of 1941 h 
Individual Recollections of Law School 

practice. "It seem to me the profession is 
very reflective d the society of which it is a 
part," said Reed. The *backbreaking debtn 
that many students accumulate during 
legal study forces them to opt for the 
higheat salaries they can get, he said. But 
some audience members chaIlenged Reed's 
eonciusbn 2nd noted that hey, too, had 

- ed~c$tion debts ts repay when they 
graduated and that those debts represented 
no greater percentage of their income that + 
hose m d  by today's shLdm&. 

Ptafessor of Law ~ i m e s  J. White, '62, 
prqvided an update on Law School 

. eqroDmenr and che ;caliber of today's law 
" Btudenrs, the admissions lawsuit, and other 
. ghjects. Class members also took part in a 
pbQ@aRl they called "It's the top of the 
sp~gnth -- A class discussfon about Where 
&e Are and Vdhere Are We Going in the 

% - Legal Q~erRiCe after a Legal Career Game?" 

'I. +v '&$ 

S The C h s  of 1971 adjourned to DominickS 
for coffei and informal conversation. 

Other reunian activities included class 
diimers, a tailgate luncheon prior to the U-M 
-vs.. Westem:Mhchigan University football 
@me, a Saturday evening dance, and the 





n o t e s  

Rnherr Johnson, 'h0 

Denn~s C. Dm? 'Oh 

1 9 3 8  
Erwin Ellmann, who practices 
with the Doepken Keevican & 
Weiss Professional Corporation 
in Birmingham, Michigan, has 
received the 2001 Di~tin~guished 
Senice Award from the Labor 
and Employment Law Section of 
the State Bar of Michigan. The 
award is p7en each year to a 
Michigan attorney who has 
demonstrated outstanding 
service and professionalism in 
the practice of labor and 
employment law. 

1951  
George E. Bushnell Jr., past 
president of the American Bar 
Association, has become of 
counsel to the Bloomfield Hills, 
Michigan, law firm of Roy 
Shector & Vocht PC. He serves 
as private arbitrator, lawsuit 
mediator, and consultant in 
complex litigation. 

Stuart E. Hertzberg, a partner 
with Pepper Hamilton LLP and 
co-chair of the firm's Bankruptcy 
and Reorganization Practice 
Group, has been presented the 
President's Award from the 
Detroit Metropolitan Bar 
Association. The award is the 
highest individual award the 
association gves and is presented 
only when the organization 
determines that a candidate is 
esceptionally outstanding. 
"Stuart's career has taken him 
across the country representing 
debtors, trustees, and creditors' 
committees, even to the U.S. 
Supreme Court," noted Richard 
A. Rossman, partner-in-charge of 
Pepper Hamilton's Detroit office. 
"Stuart has been a leader in all 
areas of his life, and the legal 
profession and Pepper Hamilton 
have benefited greatly from his 
work." 

Raymond R. Trombadore, 
former president of the New 
Jersey State Bar Association, has 
been presented with the Medal 
of Honor by the New Jersey State 
Bar Foundation. Trombadore, of 
Somerville, received the award at 
the foundation's annual awards 
dinner. The award is voted to an 
attorney who has made 
outstanding contributions to 
improving the justice system. 

1 9 6 0  
Robert Johnson has announced 
his retirement from the practice 
of law. Johnson joined the 
Mankato, Minnesota. firm 
Farrish, Zimmerman & Johnson 
in 1961. In 1962 he served a 
tour in the Air Force Judge 
Advocacy Genera 1's Corps. He 
returned to Mankato and the 
firm in 1964, developing the 
firm's reputation in the area of 
trial work. 

7 962 
Frederick H. Miller, the George 
Lynn Cross Research Professor 
and Kenneth McAfee Centennial 
Professor at the University of 
Oklahoma College of Law, has 
been appointed chair of the 
executive committee of the 
National Conference of 
Commissioners on Uniform 
State Laws. 

1 9 6 3  
John M. Rickel has been elected 
worldwide chairman of the 
presidents of the 103 Chartered 
Financial Analysts (CFA) 
Societies. 

Alan I. Rothenberg has become 
a full-time neutral and will be 
mediating and arbitrating 
disputes at Action Dispute 
Resolution Services based in 
Los Angeles. 

Larry Snider, a partner with 
Mayer, Brown & Platt in 
Chicago, had his eshibit "A 
World Away" on display in 
September and October at the 
Apes Fine Art galleries in 
Los Angeles. The eshibit featured 
his black-and-white photographs 
from Tibetmepal and 
BhutanlChina. His related 
monosraph, A Mlorld A14~ny is 
published by Barnes & Noble. 

1 9 6 5  
Douglas J.  Rasmussen was 
re-elected to a three-year term 
as a trustee of the Community 
Foundation for Southeastern 
Michigan. He has senred on the 
organization's board of trustees 
since 1988. Rasmussen was also 
re-appointed as a member of the 
foundation's esecutive committee 
and as chairman of the program 
and distribution committee. 

1 9 6 6  
Dennis C .  Drury received The 
Horace Sheffield Lifetime 
Achievement Award from the 
Detroit office of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation (FBI). 
This is the highest award gven 
to a civilian by the FBI. The 
award recoLgnizes outstanding 
achievement in community 
servlce. Drury has been a district 
court judge in Troy, Michigan, 
for 17 years. 

Erik H. Serra, principal in the 
Ann Arbor office of Miller 
Canfield Paddock and Stone 
PLC, has joined the board of 
directors of Catholic School 
Services. 

1 9 6 7  
Thomas M. Boykoff, of Madison. 
Wisconsin, was reappointed to a 
six-year term on the Wisconsin 
Tax Appeals Committee. 

John brnins. '70 
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e 1 1  

Richard D. McLellan of East 1971 -- 
Laming, a member of the Timothy A. Fusro has joined the 
Michigan law firm of Dykema Troy, Uichigan, office of the law 
Goet t  PLLC, participated in an firm of Miller Canfield Paddock 
August 26-31,2001, trade and Stone PLC as counsel. He is 
delegation to the West African engaged in matters from general 
countries of Ghana, Ivory Coast, corporate, real estate, and 
and Nigeria. McLellan attended insolvency, to commed  lending. 
the 1995 U.S. trade mission to 
Ghana led by the late U.S. Joseph Kimble has been named 
Commerce Secretary Ron Brown. drafting consultant to the 

Standing Committee on Rules of 
Robert W. Reum has been Practice and Procedure of the 
elected by the board of directors Judicial Conference of the United 
of Chicago-based AMSTED States. He is also the new editor- 
Industries to the position of in-chief of The Scribe's]ournal of 
chairman, president, and chief Legal Writing. 
executive officer. He formerly 
served as a director of the Laurence J. Kline has joined the 
company, a position he was Chicago fim Hoogendoom, 
elected to in 1992. Talbot, Davids, Godfrey & - Milligan as a partner. 

1970 
Michael G. Harrison has 1972 
become of counsel to the Chuck Ludlum has joined the 
Michigan-based law firm of staff of U.S. Sen. Joseph 
Foster Swift Collins & Smith PC. Lieberman of Connecticut and is 
Harrison joins the firm's focusing on issues of high 
Litigation Department in technology, tax, trade, and 
Lansing. He served most recently budget policy. He previously 
as Ingham County circuit judge. served for seven years as 

principal lobbyist for the 
John Kamins was elected biotechnology industry and for I 

president of the Goodwill 23 years as counsel to U.S. 
Industries of Greater Detroit House and Senate committees, 
Foundation board of directors. the White House, and the 
He is a partner at the Detroit law Federal Trade Commission. 
firm Honigman Miller Schwartz 
and Cohn and a member of its 1 974 
Corporate and Securities Michelle Coleman Mayes is 
Department. moving from her position of 

board treasurer of the NOW 
David M. Lick h a  been named Legal Defense and Education 
by the Lansing Regional Fund to chair of the board of 
Chamber Commerce as its NOW Legal Defense, which is 
Outstanding Small Business based in New York City 
Advocate for 200 1. 

Isao Takahashi, M.C.L., has 
merged with and joined as 
partner the Tokyo law firm of 
New Tokyo International. 

LAW QUADRANGLE NOTES F A U J U V m  2Wl 77 

Law School araduates aather 
for fellowg6duate5 wGdding 

Oa Appl128& a dszen or SO of our fellow' 
, w ~ L P w ~ . ~ ~ ~ r ~ d e d t b r  , 

nreddbg oT Staep lU1;1f+:95, m Mmk tecker in . 

rhe !!tan F ~ I J  Residh, prevI0tfsIy a military 
b e  and w w  a g o r g d y  wooded national park 
ombow %n Francism l3a~ Stacey is an 
assdate in the Employment and l d m r  D-mt 
of the h Fzancisco o&e.af M w n  & Fmrster. 
and Mark work with the Leakey Foudtion in 
San Francisco. 

Those attending fkm the Law khcml included 
Rob Bak,  '95, currently a dqmq district attorney 
with k t a  Clara County, Ca?3h&; Rachel 
Gmdoo~ln Bnxru, '94. &-ly in-house counsel 
for Delphi Automotive Systems in Detroit, and her 
h w b d  Brian Baxter; Mama Scott Bhk, '95, a 
ktigarion/labor and epiplqmen'1: assdate at Heller 
Ehrman in Seattle; Ciara Comerford, '96, currently 
in-house counsel for Ddphi Autorriotive Systems in 
Deaoit; Sean Hecht, '95, proud parent of two-year- 
old h and a deputy attorney general doing 
en-nm~nd enfozcement with the California 
Attarney Genera& 0ffice;jim KemiE, '95, now an 
equities trader with Tiwhcape.com in New York 
City with his wife Alice Kenni$; Aabny 
Montem, '95, cumndy an FBI Special Agent in 

I 

San Francisco; Michelle Motowski Lund, '96, a 
litigation associate in the Detmit office of Pepper 
Hamilton LIP; Krism Marit& '95, a 
c o ~ i a l  litigation associate with Maddin, 
Hauser in Southfield, Miwan; Rachel Meny, '95, 
a staEf attorney ax Bay A m  Legal Aid in Richmond, 
California, h i d b i g  cases for domestic violence 
survivors, with her husband Matthew Hiasch; 
Gina R ~ o m , ' 9 5 ,  who will be joining the l a h r  
and emplloyment team a the San Francisco City 
Attorney3 Office; lCinnari Shah, '95, a public 
bee associate at Snadling Yosica CarIson & 
Rauth in San Franciscq Aylice Toohey, '95, an 
assistant U.S. a t t m y  with the Northern District 
of Illinois, and her husband Exit Gorman, '95, 
a litigates in the Chicago office of Skadden, Arps; 
and Emm htz, '95, associate director of the 
Central Pacific Region of the Anti-Defamation 
League, with her fiance, Dr. Paul Bloom. 



C L A S S  n o t e s  

I Ronalds \\.~lLcr. '7 3 

1 9 7 5  
John Holdenried has been 
named managlng partner of the 
Omaha, Nebraska-based la\\. f i m ~  
Bard Holm. He represents health 
care pro\?ders, concentrating on 
re<~lator>: transactional, 
compliance, tas, and contract~ng 
Issues. 

E Ronalds Walker has been 
named counsel at the 
Indianapolis-based law firm of 
Plews Shadley Rather & Bum. 

1 9 7 6  
Lynne Deitch was installed as 
chair of Les Mundi at its annual 
meeting in August 2001. Les 
Mundi 1s the world's leading 
association of independent law 
firms. She is the first female 
chairperson and only the fifth 
American to head the 
organization. 

Michael B. Lewis has been 
chosen by shareholders as 
president of Dean & Fulkerson 
of Troy, Michigan. He 
concentrates his practice on 
business, transactional, and real 
estate law. 

Patrick E. Mears, who is with 
the Grand &pids office of 
Dykema Gossett PLLC, has been 
elected to The American Law 
Institute for outstanding 
achievements in the practice of 
insol~lency and commercial law. 

Linda M. Ojala was recently 
named a Super Lawyer by 
Minncsotn Lnw G Politics and 
Twin Citics Business Mont l~b for 
demonstrating excellence in her 
practice of the law The Super 
Lacwer list is an annual guide 
put out by the two magazines to 
honor the best lauyers in 
Minnesota. She works with the 
Kurzman Grant & Ojala law firm 
in Minneapolis. 

1977 
Robert T. Stewart, an 
cnnronmental and tnal partncr 
in the Austln, Texas, office of 
Balier Botts, has becn namcd the 
2001-2002 chair of the 
En\~ronn~cntal and Nature 
Resources Lsv  Sectlon of the 
State Bar of Texas 

1 9 7 8  
Richard M. Albert has been 
appolnted managlng partner of 
the Foley & h r d n e r  national law 
firm's Los Angeles and Den~rer 
offices. 

1 9 7 9  
Kevin M. McCarthy, a principal 
and deputy resident director in 
the Kalamazoo office of the 
international law firm of Miller 
Canfield Paddock and Stone 
PLC, spoke on "Recent Federal 
Circuit Court Decisions 
Invol\ing Arbitration" at the 
mid-winter meeting of the 
American Bar Association Labor 
Section Committee on Alternate 
Dispute Resolution in Key West, 
Florida. 

David J .  Schwartz has heen 
named a partner at the 
Debevoise Sr Plimpton law firm 
in New York. His practice 
focuses on private equity funds 
and private equity investments in 
venture-backed companies. 

1 9 8 0  
Susan Tukel has joined the 
Detroit office of Williams Mullen 
Clark & Dobbins as a partner in 
the firm's Litigation Section. Her 
practice includes construction 
defect litigation, product liability, 
complex insurance coverage, and 
commercial litigation. 

Steve Lockhart has l~ccn 
appolnted magistrate to thc 
\Vri~nc County Thlr~)l-Slsth 
Distnct Prc3ba~ion Court In 
Detroit 

1 9 8 2  
Mark T. Boonstra, pnncipnl, 1135 
transferred from the Detroil 
office to thc Ann Arbor officc of 
h4iller Canfield Paddock and 
Stone PLC. He practices in thc 
area of commercial litiption. 

Dan Tukel recently  on a j u y  
verdict in f:i\lor of the emplo).er 
in a case invol~ins a claim of 
gender discrimination. He 
practices at the Butzel Long firm 
in Detroit. 

1983 
Sylvester Pieckowski, LL.M., 
has become a partner in 
Altheimer & Gray in its Warsaw, 
Poland, office. He joined the firm 
after practicing with Miller 
Canfield Paddock & Stone in 
Warsalx~. He concentrates his 
practice on mergers and 
acquisitions, corporations, 
pri~ratizations and joint ventures, 
commercial arbitration, and 
mediation (ADR). 

1984 
Carey DeWitt spoke to the 
Michigan Public Employers 
Labor Relations Association in 
Jackson in March. He addressed 
the subject of employment 
discrimination law He practices 
at the Butzel Long firm in 
Detroit. 

1 9 8 5  
Jonathan B. Frank is now of 
counsel to the Bloomfield Hills, 
Michigan, firm of Jacliier Gould 
Bean Upfal &I Eizelman. His 
practice focuses on dispute 
resolution, litigation of business, 
real estate, and employment 
matters. 



C L A S S  n o t e s  

Charles M.  Greenberg, a 
pG1rtncr at Pepper Hamilton LLF), 
rcprcst"itec1 the hrm in the 
,lcqul<it~on of the Flnnda 
Panthers Natmnal Hockey 
Lcnguc franchise from Boca 
r\csort~ Inc Hc was the lead 
,ittorncy In ncgotlatlng the 
purchasc, fcmnlng the 
p,~rtnershlp, and other aspects 
of the transaction 

1986 
Michael A. Lisi has joined the 
intt.llectua1 property law firm of 
Rader Fishman & Grauer PLLC 
as a member at the firm's 
Bloomfield Hills, Michigan, 
office. 

Amy Stuart Farrior is a 
shareholder at the newly 
relocated law firm of Schropp 
Buell & Elligett PA. The firm 1s 
now located at 3003 West k e e l e  
Street, Suite 100 In Tampa. 

Megan l? Norris, a principal in 
the Detroit firm of Miller 
Canfield Paddock and Stone 
PLC, has been appointed to the 
Police Conimission by Detrolt 
hdaj~or Dennis Archer. 

1987 
Marcia M. McBrien, an attome). 
and former reporter for Alizlli~arl 
LQ\\!VCI-S \\'c'cI:!v, joined the 
Michigan Supreme Court sti7ff as 
the Court3 public information 
officer. 

Jordan Schreier recently 
addrcssed the Human Resources 
Association of Greater Detroit's 
Legal Roundtable. Jordan spoke 
about "COBRA: Recent 
Developments." 

Reginald M. Turner Jr. has been 
appointed to the City of Detroit 
Ethics Commission by Mayor 
Dennis Archer and a unanimous 
vote of the City Council. Tumer 
was a h  recently chosen 
president-elect of the State Bar of 
Michigan for the 2001 -02 bar 
year. He is a partner with Clark 
Hill PLC based in Detroit. 

1988 
Gabriel J .  'yack" Chin has been 
named Rufus King Professor of 
Law at the University of 
C~nc~nnat l  College of Lan: where 
he has taught since 1998 He 
was a ITslting facult). member at 
New York University School of 
Law last spnng and taught at 
Western New England Colle~e 
School of La~v from 1995-91 A 
frequent speaker at the U-M b\v 
School, he 1s a founder of the 
School's Aslan Amencan Lam. 
Students Assoclat~on, as a la\\- 
student he was an 5 K Yee hlent 
Scholar, won Amencan 
Jurisprudence Awards for 
Cnmlnal Procedure and Legal 
Ethlcs, and received a Certificate 
of h4ent for Securities Replatlon 

Mark R. Mazanec has joined the 
Cleveland office of the national 
law firm of Baker & Hostetler 
LLP as partner. He practices in 
the Lltigatlon Group \nth 
emphas~s on en~~ronmenta l  lam: 

1989 
Franlc Emmert, LL h4 , has been 
appointed to the Jean hlonnet 
Char  of European Union at 
Concordla International 
University In Eston~a. The 
h4onnct c h a r  is the first and only 
such chair to be a~varded to 
Estonla b ) ~  the Colnlnlssion of 
the European Union 

1990 
During this fall term, Jeff Gallant, 
an assistant U.S. attorney for the 
Eastern District of Oklahoma, is 
teaching the course White Collar 
Crime as an adjunct professor of 
laiv at the University of Tulsa 
College of La\v 

Karl A. Weber was appointed by 
Garernor John Engler to a five- 
year term on the Northern 
Michigan Unlverslty Board of 
Control as a representative of 
the general public. Weber is a 
shareholder at Plunkett & 
Cooney PC in Detroit. 

1991 
Robert J. Borthwick is returning 
to the Los Angeles office of 
Gibson Dunn Crutcher LLP after 
sening in the L1.S. Attorney's 
Office in Los 'Ingeles as an 
assistant L7.S. attorney in the 
h~laror Frauds Section of the 
Criminal Dilision. 

Robert J.  Gilbertson is an 
attorney and head of recruiting at 
the nat~onal law firm of Robins 
K3plan hliller &z Ciresi LLl? The 
firm has launched a ne\ir game 
on its \Veb site for law students 
to test their knowledge of the 
lan: Law school students 
compete asainst each other to 
inhent the title of "Legal Heir" 
and \sill be recoLyized in their 
lam7 school nen7spaper. The game 
can be found at 
1ir\\7\: rl:mc.c017dgan1~. 

Johanna R. Ginsberg is senior 
publications officer at the New 
Jersey Institute of Technolou 
(NJIT). She jolned NJIT in June 
after seven years at the Jewish 
Theologcal Seminar): where she 
\i7as director of publications and 
editor ofJTS A/fclscl-inc. She and 
Mark Brownstein, '9 1 ,  are the 
proud parents of three-year old 
Ezra Bear Brownstein and one- 
year old Amy Grace Bronnstein. 

Charles X I .  Greenberg, '85 

Reginald \ I .  Turner Jr. '87 



Daniel R. Hurley and Barbara 
L. McQuade announce the birth 
of their third child, kchard 
3lcQuade Hurle): on August 1. 
2001. &chard joins big brothers 
John yack" McQuade Hurley 
and Robert "h4acl;" McQuade 
Hurlel: Hurley and hlcQuade are 
federal prosecutors at the U.S. 
Attorney's office in Detroit and 
live in Ann Arbor. 

Jon R. Lewis has been elected 
partner to Clifford Chance in its 
Hong Kong office. 

Wolfgang Roth, LL.M., has 
joined the law office of Redeker 
e l lner  Dahs & CLridmaier in 
Bonn. He specializes in 
constitutional, administrative, 
and telecommunication senices 
law~. Roth is also lecturer of law at 
the University of Mannheim 
Faculty of Law. 

Michael B. Stewart has been 
elected a managing partner of the 
intellectual property law firm of 
Rader Fishman & Grauer PLLC 
in Bloomfield Hills. Michigan. He 
heads the firm's e-commerce and 
information technology practice. 

n o t e s  

Rachel Rorh. 'QS  

1992 
David G. Wille has beccxne 
partner at the Dallas office of 
Baker Botts LLP 

1993 
Amy J. Broman has become 
general counsel for the Detroit 
nledical Center, where she 
practices in the areas of health 
care regillation, managed care, 
and corporate and transactional 
law. She also serves on the board 
of directors of the Michigan 
Society of Healthcare Attorneys 
and is co-chair of the Payors 
Subcommittee of the Health Care 
Section of the State Bar of 
Michigan. She formerly was 
assistant general counsel of the 
University of Michigan. 

Paul Kitch has been promoted 
to shareholder in the Intellectual 
Property Law Practice Group at 
the Chicago office of the national 
law firm of Jenkins & Gilchrist. 
His practice specializes in 
intellectual property law. 

Louis Orbach has been elected 
partner at Bond, Schoeneck & 
King LLP, where he is a member 
of the Litigation Department in 
the firm's Syracuse, New York, 
office . 

Rollin A. Ransom has been 
named partner at the Los Angeles 
office of the international law 
firm Sidley Austin Brown & 
Wood. He is a member of the 
firm's Litigation Group. 

Anastasia L. Urtz has been 
named dean of students at 

1995 
Natalie Cadavid h x  ~olnccl thc 
les'il clep~rtment of Thc 
Northern Tnlst Comp'iny as an 
,1ttorneJr in the Cor-pnratc and 
Institutional Senqccs Di\~sion, 
uvhich pro~~cles tnlst, custody, 
Investment, retlrenient, and 
treasun management senTces to 
corporat~ons, golrernments, 
financial institutions, public 
retirement 2nd Taft-Hartley 
funds, and not- for-profit 
organizations Northern Tnist is 
headquartered in Chicago 
Cadand also does p l o  170110 legal 
work for Lm?w-s for the 
Creative Arts and for Centro 
Romero, a nonprofit organization 
m Rogers Park that senes the 
Latino community She formerly 
was a member of the ERISA 
Practlce Group nlth Gardner, 
Carton & Douglas In Chicago 

Michael Carrier is an assistant 
professor at Rutgers Law School 
in Camden, Neur Jersey He 
teaches Intellectual Property and 
E~qdence, and his scholarly 
interests lie m the fields of 
antitrust and patent law 

Rachel Roth has joined the Ann 
Arbor office of Dykema Gossett 
PLLC as an associate in the firm's 
Taxation and Estates Practice 
Group. 

Paul J. Tauber has become a 
partner with the firm of Coblentz 
Patch Duffy & Bass LLl? He will 
continue to focus his practice on 
corporate and technology law 

Thomas B. Cochrane has 
become general counsel to the 
Great Lakes Indus~nal Cc~uncil of 
the United Brotherhood of 
Carpenters and Joiners. He and 
hls wfe, the Rev. Slsnd Rother, 
have one son and reside in 
Grand Haven, Michigan. 

Michael J .  Thomas has nutl-~(~recl 
"Looking For\~mrcl to Fo1-1). Mort- 
Years of the Unlfc~ri-I-I Conimcrc~,~l 
Codc in thc Lqnd of Enchantmci~r 
Thc art~clc, which notcd the 
40th anni~~crs~~ry  of New 
h4es1co's adnptlon of thc UCC 
and discussed somc proposed 
amendments, appearcd In thc 
Spnng 2001 issue of thc 
N r ~ v  h l c . \ - ~ i k ~  Bm ](JII 1.11111 Thomas 
bvorks on a vanety of ci111 and 
commercial matters at Holt k 
Babington PC in Las Cnlces 

1998 
Jennifer Grain has been named 
legal counsel and board member 
to the Saint Paul (Minnesota) 
Jaycees for 2001 She is an 
attorne)? in the Public Flnance 
Section of Minnesota-based 
Brigs and Morsan 

Jason A. Mendelson has been 
elected partner and general 
counsel to Softbank Venturc 
Capital, a California-based 
venture capital management firm 
~ ~ 7 t h  more than $2.5 13illlon in 
committed capital. 

2000 
Catherine Collins has joined 
the Dctrolt officc of Miller 
Canficld Paddock and Stone PLC 
as an associate in its newly 
formed Japanese Busincss Group, 
part of the finn's ~nternational 
business and lmmigmtion 
practice area 

Jenn~fcr  Grain. '04 
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B E , d  sphg 
S e h  - 
Intellectual p m p t y  pmfcttim, 
antitrust, tlemmacy, fid protectiQn, 
rqdatkm of the agricultural section, 
d o k ,  'dl these areas of legal 
acfjvity now seem to interact on a 
&1y basis with dl the rults of 
irwmatWl tr&,," Pmfmor Robm 
Hawse cxg,bim &ring the Alumni 
Spllng Semipew session on "kgd 
Cons- ofa G b m n g  
Economy. ." Howsc5 fellow p- 
kwinj. c0h hfkSS0~  of UW 
RPUvm Avi-&in& is saated a@ right. 
Belay & Hurt Wright Cohgmte 
Professw ~j,fLawJamcs Boyd W t e  
dbsecb Lin~oM seed inuqprd 
arldm, &dived  in 1865, &dng the 
Spring Seminar session "Ways 
bwym S@ with Each Other* 
Brofkor S)ernum Clark was WhiteS 
u)-pmder for the session. Each 

, yea% dozens ojgradmtes@k Znto 
Hutchins Hellifir the Nlwnni Spring 
h i n u &  which o f i  a c k e  to1 
catch ug, on legal issues, n-connext 
with fdlow g m d ~ e s ,  arid mjw their 
ties with the School. mm 5. 
Lehmrm, W ,  gnGted and addmstd 
partidm at tPu lwu:LOrl in the 
Lawym C l d  that capped the day5 
etriviaihs. 
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On the occasion of the 25th anniversary of the Child M~o(liiC! L i i ~  CIiniC 

Clinical Professor of Law and Director, 
Child Advocacy Law Clinic 

This year marks the 25th Aniliversary or 
:he Cl~ild Advocacy Law Cliilic For 
25 years it has been my pleasure to work 
wit11 the best and the brigl-itest Ainel-ican 
law students as they advocate lor abused 
and neglected children and their families. 
In the process the student lawyers learn 
important lessons about tllemselves, the 
law, and the practice of law that have 
become a valued part of legal education 
here at Michigan. The ]ol.uz Parker case 
(see accompanying stoiy) is in many ways 
an illustra~ion of the clinical learning 
environment that we ti37 to create for each 
ancl eveiy one of our students. 

The clinical enterprise is uncertain. 
Although we try io create a structure in 
whicl~ certain learning opportunities 
reliably and regularly occur, we cannot 
predict with certainty what will happen in 
a given case or what exact experiences a 
gwen studeiz~ h a ~ ~ e .  We call influence, 
but we cannot control the real world. E\~en 
judges cannot do that. But the immediacy, 
the drama, and the high stakes of actual 
practice motivate our students to learn, to 
create, and to perforin for thelr clients. The 
depth of the experience compensates for 
any limitations of breadth. 

Notice Ja~7 and MarlzS proprietary 
lnteresl in John Parker's case. It is clearly 
their case. They want to frame the issues, 
decide the tactics ancl strategy, ancl inalze 
the critical arguments. This assun~ption of 
i-esponsibili~y is w h a ~  we strive lor. I, as 
clinical teacher, prepare, guide, manage, 
ask probing questions, require a cei-tail1 
level ol preparation, b u ~ ,  if I do my job 
tigh~, my hand is perceived as l i g l ~ ~  and the 
students are in fact the principal lawyers 
in the case. 

These child protection cases are hard 
and getting harder. The stakes are 
extremely high [or the cl~ildren and the 
parents. No1 all Amencan law students 
could handle tlze legal, ethical, and 
emotional complesity. But Michigan law 
students can and do. We strive to be the 
"go to" l a y ~ e r  in wha~ever litigation we are 
in. Giving student laMyers this le17el of 
responsibility (buffered by 17ery- careful 
supenision, of course) dramatically 
accelerates their professional development. 
It is a thrill every semester to see lax67 
students move from diffidence (or even 
fear) to mastery and self-confidence. 

Note also Jay and Mark's emphasis on 
objectivity in evaluating thelr case. 
Objectivity is one of the hallmarks of a 
good lawyer. We nourish that trait by 
s~mcturing the prograin to represent 
children, parents, AND the government 
child ~velfare agency in different Michigan 
counties. We t1-y to discipline the tendency 
to politicize the representation or to 
become ideologcal. "The go17ernment 1s 
always wrong" is as erroneous as "the 
government is always light." Child welfare 
has other ideologies, such as "the child 
never lies," "the stroman is the victim," or 
"children are better off wit11 their biologcal 
family" Each case has to be indixidualized 
and assessed on its oum merits. 

Jay and Mark were asked to make 
coinples judgments about John Parker and 
his case. Of course they had to gather 
estremely intricate facts and sort  hem out. 
They had to learn the la147 and organize 
legal arguments against intense opposition. 
But they also had to develop a tl~eoiy of 
the case, craft arguments that would have 
tlze most credibility nit11 the judge, and 
identify whicl~ of the many espert 
witnesses would be the best LO call. 

Sornetinles our studen~s 11ave to decide 
whether terilliilation of paren~al rights will 
serve their young client. Sometinles they 
l~a\re to decide whether a child can safely 
be returned to a formerly abusive parent. 
Es~ren~ely brigll~ and capable law students 

have not always had opportunities to make 
judgments swth a lot at stake. This is a skill 
that lanyers in any field exercise all the 
tiine. We encourage our students to come 
to the judgments themselves and ty to 
nounsh this capacity Soine student lawyer's 
doubt their ability and resist. IHow often 
have I heard from new students, "What 
should I do?" "Tell me what you think we 
should do!" Of course I gu~de,  ask 
questions and the like. I make sure they 
have the facts and framework for deciding. 
In the end and when pressed, the students 
come to their o~hm judgments and do it 
well. Rarely do I have to use the heavy hand. 

The John Parker case and Jay and 
M a r k  reflections show the clinic as a 
microcosm of the University itself wit11 its 
three goals of teaching, sei-vice, and 
researclz. Jay and Mark leaimed from their 
senice to little John Parker. In other 
semesters we have helped develop 
legislation, policies, and training that have 
sewed h4ichigan and the nation on child 
welfare law and policy The extensive work 
on the Parker case will inform a larger 
research and policy effort of the Michigan 
Governor's Task Force on Children's Justice. 
A committee of the Governor? Task Force 
that I chair is developing what could be the 
first state'ivide protocol for multidisciplinary 
handling of Munchausen by proxy cases. 



There are many examples over these 
25 years of Child Advocacy Law Clinic 
activities being translated into policy or law 
reform. Here are a few: 

H Pernlanency Planning Legslation of 
1985, sponsored by then State 
Representative Debbie Stabenow, 
reformed the legal child protection 
process to reflect the "child's sense of 
time." 
In 1990 two students and I drafted a 
Uniform Children's Code, as directed by 
a Children5 Commission of 
representatives of the seven Native 
American tribes of Michigan then 
federally recognized. 
In 1994 the first national evaluation of 
representation of children in protection 
cases, required by the U.S. Congress, 
nras completed using the conceptual 
framework of a 1991 book, Advocating 
for Children in Protection Proceedings, 
uritten by me and a group of students. 

H In 1995 the State Bar of Michigan's 
Children's Task Force addressed the 
needs of children in the legal system. 
I was co-chair of the Task Force and the 
final product included the work of 
several students. 

H Worked with Michigan's Lt. Governor 
Connie Binsfeld, '40, to develop the 
layer-guardian-ad-litem legislation that 
redefined the role of the l a ~ y e r  
representing children in protection 
proceedings. In 1995, in a tribute to the 
Lt. Governor's strong leadership, this 
innovative and nationally significant 
legslation passed both houses of the 
Michigan legslature without a 
dissenting vote. 

Jay and Mark conclude, "No doubt we 
were now better lawyers. But we were also 
something else - child advocates." They 
did not set out to become child advocates. 
Although many students enroll in the 
Child Advocacy Clinic hoping for a career 
in children's law or public interest (and we 
are very proud of them), most of our 
students enroll with us because of the rich 
trial and law practice opportunities. They 
simply e'xpect that the clinic experience 
will make them better lawyers. That is why 
we are in this great law school - to train 

the best lawyers in Ar~~erica. But these 
beginning lnn?rers, aiming at traditional 
law practice. often get the "bug" of child 
advocacy I remember the proud mother of 
one of our students at graduation day She 
said to me, speaking of her MBNen,. olneer 
son destined for a patent and intellectual 
property career, "You changed my son's 
life." This )-oung man, like man): will stajr 
involved doing children's law work by 
handling a p ~ o  bone case or two, sening on 
a board or commission, or directing 
philanthropy dollars. I expect to stay in 
touch with Jay and Mark, too. These two 
exceptionally fine young men, terrific 
layers ,  and awesome litigators, will find 
other children in need of justice. 
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The drive from Ann Arbor to Flint, 
Michigan. takes a little less than one hour. 
In all respects it is an uninspired drive past 
subdi~isions, malls, and factories - unless 
your driver is Professor Don Duquette. 
Don, as he insists his students call him, is 
one of the nation's foremost child advocac>. 
scholars and, as we learned through our 
experience under his tutelage, a temfjing 
driver. Don has a thoughtful habit of 
making eye contact when conversing, 
which leaves passengers in the rear seat 
touched by his courtesy and scared for 
their li~res. How we came to this 
knoivledge represents, in part, our 
es~erience in the Child Ad~~ocac). La~v Clinic. 

We enrolled in the Child Advocacy Law 
Clinic in the fall of 2000. In truth, we were 
originally more interested in the clinic's 
advocacy offerings than its in~rolvement 
with children. Not that nre were indifferent 
to the needs of children, but as future 
litigators we wanted to learn to take 
focused direct esaminations, to conduct a 
scathing cross. and to practice powerful 
opening and closing statements. But in 
pursuit of that goal, we learned why child 
advocacy represents such a unique brand 
of lawyering. Child advocacj~ requires more 
than skills in the courtroom, although 
those skills are essential. Most lanyers 
en@), the 1usxr-y of sening a client's clearly 
espressed demands. hn?ers for children 
have no such l u s x n  and the responsibilitj. 
can be daunting. The case of John Parker 
(names of parties to the litigation have 
been changed to respect their privacy) 
taught us that lesson. 

Meeting John Parker 

In early October, \ve were assicwed as 
John's lawyer-guardian ntl Iitc~n (GAL). 
John was a pediatric patient at the 
University of h4ichigan Hospltal and the 
staff was concerned that his health 
problems were actually sjmptoms of abuse. 
After carins for John on an outpatient basis 
for se\reral months, the doctors felt that his 
mother, hlrs. Parker, sought medical care 
for John only to seiye her o~vn  interests. 
The doctors diagnosed Mrs. Parlcer ~ 7 t h  a 
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rare ps~7chologcal condition, Munchausen 
Syndrome By Proq7 ((hllSBP), and contacted 
the Michigan Family Independence Agency 
(FLA). (A discussion of MSBP appears on 
page 87.) 

Mrs. Parlzer allegedly abused her son by 
syste~natically exaggerating and fabricating 
his medical synlptoms and thereby 
inducing pediatricians to perform 
unnecessary medical procedures on the 
child. From John? physicians, we learned 
that Mrs. Parker claimed that Jol-tn would 
gag violently when fed orally and that his 
breathing was dangerously labored. Based 
on these reported symptoms, by age two 
and one-half John had endured over 35 
surgcal procedures, 50 invasive diasostic 
tests, and over 100 doctors' appointments. 
f-Ie had seen medical specialists at four 
different tertiary care centers. He had had 
his adenoids cut, folded, and sewn, his 
epiglottis trimmed, a semi-pennanent 
gastrointestinal feeding tube lnserted into 
his stomach, tubes placed m his ears, and a 
tracheostomy tube inserted into his neck. 
As of October, John's mother began 
searching for doctors to perform a risky 
surgery to move the main artery in John's 
neck. All of this occurred in the face of 
objecti~re data indicating that John was a 
healthy child. 

When we were first appointed John's 
GAL, we knew only the barest of these 
facts. X7e received news of the appointment 
early one morning and were told to be 
ready for a hearing that afternoon. In a 
hallway in the Washtenaw County Juvenile 
Courthouse, our primaly witness, Dr. 
Elaine Pomeranz, the director or the Child 
Protection Team at the University of 
Michigan Hospital, gave us a brief MSBP 
tutorial. Based on her clebrieiing we knew 
that this case would requlre us to learn not 
only [he facts at hand, but also become 
conversant enough to educate a judge and 
jury in an obscure psychologcal condition 
that few understood. 

Grappling with the child 
advocate's responsibility 

One of the hardest parts of the case was 
detennining exactly what Mrs. Parker had 
done that constituted abuse. From tl-te 
start, we understood that John did have 
some legitimate health concerns. His raspy 
breathing was caused by minor pulmonary 
abnormalities. Isn't it possible, we 
wondered, that Mrs. Parker was just a 
forceful mother aggressively pursuing 
treatment for her sick child? In early 
conversations with each other, we openly 
wondered whether this was in fact abuse. 
Surely, we thought, doctors would never 
perform surgery or conduct invasive, 
painful procedures unless it was absolutely 
necessary? 

Trylng to maintain our objectivity we 
began to investigate and interwewed John's 
doctors. Getting doctors to talk openly to 
lawyers, even law students, represented an 
entlrely new challenge, As one senlor 
physician at a prominent Michigan 
pediatric hospital informed us, "I want you 
to know I have absolutely no respect for 
the legal system." Even Don admitted that 
was a first in his years of child advocacy. 

Over time, however, our research 
revealed a disturbing pattern.Without fail, 
none of the doctors we spoke to observed 
the serious conditions Mrs. Parker 
reported. But Mrs. Parker was a regscered 
nurse and doctors gave her reports 
credence, even if John appeared to the 
doctors to be a healthy child. We also 
learned that on several occasions doctors 
admitted John to the hospital for 
obsen~ation. The admissions yielded no 
evidence that John suffered from any 
serious health problems. In [act, at one 
admission Mrs. Parker complained to a 
medical resident that John had not eaten all 
day. She feared he was dangerously 
malnourished. The resident later dictaced 
in his notes that throughout his discussion 
with Mrs. Parker he observed John eating 
plentif~~l handfuls of potato cl-tips. 

These inteiviews also answered the 
most troubling question - why would 
doctors perlorm surgeries and procedures 
John did not objec~ively require? As the 
physicians esplained it, they see a pa~ient 

for only a short peiiod and have few 
opportunities to witness a patient's 
syn-tptorns directly With children, 
physicians inust rely on parents' 
descriptions. Based on what Mrs. Parker 
was reporting, it sounded to the physicians 
lilze John was a seriously 111 chilcl. 
Therefore, they felt their aggressive tests 
and procedures were warranted. But as the 
doctors treated John, they became 
increasingly suspicious of Mrs. Parker's 
reports, which often seemed contradictory 
or highly improbable. Unfortunately for 
John, the doctors only had reason to 
mistrust Mrs. Parker after they had 
performed inconclusive surgeries and 
procedures. 

Into the litigation cauldron 

Satisfying the GAIL duty to investigate 
proved the easier part our case. It was our 
interactions 5 d - t  the FIA that proved the 
most frustrating and disheartening. John 
was a resident of Genesee County and after 
an initial hearing in Ann Arbor his case 
was transferred to Flint (and thus began 
our heart-pounding Ann Arbor-to-Flint 
trips with Don behind the wheel). The FIA 
caseworker assigned to the case originally 
gave us hope. A young, opinionated 
worker, she had worked with the clinic on 
at least one other troubling case and had 
reached a good resul~ for the cl1ildrei-i 
involved. 

Our experience on this case, however, 
was dramatically different. Portending bad 
things to come, on our first meeting in 
Flint the FLA worker handed us a case 
service plan documenling her recornrnei-tda~ions 
for the fanlily. She had completed the plan, 
as she pointed out, well ahead of the 
schedule mandated by FIA policy But she 
had done so withou~ making any initial 
inquiries. Amazingly, and in contravention 
of controlling law, she had not contac~ed 
any of the doctors involved. We were 



sutpnsed she had reached a conclusion 
*ikr to ours since our original 
skepticism had only been dispelled by a 
fairly rigorous investigation. 

By mid-November, however, the FLA 
caseworker's efforts turned from puzzling 
to dangerous. After meeting with Mrs. 
Parker, the FIA caseworker reversed her 
position and became convinced that the 
allegations of MSBP were unfounded. 
While she had spoken briefly with a child 
psychologist from University of Michgan 
Hospital, she spoke to no other medical 
professionals. By December, the foster care 
worker had begun spending an inordinate 
amount of time with the parents and, 
astonishingly, had begun to parrot to all the 
parties that John was indeed a sick c h d  
who required the care his mother sought. 
She began pushing to have John 
immediately returned from foster care and 
placed home with his parents. 

Our origmal reaction was disbelief. 
Wasn't this the very agency charged with 
protecting children? If this was how the ,, 

worker investigated a unique and troubling 
case, what happened in more routine 
cases? We quickly reacted. 

Our fmt response was an attempt to 
bring the caseworker up to speed on what 
we had learned in our investigation. We 
reasoned that if she only knew what the 
doctors had told us, she would clearly 
share our concern for John. We called a 
meeting with the caseworker and her 
colleague to be held at the University of 
Michigan Hospital. We wanted the doctors 
and social workers that had handled John's 
case to express their concerns directly 
Nevertheless, the caseworker fought the 
doctors' interpretations of medical data and 
gave no credence to any of their 
conclusions. After arriving over an hour 
late, the caseworker was dismissive, hostile, 
and guarded. To the credit of the doctors 
assembled that day, none lost his temper. 
But we knew that our goal of quickly 
resolving the case on terms that protected 
John was more complicated than ever. If 

. we were to protect John, only formal 
litigation would allow us to achieve that 
goal. 

v 

While many child advocacy proceedings 
end in a negotiated settlement, t h ~ ~  was not 
going to be one of those caw. We were 
going to have to assume the role normally 
taken by the state'and prosecute this case 
to its end. Our opponents would not only 
be the parents, but now the FIA. By rnid- 
December, we had shifted from full-time 
investigation into trial preparation. 

In the process, we learned that not all 
litigation victories take place in open court. 
Don suggested that before we write off the 
FIA completely, we pursue one final 
strategy. Don suggested we lodge a 
complaint regarding the FIA's investigation. 
The decision was a hard one. First, it felt 
like a sore lose* lament. We womed that 
an official complaint would appear as sour 
grapes and initate the judge, who after all, 
worked with the caseworker almost weekly 
on a multitude of other cases. Second, we 
were concerned about alienating the 
powerful FIA, with which a cordial 
working relationship was important for 
John's case - and for all other cases 
handled by the Child Advocacy Law C h c .  
Third, we didn't want to be distracted from 
litigation issues presented by the case at 
hand. But we trusted,Donk judgment and 
worked with him to send a strong letter of 
complaint to the FIA authorities. The 
result was instantaneous. On our next 
appearance before the court, we learned 
that the FIA had assigned a new 
caseworker. She promised to investigate the 
case and consider all of the evidence. 

We then began trial preparation in 
earnest. Since the FIA had only recently 
become convinced that John required 
protection from his parents, we assumed 
primary responsibility for persuading the 
court to take jurisdiction over JohnS care. 
It's dificult to describe those months of 
pretrial hearings, investigation, and 
preparation succinctly but the time flew. 

Continued on page 89 

What is it? 

1 h n  and teller of a h *  ersggmtd 
stories, the tegn W u d m  by 

I (MBP)i iMtodesaibeanundform 

( always a mother, m m - n e ~  symptcm~ or 1 

i exaggerate their childk symptoms to get 
medical attention and treatment. kxasef / I 
these mothers do not pnmmt && as 

; the stem* abubiw pmmt and l3emme ; 

: they rypidy!hare some d e p  a£ medid 
1 training or knowledge, they m able ta 
: . ,  y n t  a convincing, but decqtive 

inedical history h t  pemdes p h @ m  
to perform u n n v  medical 
procedures. Thus, physicians hecome 
unwittq facilitators in the abuse by 
performing u n n e m  surgies, 
diagnostic procedures, and other medied 
treatment based upon the moth& false 
and exaggerated reports. I The psychological medmism that , 
motivates a p m t  to harm her child in this 
way remains unknown. Perhaps a need br 
attation and being perceived as the I 

devoted pamt  of a sick child is tlae i 
' primary motivdting kctor Some mothers 1 
, appear to be motivated by a need to 1 I 
- d& physicians or other authurity 1 1 

figures. Others ~IESBI~ a maladaptive ! I 
' coping strategy hkmg love and &ess or i 1 

profound lack of empathy because of a 
personal b tory  of abuse rmght explain &;. 
behavior in snU others. 

It is normal for parents to be concernd. 
when their chldren are ill. Care must be ' 

taken to distingud an anxious, or overly 1 ( 
anxious, and protective parent from a 1 I 



History and Highlights: 
The Child Advocacy Law Clinic 
(from Child Advoacy Law Clinic documents and [Donald 
N. Duquettel "Developing a Child Advocacy Law Clinic: 
A Law School Clinical Legal Education Oppottunik " a  
paper prepared with funds provided by the W K. K e l l 0 ~ ~  
Foundation's Families for Kids Initiative) 

A three-year grant from the Harry A. and 
Margaret D. Towsley Foundation launches development 
of the interdisciplinary project on child abuse and 
neglect that will become the Law School's Child 

1 Advocacy Law Clinic (CALC). The Towsley Project. 
as the effort is known, also involves the University of 
Michigan School of Social Work and the Medical 
School's departments of pediatrics and psychiatry. 
The pioneering collaboration among law, pediatrics, 

I psychology, and social work establishes working 

1 relationships and joint teaching and research efforts 
I that continue to this day. 

Donald Duquette hired "to develop and direct 
the Law School clinical component of the Towsley 
Project." The clinic's first eight students enroll. 

~ve r  a semester includes one 
termlnat~on or parental r~gnts case representing the 
agency, one case representing parents accused of child 
maltreatment, and three cases representing children in 
child protection or guardianship cases . . . . The clinic 
especially focuses on the relationship between the lawyer 
and other professionals facing the same social problem 
-child maltreatment." 

"The most famous of the clinic cases was 
Baby Jessica's contested adoption case in 1993 in which 
we represented the prospective adoptive parents, Roberta 
and Jan DeBoer" against the wishes of the child's 
biological mother to retain parental rights. The DeBoers 
lose their bid to keep the child, but the case "has helped 
define the public debate in this area of law" and resulted 
in many states changing their statutes so that a "Baby 
Jessica" case would not happen there. 

19961 A three-year, $1.5 million grant from the 
W.K. Kellogg Foundation to the Law School engages the 
clinic in a nationwide effort to reform foster care. The 
grant supports assistance to other law schools wishing 
to develop child advocacy programs modeled after 
Michigan's and several law schools develop such clinics. 
The grant also launches a summer fellowship program to 
train law students from around the nation as child 
advocacy specialists and place them into summer 
internships, including two summer positions with CALC. 
The Kellogg funding also establishes a Child Welfare 
Law Resource Center at the Law School to assist judges 
and attorneys throughout Michigan. . . t . . Funding from the Bergstrom 

Foundailon f~nances a growing number of summer 
fellows in child advocacy training and placement. 
(See related dnrv nn nanp 77 \ 



The parenis' attoi-i~eys showed no signs of 
comproinise aild proinised to conduct a 
~veelis-long juiy  rial. Since we were 
seeking LO learn Irom courtroom exposure, 
they unwi~tingly played to our hopes. 

As the pre~rial heai-ings dragged 011, we 
became increasingly aware that  he chances 
of completing this case belore we 
graduated grew ever-dimmer. With a late 
Api-il lnal date rillally set, we begin plo~tiizg 
how we were going to schedule finals and 
graduation acllrities around a full trial. 

Arriving in Flint on the date of trial, we 
prepared to select a jury ancl give opening 
slatements. Before beginning, however, at 
the behest of the judge we made one last 
stab at negotiating a settlement. The judge 
surrendered his courtroom to the task and 
the 10 asseiilbled parties and attorneys 
argued. The jury sat nearby waiting to be 
called should negoLiatioils fail. I11 our 
frene~ic atleinpt to prepare esl~ibits aild 
documents {or trial, neither of us had 
prepared much for further negotiation. 
Wlt1-1 our demands scribbled on a scrap 
piece of paper, we set out to protect John. 

Despile our failure to create a careful 
negotiation strategy, we were surpi-ised at 
!low quickly events progressed. It became 
apparent [hat the parents and their 
attorneys were not as ready for trial as they 
originally indicaled. Sensing sonle 
advantage, we quickly set out our demands 
and resolved not to budge. Our 
intransigence nearly gave Don a heart 
attack. In spite oi  our progress, as we broke 
for lunch we considered our settlement 
cl~ances no beuer than 50150. We 1-efused 
LO compi-onlise on the issue of John's 
place in en^ and \ ~ i ~ h o u ~  it the Pal-lzers did 
not Ivailt to enier any plea agreement. 

To our surprise, the parlies returned 
Fronl lunch ail11 an offer. They would 
plead no contest to 111e peti~ioil, allowing 
the court to tale jurisdiction over John's 
care. In addition, we wmuld table 
discussions regarding placeilleill lor a 
hearing at a future date. IVe accepled ~ l ~ e  
oiler. The judged called the parties on the 
record ancl Mrs. Parlier pled no conies1 to 

the allegalions in  he petition as we had 
revised them. Our largest hurdle had 
been cleared. 

We then nloved to focus our attention 
on John's placement. Typically, fainily 
cour~s  maintain jurisdiction in abuse cases 
for one year, during which time the parents 
alteinpl LO prove  hey can succeed and the 
child nil1 be sale vii~hout court 
in~elven~ion.  In the intenm, the chlld is 
either placed in ios~er care, wit11 relatives, 
or with the parents under careful 
supenision. Since January John had been 
placed with his grandparents. To decide 
whether John would remain there, we 
appeared back in Flint days before 
graduation. 

In Lour days of hearings, we essentially 
conduc~ed the trial we had prepared for in 
April. \Ve presented a series of expert 
medical and psychological witnesses. Each 

While i~zost lm\i stude~zts iz~el-e tlzi~thiizg o j  little 
else but tlzeil- g i ~ a d u n t ~ o ~ ~ s ,  Jerome H. 
Sturhahn aiad Mark Pletcher spent tlic dqls  
Icading up to coni1nelzce171ent lnst htlny ~iznlzi~zg 
/iizal PI-epaintio~zsfo~- their inzpclldiizg c o ~ i ~ t  
nppen~.n~lcc i ~ z  the cme  the^ i \ i~ i te  qf h c l ~ .  It 
i\jas LI hectic t i ~ n e j o ~ .  thcliz, b ~ t  their desire to 
see tlzc cnsc to its iolzc/usio~z ivm diii,e11 I?\) the 
s a ~ n c  dedicntio~z tlzat lzad Icd tilein to itzoi-I: 
co~ilztless Izo111-s 011 the cms tIz~.c~~iglzo~~t tlic 
i~cnde~izic !leal: Tlzcir i\'ol-l: 011 this [me ivolz 
tlzsilz tlze Rochivcll TI: Glut Ad~loacy Aivn~zi, 
i\lhich 1i.ciyzi:cs "shidc~zis iiilzo lzni~e 
dcnzonst~-atcd the glratcst potential as tlinl 
lnitycvs nizd adi~ocates." Tlie a i \~a id ,  
cslablislicd by Btitzsl, Long, G~is t ,  Klei~z C \'iul 
Zilc o/ Dctlvit, ho1zc71.s sc11io1- pnrtlzel. Roclzit~ell 
T. Gust, '41. 111 nddilioli, Pletilzc~. \\)as one of 
tluzc itii111zc1-s of tlzc M7cst Pliblislzi~zg Co~izpn~zy 
Al\inrd, give11 ill ~ccoglzition cf "CXI tsta~zdi~zg 
sclzo1n1-lv a c c o ~ ~ z y l i s l ~ ~ ~ i c ~ ~ t s  and c.~tl-nclirliculnr 
coiltl-ibulio~ti to tlzc Lai+ Sclzool conulzuniij!" 
Stul-hdin n l ~ d  Pletcliei- iiJc~.c rnc~~zbc~-s o j  llzc 
cditol-in1 staf cf tlzc hliclligan Law Review, 
Stu~*lzali~i ns a bool: rciiic1\1 editor nltd Plclcizci. 
ns n nole edito~: Tlzis ycm; Stur-Izahiz is cIerl:i7zg 
in Det~-oiljor. t l ~ c  Ho~z. J L I I ~ C S  L. Rynn of tlze 
U.S. Co~ir i  qfAppen1sjo1- ills SL~tlz c i k u i t  a11d 
Plctclzc~. is clcrl:i~ig in Boisc, Idaho, for tile 
Ho~z. S~cplien 5, h-ott qf ilzc U.S. Co~ir t  i?f 
AjyenlsJor ;lie N~litli Ci~.niil. 

testifled to the potential haim that John 
raced lf he returned to hls parents The 
expert wtnesses also spoke ol   he parents 
need to enter l n ~ o  intensive counseling 
Unul they successfully completed such 
counseling, John would remain at nsk if 
placed under the11 care 

The lleanngs proved to be ~11e tnal 
expenence we ongnally sough1 L47e each 
took numerous direct and cross- 
esai~~inatlons izzade ol~jectlons, and 
dimded the openlng and closing 
stateinents The expenence was thnlllilg 
but exlzausting On a Fnday afternoon the 
day before we graduated froin law school, 
after both sides had presented uqtnesses 
and gven summations the judge ruled 
from the bench His decision left John n ~ t h  
his grandparents restiicted the paients 
nsitation and directed the parents to 
receive counseling John remained under 
the jurisdlctlon of the court and under the 
supen~sion of the FL4 Although we had 
not gotten all that e aslied for, we ielt 
pleased nlth the result 

Walking away 

Throughout our seven months of 
litigation. nre were able to practice the 
ad\:ocac)r shlls we orignally sought to 
acquire. No doubt, we were now better 
lanyers. But we were also sonlething else 
- child advocates. As we raced back froill 
Flint that Friday a flood of thoughts flew 
through our minds. On the one l~and ,  we 
mere anxious to get bacli and greet our 
families who were gathered in Ann Arbor 
for our graduation. On the other hand, \ye 
had grown so attached to the case, and to 
our client. that we Itrere hesitant to leave 
before the ultimate resolution. There was 
simply no may to know ii John's parents 
would get appropriate l~elp  and be ready 
for his return in one year. 

Even ~llough we cannot lznonr if the 
p, ar k el> -- \1~11 succeed, we like to thii~li that 

John Parker is safer as a result of our ~~oi-1;. 
Child advocates cannot malie families 
succeed, they can only help famihes reulizc 
~ l l e  opportunity to succeed Il we 11m;e 
g i \ m  John that chance, n7e count our 
experience as a rousing success. 
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'Part of the 
t .- obligation . 

Last summer, when the Law Student 

Division of the American Bar 

Association presented its Judy M. 

Weightman Award for Public Service 

to the Law School, the action 

recognized the Law School's long- 

standing commitment to the ethic of 

making legal assistance available to 

everyone, regardless of the ability or 

inability to pay for it. Public service 

and pro bono work beckon from 

many, often unsuspected places. 

They are, in the words of Dean 

Jeffrey S. Lehman, '81, "part of the 

obligation of every attorney." 
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The Law Student Division of the 
American Bar Association has chosen the 
Law School to receive its Judy M. 
Weightman Memorial Public Interest 
School of the Year Award, in recognition of 
the School's deep commitment to 
encouragmg public service among its 
students and graduates. First presented in 
1999, the annual award is named in 
memory of Professor Judy M. Weightrnan 
of the William S. Richardson School of Law 
at the University of Hawaii, who died in 
1998. Weightman was director and 
professor for the pre-admission program 
for minorities and under-represented groups. 

The award was presented during the 
ABAk annual meeting in Chicago in August. 
Selection is based on a variety of measures 
that pay special attention to "pro bono; 
volunteer programs; clinics; public interest 
organizations; loan forgiveness programs, 
career services and financial aid for public 
interest jobs; student participation and 
reaction to public interest work; and 
faculty and administration reaction to 
public interest ." 

Dean Jeffrey S. Lehman, '8 1, expressed 
delight at the news. "Our profession 
expects each of us to find ways to serve a 
public beyond our clients, friends, and 
families. Over the course of the past 10 
years, our Law School has worked hard to 
ensure that every student appreciates the 
centrality of public service to the life of the 
attorney. It is deeply gratifying for everyone 
associated with Michigan to have those 
efforts recognized by the American Bar 
Association. We should all be thankful to 
the group of students, led by Noah Leavitt, 
who prepared the lengthy document 
nominating Michigan for the award." 

Office of Public Service Director 
Robert Precht said he was pleased and 
honored by the award, and expressed hope 
that a commitment to public service will 
continue to grow and prosper within the 
legal profession. "I am especially proud of 
our students, whose dedication to public 
interest work is truly inspiring," 
Precht said. 

Continued on page 92 
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Continued* page 91 live out their own expressions of public "There never has been a more exciting 
interest law. First and foremost, the director time to embark on a legal career," Office of 

The 39-page application, "Public is an advisor qd a counselor to students. Public Service Director Rob Precht told 
Interest law at the University of Michgan: His ,pen door makes it easy for incoming law students as they concluded &piring to the Ideals and Vision of stvdmts to discuss whatever they wish, the Service Day portion of orientation late 

Judy Weighman.* cited the whether it be about a summer internship last summer. There are more clinics and 
wealth of public interest op$ortuniries or long term career goals. He is extremely other learning opportunities to sample as a 
available at the Law School and outlined NPPOrtiM ideas and student, and a growing awareness that 
effom to impme offering the h.lt~rf2 and focuses on enmiraging lawyers can do public service work with 
Law Scho~l students enjoy "a dazzling students to consider their motivations and profit-making as well as nonprofit 
a w  of opportunities to l a m  about and dream funher.* organizations. 
practice law in the public interest," thg It was an Inspiring Baths talk delivered "There is no better way to discover your 
application noted. Among them: last year by then-ABA President-elect strengths and understand where you 

Nearly 100 Smdent ~ ~ ~ d ~ d  ~ ~ i l ~ ~ & i ~ ~  ROben Hirshon, '73, that convinced Leavitt belong as a lawyer than through public 
of $3,500 each awarded to students and some 20 other law students to write service," Ptecht explained. "One of the 
doing public interest work during the application nominating the Law School messages of our office is to univehalizk 
summer 200 1. for the Weightman Award. public senice - it is something all of you 
The Law School loan r e p p e n t  "Help somebody," Hirshon urged in that can enhance." 
program that covers 100 percent of an "Use those dents You gained in Looking only to very recent graduates 
eligible graduate's covered education * Arbor someone. That, and current students proves the pint ,  
loan obligafia if he k earning less suggest, is the essence of being a lawyer." he said: 
than $36,000 per p r .  For Leavitt, the idea for showcasing the 
iqernbers of the %d community , Law Schoors public interest efforts got an W Bonnie Temeriello, '96, Iends her legal 

additional boost frokhis participation in a skills to helping migrant workers. 
won two !%adden Edowshps and Drew CoEax, '96, works with death row 
two National h ~ d a t i o n  of Public National Assodation of Public Interest Law 

in Alabama. 
Enterest Lawyen Equal Justice national student leadership retreat last 

February, where he saw "how much Vivek Sankaran, '0 l , works with 
Fe~lowships his year. 

Micbigan Law School offers in comparison abused children. 

The application alsd cited the volunteer to many, many ohr law schools.' k U.S. Rep.. Harold Ford Jr., '96, serves 
opportuni~es available, to h w  Sehod in the U.S. Congress, 
students; the Law School cU6S in which Matt Meyer, a. third -year law student, 

studen& work ~n acmd child advocacy, developed a program for production 

reEkLgedasjf1un, civil, and other types of An honored part of and marketing of sandals that provides 

cases under Faculty supemdon; a new training and jobs for a poor village 
public int@tst mentoring p r ~ g m  that Law School life in Kenya. (See adjoining story) 

w t c b  students who wish t ~ .  find public I Pamela Shifman, '96, is executive 
interest work with practicing auomp; the director of Equality Now. fhere5 a great that incoming law . Jared Genser, '01, helped an imprisoned Im~ieng Path speakem s e d ~  of talk 'Y students must l am - one is the 
attorneys about. the role of pubk interest tradition of service hat is of human rights worker in Burma 

work in the legal p~ofesion; md l aw  Schm1 life. 
win freedom. 

continuing contact with and assistance for Fmm themandidate John E Kennedy's 
embryozsic outline of the Peace Corps, 

"Robert Precht, dimtor .of DPS delivered during a we-haurs-&-thee 
kofficf-' of v s t  forth a morning campaign stop pt the University of students, and its gdd~ates." 

for encorn- getting Michigan in 1960, to School f 
the word out on public interest selection as 2001 recipient of the MA Law 
@pport~nities a d  also helping ~ D C D ~ O ~ E  snrdent m o n k  highat award for 
public interen dues  into students' emice, h c  ethic of pubIic service has ken 
profasi.onaB development," nMed the a sipisant part of l& and Univelsity 
application. "Fostering a message of 
incluga;n, Rob works k d  to. let ~tudents And since 1994, when the Law School 

atablished its Office of Public Service,  he 
pmfile tiis risen even lugher. 
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Korogocho, a shantytown outside 
Nairobi, Kenya, is the rough equivalent of 
"hopeless" in the Kikuyu language, 
according to University of Michigan third- 
year law student Matthew Meyer. How he 
and two other Law School friends have 
brought hope to this desolate place is quite 
a story - the Wikyo Akala Project and its 
marketing Web site, Ecosandals.com, were 
profiled in August on "CNN Sunday." 

Six years ago, Meyer was a Brown 
University junior studying abroad in 
Kenya. He spent his last four weeks in the 
country volunteering at a homeless shelter 
for boys in a shantytown called Dandora. 

"I recognized that almost all of the 
services and opportunities there were 
emergency grants to the people for things 
like medical or educational services," 
Meyer says. "When I returned to my senior 
year of college, I wrote a proposal to start a 
community-owned business in Dandora 
that took shantytown products, enhanced 
them, and sold them globally" 

Meyer wanted to provide a more 
sustainable solution to the problems he 
had encountered in Kenya. His proposal 
resulted in a grant from the Samuel 
Huntington Fund of Westborough, 
Massachusetts, that made it possible for 

boys made him a natural choice for 
director of the program they named the 
Akala Project. Their premise was simple: 
recruit young adults from the nearby 
shantytown and train them to produo- 
Akala sandals, made from used tires 

Mangiafico and Sara Orr (not shown) joined afer 

nefactm in the United States, allowed 1~ marketing, provides jobsfor residents as well as 
continue. Now directed by Patrick training in English, math, and computer shills. 
ukoya, the program was renamed the 
ikyo Akala Project in honor of Benson 

Cmtin~ed on pdgt 94 
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' w t l r d  fiplm page 93 
- .;jCidsVoice and Scott Hollander, '90 - 

and has moved to Korogocho, 
r shantytown near Nairobi. '&@~e' to, the most vulnerable 

I Mepis a n i d  at the University , 
of Michigan Law School in 1999, the ' 

Scott Hollander, '90, cut his teeth in advocacy could riot be silenced. He lert to 
project was just "meandering along." Meyer the Law School's Child Advocacv Law , - .  . - become executive director of Kidsvoice. 

-1 -- 

Clinic, but his taste for becoming one of 
the nation's leaders in taking a bite out of 
child abuse took years to develop. 

Today Hollander is executive director 
of KidsVoice, a Pittsburgh-based nonprofit 
agency devoted to protecting abused and 
neglected children. He also teaches in the 
Civil and Family Justice Clinic at 
Duquesne University Law School, and 
works as a consultant for Hollywood 
screenplays and television scripts. 

His latest project, The Guardian, is a 
Tri-Star Television series about child 
advocacy in Pittsburgh that CBS debuted 
as a weekly series this fall. Hollander's 
work on The Guardian teams him with his 
brother, David, who is the series' creator 
and executive producer. 

"It's been a wonderful opportunity to 
work together with my brother, and I 
hope that we're fortunate enough to be 
able to do that for a long time," Hollander 
says. "More importantly I hope the stories 
The Guardian tells will promote an 
understanding of child advocacy and 
demonstrate that organizations like 
KidsVoice can make a profound difference 
by protecting our society's most 
vulnerable population - our abused 
and neglected children." 

As a law student, Hollander worked in 
the Law School's Child Advocacy Law 
Clinic, but when he graduated he headed 
for a law firm in Seattle and a lucrative 
career of corporate sector litigation. But he 

At KidsVoice, which changed its name 
from Legal Aid for Children in August, 
Hollander has developed a unique 
multidisciplinary approach to child 
advocacy cases. "KidsVoice teams 
attorneys with in-house child advocacy 
specialists including experts in social 
work, mental health, education, child 
development, case management, and 
substance abuse services," according to 
agency materials. "This revolutionary 
approach is designed with specific 
protocols and outcome measures so that 
the success of KidsVoice can be replicated 
by other advocacy agencies across the 
United States." 

The multidisciplinary approach brings 
varied and valuable perspectives to bear 
on a case that otherwise might elude 
solution. "In most cases, the best option 
may not be readily apparent," Hollander 
explains. "As advocates, we're faced with 
difficult decisions every day. When we 
recommend a creative, workable solution, 
there is no guarantee that the family or 
the child will follow through, so the case 
ultimately may fail despite our efforts. " 

Yes, he acknowledges, burnout is a 
possibility unless you draw energy from 
your successes. "Every attorney who 
works in child advocacy must find a way 
to maintain the passion required for this 
work," he says. "For me, it is the 
knowledge that you never know where 
you will make a difference - often it 

advocacy, taking a 50 percent pay cut to 
join the Rocky Mountain Children's Law 
Center in Denver, where he became senior 
attorney and pro bono coordinator. 

Later, he returned to Pittsburgh for a 
second time, to practice with his father at 
Evans Ivory. Again, he enjoyed financial 
success. And again the call of child 
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A century ago the legal specialty of 
most members of this audience would 
have been known as Master and 
Servant Law. By the time my 
generation entered law school, the 
Decennial Dgest had just added a new 
topic - Labor Relations Law. That of 
course dealt with collective bargaining 
and union-management relations 
generally Now, a half century further 
along, we might seem to have come 
full circle, to judge by the lectures of 
the two eminent jurists who 
inaugurated this series. Both Abner 
Mikva and hchard Posner spoke on 
highly important and timely subjects, 
and yet those would be classified, not 
as Labor Law, but as Employment Law 
-to use today's term - or even as 
Master and Servant Law - the term 
still employed by the Decennial Digest. 
So today, at the risk of being a bit out 
of fashion, I am going to return to the 
past, and I hope the future as well, 
and talk about the National Labor 
Relations Act (NLRA) . 

The Congress that passed the 
Wagner Act in 1935 was very different 
from the post-World War I1 Congress 
that passed the Taft-Hartley Act 12 
years later. Nonetheless, I am satisfied 
from my interviews and from my 
reading of the legslative history that 
the Supreme Court's statement in the 
First National Maintenance case (1981) 
could apply to either statute: 
"Congress had no expectation that the 
elected union representative would 
become an equal partner in the 
running of the business enterprise in 
whlch the union's members are 
employed." 

What, then, did Senator Wagner 
and the 1935 Congress have in mind? 
I believe language in the Findings and 
Policies of the orignal NLRA, which 
was retained in the Taft-Hartley 
amendments despite some vocal 
opposition, got it right. The "policy of 

The following essay is taken from "The Once 
and Future Labor Act: Myths and Realities," 
delivered last May in Washington, D.C., as 
the third annual lecture to the College of 
Labor and Employment Lawyers. Previous 
lectures in the series were delivered by Abner 
J. Mikva, former White House counsel and 
retired chief judge of the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit, 
and Judge Richard A. Posner, chief judge of 
the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Seventh 
Circuit in Chicago. 

Continued on page 96 



( Zontinuedfrom page 95 I and technical employees. Once a state 1 commented that in at least one r e s p a  ( 
rhe United States" was declared to be 
encouraging the practice and procedure of 

collective bargainingyy and "protecting the 
exercise by workers of full freedom of 
,lssociation, self-organization, and 
designation of representatives of their own 
choosing. . . ." If that was the aim, 
however, somethng seems to have gone 
~erribly wrong during the past half century. 
In the mid-1950s over 38 percent of 
private nonagricultural employees were 
unionized. Today that figure has slipped to 
less that 10 percent - about one-quarter 
of the percentage at the 1950s' peak, and a 
little less than what it was on the eve of the 

legislature and a governor have authorized 
unionization, it will be the rare agency 
head who will strongly object. That does 
make one ' onder about the extent to 'r which emp oyer opposition, and subtle or 
not-so-subtle intimidation, may have ,, 

operated in the private sector. 
Extrapolating from figures supplied by 
Professor Paul Weiler, for example, I once 
calculated that employer discrimination 
against employees during union organizing 
drives increased about four to six times 
between the 1950s and the 1980s. 

The situation is entirely different in 
Western Europe, which historically has 
been twice as organized, proportionately, as 
the United States, and is now even more 
so. There is a biting irony in this. Ours is 

unionization had its advantages. she cad1 
deal &th just one person to settle a 

' 

complaint, instead of having to cope wi a 
number of individuals with often-diver 8 'ng 
views. John Dunlop may have phrased it 
more elegantly, but essentially he made the 
same point when he said: "A great deal of 
the complexity and beauty of collective I 
bargaining involvq the process of 
compromise and assessment of prioritip 
within each side." 

Certainly, employer aversion to 
unionism can hardIy be justified by a 
dispassionate analysis of the actual impact 
of collective bargaining in this $ounuy. The 
consensus of labor economists is that 
,unionization cannot be proven to have 
produced any substantial shift of coborate - - 

probably the most conservative, least income fr& capital to labor. Union - 
The decline of organized labor ideological of all labor movements, workers have obtained a wage level that lis ; 

traditionally committed to the capitalistic 10 to 20 percent-higher than their 
The explanation for union decline is system and to the principle that nonunion c~nterparts. But that differential 

 rely multifactored: the shift of jobs from management should have the primary is largely offset by increased efficiency and 
the manufacturing to the service industries, responsibility for managing. Yet American greater productivity in unionized firms. 
and from the unionized to the nonunionized business in the main has never been Indeed, the major contribution of collective 
sections of the country; tighter legal accepting of unionization and collective bargaining is probably not economic at all. 
restraints imposed by the Taft-Hartley and bargaining. In part this resistance may It is the joint creation of the grievance and 
Landrum-Griffin amendments to the result from the highly decentralized arbitration system. The mere existence of 
N W ;  an aging, complacent, and character of American industrial relations. such procedures helps to eradicate such 
unaggressive union leadership; and An employer usually must confront a former abuses as favoritism, arbitrary or ill- 
perhaps a growing feeling among union on a one-to-one basis, without thq informed decisionmaking, and outright 
employees that unionization is no longer security blanket of association bargaining discrimination in the workplace. , I necessary in a time of economic prosperity on behalf of all or substantially all the firms From my own experience and from my 
and enlightened management. Insofar as in a particular industry as is customary in research and discussions with-union and 
workers may have knowingly and Western Europe. In part the resistance to management representatives, I would 
voluntarily chosen to refrain from union organization may spring, among further conclude that collective bargaining 
organizing, of course, the National Labor both employers and employees, from has promoted both labor peace and 
Relations Act is fulfilling its objective of ingrained American attitudes of rugged broader worker participation in improving I 
ensuring "full freedom of associationn just individualism and the ideal of the classless the quality of products and services offered 
as if they had eagerly signed a union society As a corollary, many employers the public. Unilaterally or in conjunction 
authorization card. But there are facts that resent, as an automatic reflex, any intrusion with unions, employers have sought . 
give one pause about accepting such a on their total autonomy and flexibility in employee input through plans variously ~ 
~enar io  as the whole story. running the enterprise. denominated participative management, 

At the same time that union membership In the somewhat atypical cofitext of an quality of work life (QWL) programs, and 
went into a nosedive in the private sector, academic institution, 1 myself have been employee involvement. That is smart 
it was soaring in the public sector. The the equivalent of a CEO. I have even business. The worker on the assembly line 
percentage of government employees delivered a captive audience speech of will spot flaws that have escaped the eye of 
represented by unions now stands at sorts, with one of my better labor law the keenest industrial engineer. I suspect 
+2 percent - over four times the students sitting in the audience and talung some participative programs have been 
percentage in private employment. notes to document any unfair labor adopted as union-avoidance devices. Yet 
Included are many groups that would practices 1 might commit. Our clerical staff 
formerly have been classhxl as was organized at one point but later the 
'unorganizable": school teachers, doctors, union was decertified. I saw no adverse 

impact on our operations under the 
unionized regime. My secretarial director 

- 
- m 
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d b b y  Pmfmsor 'I'homas 
T and others h d  that a 

' amrig W o n  presence be essential ta 
tgmtak >the long-tmn surviml and 
mpttnuing success of QWL undertakings. 

! Fln dsly to bargain 

In reeonmending ways to revise or 
minte-qmt the NLRA to better achieve its- 
underlying purposes, I would start with 
what I iregard as the Actb constructive 
centerpiece, the duty-to bargain colIectively 
To realize the full potential of creative 
negotiating, we should shed as much as 
p d b l e  of the straitjacket imposed by the 
famoys Borg-Wmr case (1958). There the 
Supreme Court accepted a rigid and 
unrealistic dichotomy between mandatory 
d permissive subjects of bargaining. The 
parties are only required to bargain about 
mandatory subjects (the statutorily 
prescribed "wages, hours, and other terms 
and conditions of employment"), and on$ 
they m y  be the basis for an impasse or 
deadlock in negotiations. I began my legal 
m e r  worlung with an able, tough-minded 
management attorney who argued 
hrg-Warner Except for a client veto, he 
would have urged that all lawful subjects 
be' mandatory. He believed that government 
fiat should not control so basic and 
individualized a question as the contract 
hes a particular employer or union 

important enough to back up with a 
lackour. or a strike. 

Hypocrisy is encouraged and candor 
reduced by the Borg-Warner formula. 
A mwy party that urgently desires a 
pmissive subject in a contract can usually 
bring negotiations to an artificial deadlock 
over a legally sanctioned mandatory topic. 
kcperieneed, sophisticated participants in a 
~ t u r e ,  durable bargaining relationship do 
QQI engage in such ploys to evade the lawk 
stmined distinceions. If a. union like the 
United Auto Workers wishes to &cuss 
m i o n  improvements for retired workers, 
k&umally a nonmandatory subject, the 
B ~ B  Three auto manufacturers discuss 
tkm. Other veteran management lawyers 
QU me. similar stories. In those cimamsrnces 
thc law is superfluous. Where legal 
~ k t i o a  is needed is for inexperienced or 
hobcle parties and immature, M l e  ' 

rehticmhip. The  re ~q@ed far 
bargaining s h d  zkdt7Zre a setfours 
i.mgmbm to IlEmams cpc-id 
need for swift action. A sampling I once 
madeofNLRBcase&~tedthat  
mgotiarlims mduxl an impasse or 
deadlock in, a median period of six and 
one-half weeks. After impasse, of course, 
an empI'qe may Mrn te  its proposed 
terms u n i l a t e d ~  without the c o m t  of 
the union. - 

Barg-WaWs mandatory-permissive 
ruMc probably reflects a national 
consensus that there is some untouchble 
core of entrepreneurial and union 
autonomy h t  is beyond the reach of 
compulsory collective bargaining. An 
outright ovemling of Box-Warner, either 
judicially or legislatively is therefore 
unlikely even in a much more liberal 
political climate than exists today But at 
least I think it would make for Ear healthier 
and more responsible labor relations if the 
duty to bargain encompassed, as the Labor 
Board once declared, any employer action 
that could effect a "signdicmt impairment 
of job tenure, employment security or 
reasonably anticipated work opportunities 
for those in the bargaining unit." That 
conclusion is adequately supported by the 
language, legislative histoq and policy of 

- .  

the NLRA. The S u p m e  Court gave 
qualified endorsementto the pmposition in 
Fibreboard Paptr Products (1966). Despite 
the Courtk subsequent retreat in Erst 
National Maintenance (1981), sound 
personnel policies alone would argue that 
the broader scope of required bargaining 
should ultimately prevail. 

Collective baqpining is much more than 
a means of allocating employee jobs and 
compensation. Even a hard-headed labor 
economist like Neil Chamberlain was 
moved to say: "IT] he workers" struggle for 
increasing participation in business 
decisions . . . is highly dunged with an 
ethical content." For me, this moral 
dimension of negotiations between unions 
and management cannot be avoided, 
because those negotiations determine the 
nature of work in the shop. And it is 
px+marily work that defines a man or a 
woman - that largely determines a 
person's very identity A thoughtful study 
for the k d d  government has found that 
"most, if not all, working people tend to 

I 

/ ,hwiEre t k e v I v a  in tenne of the worL 
p u p  or m*tim to which they 
belong. The question Who are you?' oken 
elicits an m g m k a t i o ~  related response. 

I . . . Occupational role is usually a pm of 
the response far all clastios: 'I'm a 
steelworker,' or 'I'm a lawyer.'" 

Frustration over the inmasing emfloyer 
resistance to unionization and the f d m  of 
oqp izbg  efforts in recent years has led to 
propods for some major changes in the 
law These have induded the certification 
of unim on the baas of card checks, 
"instant elections," and cornpuky 
arbvation of first contracts as a remedy for 
employer refusals to barn. W e  E 
understand and sympathve with the 
motivation behna these recamrnen&tioms, 
I am generally not happy with them. 

The installation of a: labor organization 
as the exclusive bargaining representative 
of the employees under Section %a) of the 
NLM is more than the undated choice of 
an a p t  by a principal. It could be 
k r i b e d  as a statutody rnandated shotpn 
maTziage, esrabkhmg an ongoing mla- 
h t  4 1  substantially alter the way an 
employer must mrry on its day-to-dq 
business. The union's decisions will dm be 
binding on dissenting employees,, e m  
though they may constitute d e  ta a 
rnajoriy in the bargaining unit. Under 
those cixumstances it seems only fair that 
the employer should have the opportunity 
to get his side of the story across to the 
employees before they vote. Denying the 
employer that right might even raise 
constitutional fm speech issues. For those 
reasons I would oppose instant elections or 
automatic ceaification simply on the basis 
of a card check. Compulsory arbitration af 
first contracts, if limited to cases of 
employers' flagrant refusals to bargain, is 
more supportable. But it still cuts against as 
basic a policy as we have in our labor law, 
namely, freedom of contract. As expressed 
by the Supreme Court in American M o d  
Insurance (1952), it is not the Function of 
government to "sit in judgment upon tke 
substantive terms of collective bargaining 
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hntintrad fmm page 97 Getman recommendation that was at least including a wage in+ase. The cmvrrnriml 
partially accepted by the Reagaq-Bush remedy,of an order to bargain operates . agreements." The effect has been to 

preclude the NLRB from imposing a 
Labor Board, al&ough ulrimatel~ rejected only p~dspectively and does, nobng to 

contract term even as the remedy for a by the Supreme Court in Lrchnun (1992). restore the months or years otfinwcial l q s  
Under certain circumstances a union the employees may have suffered. At l m i  rehsal to bargain by an employer. should have access to an employe& premises when the emplaye~S violation is flagrant Considerable controversy has been to counter management campaigning pqior and egregious, the NLRB should be able to generated over the nature and effects of to an election, in lasger provide monetary relief. Remediq are the conduct during a ufion o r g u n g  where employees disperse 

campaign. A quarter century ago, a 
lifeblood of rights, and the status quo sudcs ; 

widely at the end of the workday. The much of the blood out of the fundamental 
ProfeSS~YS plant or shop is the natural forum for right to organize and bargain co~ectivel~, Steve Goldberg and Jack German found conveying views about unionization. At one point the D.C. Circuit seemed on 

s u ~ ~ o s e d l ~  coercive tactiCS A pany denied access is under a severe the verge of recognizing the validity of a did not "sigruficantly" affect employees' handicap in trying to reach the voters. compensatory remedy for flagrant Mq behavior. nq therefore That is truer in todayk fragmented, violations, but then it grew fainthearted 
that the NLRB "cease regulating speech heterogeneous society than it ever was. and drew back. 
and, for election purposes, nearly all , i 

Although I am no fan of "instant Neither principle nor practical 
Separate sets elections," the blunt reality is that prolonged calculation problems should stand in the 

Derek Bok and myself with union campaigns are an open invitation to way of an appropriate monetary a w d  in 
organizers indicated that they did not unscrupulous employers (or unions) to these cases. A make-whole remedy would 
believe most employer speeches were all engage in coerdve activity. Maybe a not be a contract imposed on the parties by 
that intimidaring. They statutory time limit should be imposed on the board; it wouMhave no continuing 
that the pmence of management 'peakers the processing of the routine representation existence intqihe future. It would be a 
and the absence of union at ' case. Her- a fair balarrce would & to be form of back pay order- based on the 
workplace forums conveyed a strong struck between the employer's need, putative contract that could have resulted 
message about the power of the especially the smaller or inexperienced from good-faith bargaining, discounted by 
competing parties. In later years, the employer's need, to prepare and get its the chances that the parties would not have 
Goldberg-Geunan has been vigOrOusl~ message across to the workforce, and the reached agreement. The measure of the loss 
contested by most other observers- At One goal of preventing the tactics of "stall, delay, ~ o u l d  be derived from a composite of 
time I was quite taken by the Goldberg- and intimidate." The ill-fated Labor Reform union contracts in s d r  labor-management 
Getman views, especially because they Bill of 1978, as passed by the House, relationships. Qf course there is an element 
paralleled my Own investigations. But my would have allowed a maximum of 25 , of speculation here, but no more so than in 
inquiries were made in the early ,605, and hys between the fi% of the election many contrqct, tort, or antitrust damage 
that was a different have been petition and the holding of the elenion. awards. In other contexts we do not 
shaken the satistics On the increasing That seems too short. An employer needs hesitate to resolve such doub~against the 
number of statutory by private at least a couple of weeks to prepare for a wrongdoer. This make-whole relief would 
employers and by the board hearing. The 1978 House-passed also be genuinely remedial and not punitive. 
patterns of union organizing in the public measure might hm left only a week It would simply put in the employees' 
and private sectors. between the regional directork direction of pockets what the employer denied than by 

I stdl see little sense in the board's an election and the election itself. Without its bad faith in refusing to bargain. I harbor 

I 
&thering over mch employer comments attempting to be too precise from my no illusions that my proposal is likely to be 
as, "1 will fight the union in lega1 academic, non-practicing perch, I would embraced any time soon by the current 

.b possible- - - - I'll deal hard with it, I'll suggest a maximum time in the o r b r y  federal judiciary or by Congress. But it is 
cold with it. I'll deal at am's length with case about twice t h t  pre&d by the one of the most prized of academic 

, it." So 1 believe the board should get Out of 1978 bill between the petition a$d the prerogatives that one can cavalierly dismiss 
the time-~011suming, hair-splitting process election - let's say around or seven the unseeing present, and address oneself I of scrutinizing the combatants'. presentations 

weeksm to the far more receptive and sagacious 
for evidence of mislleabg or vaguely The NLRA has never provided for future. I ominous statements. But all parties are 

general damages for injuries inflicted on 

p, 
entitled to an election free of outright employees. The remedies for unfair labor 
discrimination or e~e@ous  threats, and the practices traditionally are ceaseand-desist 
board must continue to set aside elections orders and reinstatement with or 
rife with serious misconduct or blatantly back pay yet if an employer unlawfufly 
coercive speech by either employers or refuses to bargain with a majority union, 
unions. I would also adopt one Goldberg- the employees are deprived of the benefits 

negotiations might have produced, usually 
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r 
nor j7et to p ~ t  the L \ \ , C ~  groups aqalnst ecxh  
other in eternal combat. Rather, ~t 

I recognized the reality that at tlmes the~r  
differing concerns urould lead to conflict, ! but c~\dlzed confl~ct wthln appropnate 

I rules of engagement, and that at other 
, I I tlmes their mutual interests ~vouId lead to I 

tunion employee participation 

I  laving espoused traditional union 
1 organization up to this point, 1 think it 

only fair to say a few words about another 
and quite different development in this 
countly. A growng number of companies, 
both large and small, especially in the new 
high-tech industries and in the old 
personal-sen.ice industries, are nonunion. I 
have my suspicions about whether all their 
employees have knowingly and voluntarily 
rejected the opportunity to organize. But I 
have no doubt that many of these workers, 
wisely or othenvlse, have freely chosen to 
rcmain without union representation. Still, 
their employers, if they have gone to the 
right business schools, will wish to solicit 
the workers' opinions and suggestions in a 
systematic way. And you can count on it 
that some employer or employee will 
eventually come up with the idea of a 
formal "employee committee" to facilitate 
the process. The company will be pleased 
to provide an office and a typewriter, coffee 
and doughnuts at joint meetings with 
management, and even a note taker at the 
meetings to see that the employees' views 
and proposals are properly recorded and 
transmitted to the company's higher-ups. 

However congenial to the parties, most 
of these arrangements are, under the strict 
loge of NLRB precedent, violations of 
Section 8(a)(2) of the Labor Act. They 
constitute illegal employer "domination" or 
"assistance" of what is technically regarded 
as a "labor organization." Fortunately, in 
my opinion, some federal courts of appeals 
have realized that Section 8(a)(2) was 
aimed at quite different targets. Those were 
the puppet-like sham "company unions" of 
the 1930s and the employers who gave 
preferential treatment to their favorite (the 
less assertive and more malleable) as 
between competing unions. If 2 1st century 
employees have chosen freely and 
knowingly and the committee or other 
body acts truly on their behalf and for their 
benefit, I see no reason for objection except 
the dead hand of a long-distant past. While 
1 might believe the workers' interests 
would be better served by a full-fledged 
union and collective bargaining, that is not 
my decision to make. Paternalistic 
safeguards may have been necessary to 

protcct an uninformed and vulnerable 
workforce against itself in the Depression 
Era, hut that would hardly seem the reality 
today. Section 8(a)(2) should be liberally 
construed or else amended to permit 
nonunion employee participation in 
management decisionmaking as long as it 
is wholly voluntary. 

Conclusion 

One of the truly great people of our 
time is Monsignor George G. Hiwns,  the 
famous "labor priest." For 25 years he was 
the director of the Social Action Depart- 
ment of the United States Catholic 
Conference. and for almost a half centun 
he chaired that unique es~eriment in 
union democracy the UAWs Public Re\iew 
Board. His achievements have not gone 
unrecognized. This past year he added to 
his man). awards the Presidential Medal of 
Freedom, the highest honor this country 
can bestow upon a civilian. J7et despite his 
eminence, it is entirely characteristic of the 
man that he has devoted himself in recent 
years to the betterment of a@cultural 
workers, those American "untouchables" 
who do not enjoy the protections afforded 
by the NLRA. 

Monsicqor Higins is both a social 
activist and a social thinker, steeped in the 
teachings of the Papal encyclicals on the 
condition of labor. Dravlng upon those 
social encyclicals, he has even been 
prepared to suggest that working people 
may often have a "certain moral obligation 
to join a union." An intellectual tradition 
even older than MonsiLqorS, harking back 
to Aristotle and the Greek philosophers, 
holds that human beings are social and 
political creatures, "whose nature is to 1n.e 
with others." We are nearly all joiners. I t  is 
not enough to have an ABA Section of 
Labor and Employment La\\: which accepts 
all comers. MTe must have a more selective 
group, the College of Labor and 
Employment Lawyers. We want to be with 
and work with our peers. Is it any wonder, 
then. that MonsiLgnor Higins \vould enjoin 
most working people to come together in 
organizations capable of advancing their 
common g,oals7 

That, then. is for me the glory of the 
Wagner Act. It was not designed to make 
employees :he equal partners of employers, 

I 

periods of estended cooperation. Only a 
suicidal worker or deranged labor leader 
seeks ill for the company that holds the 
key to their economic wellbeing. In my 
experience, management almost invariabl>y 
knows more about running the enterprise 
than do the employees. But seldom if elver 
does it know so much that it cannot learn 
from them. Similarly, employees almost 
invariably know more about what is good 
for themselves than does the most 
benevolent and well-intentioned of employers. 
The situation begs for the interchange of 
ideas and mutual accommodation in a 
systematic fashion. I cannot believe that a 
private-sector workforce that is only one- 
tenth organized is ultimately good for 
labor, for management, or for the \\.hole of 
our society And so I look for a day when 
the promise of the LVaLgner Act - that 
workers may freely organize and bargain 
collectively through representatives of their 
own choosing - is at long last fuIfilled. 
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In our lull Con~ell Law Review article, 
we summarize and analyze the principal 
findiilgs of psychological research 
concerning children's suggeslibility as well 
as other lactors that may affect the 
creclibiliiy of a child's allegation ol abuse. 
We demonstrate ihal what Lyon 
characterizes as a "new wave" of research is 
actually a broad and long-slanding 
scientific mainstream. We argue that  he 
resul~s of this research do, indeed, raise 
significant concerns lor  he real world of 
abuse and abuse invesiigation and ~ h u s  
engender signilicant legal implications. 

Par1 I of the lull article briefly describes 
[he history and current slate of research 
mto children's suggestibili~~ In this part, 
we argue thal, although psychological 
researchers disagree considerably over the 
degree to which  he suggestibility of young 
children may lead to false allega~ions of 
sexual abuse, there is an overwhelming 
consensus that children are suggestible to a 
degree that, we believe, must be regarded 
as significant. In presenting this argument, 
we respond to the contentions of 
revisionist scholars, particularly those 
recently expressed by Professor Lyon. We 
s1lo.c~ that there is good reason to believe 
the use of highly suggestive questions 
remains very common, and h a t  these 
questions present a significant possibility 
that children will make false allegations 
even 011 matters such as sexual abuse. 

Part I1 develops a framework, using 
Bayesian probability theory, for considering 
the findings described in Part I. We argue 
that there is meril to the traditional - and 
constitutionally compelled - ~ i e u ~  that an 
inaccurate criminal conviction is a far 
worse result than a failure to reach an 
accurate conviction, and that this 
perspective should inform the design of 
legal sys~ems. With this in mind, we 
explain thal even relatively slight 
probabililies of false allegations are 
polentially significanl. Moreover, we show 
thal the very substanlial probability that a 
child who has been abused will fail to 
reveal the abuse tends, perhaps counter- 
inluitively, to diminish the probative value 
ol an allegation of abuse when it is 
aclually made. 

I11  he discussion belom7, taken from Par1 
111 of the longer article, we turn 10 discussion 
ol the legal implications of our analysis. 

Sugges Live interview 
techniques 

Scientific research demonstrates that 
suggestive questions, including techniques 
such as coaching, bribes, and threats, 
increase the probability that the child will 
make an allegation of abuse regardless of 
whether it actually occurred. If in the end 
the child would make an allegation,  hen 
for two reasons it is preferable that this 
occur without suggesti~7e queslioning. First, 
an unprompted allegation is more 
powerful, persuasive evidence than a 
prompted allegation and therefore more 
likely to lead to a conviction if the 
defendant is in fact guilty For this reason, 
the self-interesc of the investigative and 
prosecutorial authorities should lead them 
to avoid suggestive questions when 
possible. Second, ii the child does make an 
unprompted allegation, it is unlikely to 
result in an inaccurate conviction, because 
in most circumstances children are very 
unlikely to make a false allegation without 
suggestive questionmg. 

It is preferable, therefore, to avoid 
suggestive questioning until the child has 
told all that she is likely to tell aithout 
suggestion. But for at least two reasons we 
do not believe that investigators should 
avoid suggestive questioning altogether. 
First, the information that they gain 
through sugestive questioning may be 
useful for purposes other than criminal 
prosecution - for example, the 
determination of custodj~ arrangements or 
the appropriateness of a restraining order. 
Because the governing standard of 
persuasion is lower in these settings than in 
criminal prosecutions, information 
obtained by suggestion is more likely to be 
decisive than in a ciiminal setting. Second, 
even in criminal prosecutions, an allegation 
procured by suggestive questioning ma): 
depending particularly on the stl-ength of 
the rest of the case, be decisive in carrying 
the prosecution's burden of persuasion. 

We recommend, therefore, that 
investigalors avoid suggestive queslions 
until they are confident that the child has 
told all she is likely to tell without 
pronlpting. Inteniewers should attempt to 
limit repetition of closed (i.e. yeslno) 
questions ~wtlzin the intenielv, and 
investigative authorities should, to [he 
exlent feasible, avoid nlultiple interviews 
\\ill1 mul~iple inteniebvers. Furthernlore, 
inleniewers should adopt categorical rules 
against the use of techniques that have 

been demonstrated to create particularly 
significant risks that a child will make a 
false allegation. Thus, interviewers should 
not offer rewards or other positive 
reinforcement for favored answers, lhreaten 
punishment or create negative 
reinforcement for disfavored ones, vilify the 
accused, or (unless the child has raised the 
matter first) refer to statements by the 
child's peers. Though suggestive questions 
are sometimes useful, the use of these 
techniques is always improper. 

There is nothing particularly novel 
about these recommendations. Although 
some interviewers may ignore them in 
practice, they are essentially textbook 
principles, much elabora~ed in manuals for 
inteniewers - including one by the 
National Center for the Prosecution of 
Child Abuse, in cooperation with llze 
National District Attorney's Association and 
the American Prosecutor's Research 
Institute. Interestingly, for all [hat Lyon and 
other child advocates contend that 
suggestive questioning is often necessary to 
prompt an accurate statement and that 
(nevertheless) troublesome questioning 
does not often occur in real practice, they 
do not argue anything differen~. They do 
not, for example, argue that investigators 
should feel free to ask suggestive questions 
without restraint. 

Witness taint and 
co~npe tence 

In State 11. Micizaels (612 A.2d 1372, 
1378 [N.J. 1994]), the New Jersey 
Supreme Court held that if the defendant 
presents "'some evidence' that the [child's] 
statements were the product of suggestive 
or coercive inteniew techniques," then the 
pi-osecution must demonstrate by clear and 
convincing evidence at a pretrial "taint 
hearing" that, "considering the ~otality of 
the circumstances surrounding the 
interviews, the statements or testimony [of 
the child] retain a degree of reliability 
sufficient to outweigh [he effects of the 
improper i n t e ~ ~ i e ~ v  techniques." If the 
proseculion lails to satisfy this burden, 
then the courl must esclude the child3 
testimon)! as well as her plior statements 
alleging abuse. 

Some courts outside New Jersey have 
occasionally folloa7ed A/liil~aels in requiring 



taint hearings. but more commonly courts 
simply consider these issues in determining 
the competency of the child to give 
testimony For our purposes, the difference 
is not particularly significant. Either way 
the bottom-line issue is whether the court 
should preclude the child from giving live 
testimony about the abuse because she has 
been subjected to a substantial degree of 
sugestion. 

Although Ceci coauthored the a~nicus 
brief that some have credited with 
persuading the hdichacls court, we agree in 
general with Lynn and John E.B. Myers that 
children's suggestibility should not usually 
prevent them from being heard as 
witnesses, even if the circumstances 
indicate that the child was subjected to 
strong forms of suggestion. We have two 
basic reasons for reaching this conclusion. 

First, a child's statement alleging abuse 
has significant value in prosing that abuse. 
Nothing we have said indicates the 
contrary Our arpment  supports the 
proposition that the suggestibility of the 
child ma! account for her allegation of 
abuse in some circumstances. The 
allegation itself is thus not conclusive 
evidence that abuse occurred. But the 
allegation may yet be important, even 
decisive elidence, at least when there is 
other evidence supporting it. In our longer 
article, we have argued that in some 
settings there is a greater than minuscule 
probability that the child would make the 
allegation even though it was false, and 
therefore the statement is not conclusive 
evidence, or nearly conclusive evidence, 
that the abuse occurred as described by the 
child. But we hare not argued that the 
statement should not alter a reasonable 
fact-finder's assessment of the probability of 
guilt. Plainly, i t  is often very significant 
evidence, even in the face of significant 
suggestion. 

Second, we believe that the dignity of 
the child is fostered by allowing her to tell 
her story first-hand in the proceeding that 
will resolve the truth of her allegation. 

Against these considerations, three basic 
arguments may be made for escluding the 
testimony of the child. We \\ill call these 
the reliability argument, the best e~ldence 
argument, and the ~vrongful conduct 
arLgumen t . 

1. According to the lrliabilitv argrmcnt, 
on ~vhich Micllacls principally depended, if 
the child has been subjected to significant 
suggestion, her testimony may be so 
unreliable that it should be rejected. We 
certainly agree that often the child's 
testimony may not be reliable in the sense 
of being virtually conclusive. Indeed, in 
some circumstances, the testimony may 
not even be reliable in the weaker sense 
that the denominator of the likelihood ratio 
- the probability that the child would 
testifj as she has even though the 
testimony is false - is very small. But 
notwithstanding some judicial statements 
to the contrary, reliability in neither sense 
is, or should be, the general standard for 
the admissibility of live testimony Rather, 
the governing principle is that, at least 
within broad bounds, the credibility of 
witnesses is for the jury to determine. 

In an earlier age, courts escluded the 
testimony of many potential witnesses, 
including the parties themselves, on the 
ground that bias or some other factor 
would make their testimony unreliable. 
The modem, vastly preferable view 
recognizes that such an exclusionary 
approach has huge costs in loss of valuable 
information. Cross-examination, 
impeachment, rebuttal, and re~o~gnition by 
the fact-finder of defects of the testimony 
- sometimes with the assistance of expert 
testimony - are the mechanisms that we 
hope will prevent the testimony from 
leading the fact-finder astray. Testimony of 
the parties is extremely unreliable, if for no 
reason other than self-interest, but it is 
universally allowed today. Indeed, a 
criminal defendant has a constitutional 
right to present his own testimony, even, in 
at least some circumstances, if it has been 
tainted by suggestion. In general, witnesses 
who claim firsthand knowledge do not 
have to pass through a reliability screen, 
e\ren when testifying against a criminal 
defendant. Witnesses with a grudge against 
the defendant, witnesses whose perception 
of the events at issue may have been 
impeded by stress, bad lighting, or weak 
eyesight, witnesses with faulty memory, 
and witnesses who have been offered some 
inducement (such as a reduction of 
sentence) to testify - all these are allowed 
to testify about what they assert they 
perceived, without the court first 
determining that their evidence is reliable. 
Courts should not ho1.d the testimony of 
children to a more stringent standard. 

A reliability standard for the admissibility 
of testimony misconceives the basic theory 
of evidence. To warrant admissibility, an 

individual item of evidence does not have 
to point reliably in the direction the 
proponent claims. "A brick is not a wall," 
and every witness need not hit a home nln,  

in the classic aphorisms. That is, a single 
piece of evidence including the testimony 
of a witness, does not have to support the 
prosecution's entire case but need only 
provide one of the building blocks for the 
case. Prosecution evidence, not reliable in 
itself because there is a substantial 
probability that it  would arise even i f  the 
defendant were innocent, may in 
conjunction with other evidence make an 
overwhelming case. 

The better standard is whether the 
prejudicial potential of the evidence 
outweighs the probative value. It must be 
constantly borne in mind that the child's 
testimony that abuse occurred does have 
substantial probative value. Even if the 
child was subjected to strong forms of 
suggestion, the child is significantly more 
likely to testify to a gven proposition if 
that proposition is true than if it is false, 
and no research suggests otherwise. In 
some cases, that probative value may be 
decisive. 

What then of prejudice? The principal 
prejudice concern is that the jury will 
overvalue the testimony by so much that 
the truth-determination process is 
benefited by exclusion. But to our 
knowledge, the scientific research provides 
no indication that juries are likely to 
overvalue the testimony of a child to this 
degree. It may well be that, especially 
absent explanation of the research on 
suggestibility, a jury would tend to 
underestimate the probability that the child 
would make the allegation if it was false 
(the denominator of the likelihood ratio). 
Such an error would tend to cause the jury 
to over-assess the probative value of the 
testimony. I t  is much more doubtful, 
however, that the jury would over-assess 
the probative value to such an extent that 
admission of the evidence is worse for the 
truth-determining process than denylng the 
jury access to this information. After all, 
jurors are capable of understanding the 
problem of suggestibility and taking it into 
account in assessing the testimony, and 
experimental evidence suggests that they 
do. Excluding the evidence, which has 
some probative value, guarantees that the 
jury will under-assess it.  Those who argue 
for this result, notwithstanding the usual 
rule that credibility is for the jury, should 
have the burden of demonstrating that the 
uncertain prospect of jury over-assessment 
is significant enough to warrant exclusion. 
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0-1. In this light, it is nat claw that the 
threat of ex(:Iusion d l ' a d d  very much 
incremental incentive to avoid undue 
suggestion. 

Furthermore, as we indicated in Part I, 
suggestive questioning has a proper role in 
investigations of child abuse, because in 
some settings it generates reports of abuse 
that openended questions @t not. 
Investigations aken lmk not only towards 

excLusion is appropriate in those contexts, I it is barer jus&ed by dze two other 
a ~ . e ~ - d ~ c u s s e d ~ b e 1 m .  
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mme prejndicial than probative. Rqher, it 
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exclude the child5 testimony 

A best evidence d e ,  using the harsh 
sanction of exclusion of evidene, depends 
on predictability3 which quires that a rule 
operate in a crisp, bqht4ne manner. We 
ha* argued that categorical mles are 
possible with respect to ploys, such as 
bribes, threats, ridicule, and peer pressure, 
that memh has shown to cmte 
particularly significant risks of hlse 
allegati~m. Generally, however, delicate, 
fact-based judgments are more appmpriate 
in this area dun bright-line rules. 
Interviewers must take the ci~unsmnces 
pf the particular case into account in 
deciding the degree of suggestiveness 
appmp'riate u any given point in a given 
intervi'ew The interviewer m t  balance the 
risk of !&ng information by remaining too 
open-esded against the risk of producing 
false i n e a t i o n  by being too suggestive. 

I 

I exclusion of the child4; testimony for 
undue suggestiveness may-inhibit them 
fr&n behg so suggestive. We believe that 
this factor, m&er than cancans about 
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invoked often bat rarely with success - 
that in-court eyewitness identification 
tieswony may be so taihted by prior 
suggestiveness as to be constinx~ody 
im-fble. I' 

This consideration plays a significant 
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exclude tk'child5 testimony in less 
m r n e  cases. 

3. The wmn@ conduce a p m t  
cantends that the prosecution should not 
benefit from evidence that it or those 
associated with it s e a m  by acting in a 
reprehensible way It &us aesembk the 
argument made by JuE;tie_ H o b  .ad 
others in suppon of the &'u&xmy rule 
for evidence secured xtatm-zid 
search, that it is less &&.&at wqe 
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pointed out, is in some . 
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In sum, the arguments for exclusion 06 

the childk testimony have s u b s ~ t i a l  
weight only in extreme ad, a 4  wen 
then only the best eviden? and wrongful 
condudt arguments carry significanr&rce. 
The reliability argument, the one 
principally emphasized by Michaels, is 
unpersuasive. Thus, in extreme a e s ,  
when the inte~ewmg technique violates 
clearly established norms or amounts to an 
intentional or reckless usurpation of the 
childk memory - and Mirhaek appears to 
have been such a case - exclusion is 
justifiable. In other cases, it is not. 

Hearsay , 

Often the child makes an allegaticm 
before trial, but does not ~estlfy at all at 
trial or does not testify to rhe full substance 
of the earlier allegation. If the prosecutor 
offers the prior statement into evidence the 
defendant will likely object that it is barred 
by the rule against hearsay and by his right , 
under the Sixth Amendment to the 
Constitution to "be confronted with @e 
witnesses against him." 

In recent years, most jurisdictions have 
relaxed the application of the hearsay rule 
so far as it would exclude out-of-court 
statements by children that allege abuse 
and are offered to prove the abuse. Some 
courts have accomplished this end by 
stretching the limitations on the hearsay 
exceptions for excited utterances and for 
statements made for medical diagnmis or 
treatment. Others have invoked the 
residual ortUcat.ch-alln exception to the 
hearsay rule now expressed in Federal Rule 
of Evidence 807. Also, some states have 
adopted hearsay exceptions specifically 
tailored for children of "tender years." 
Because the Supreme Court has, LO a hrge 
extent, conformed the confrontaition right 
to the prevailing law of hearsay, tbk 
Confrontation Clause as now cmmmed 
poses only a slight addzt id  barrier to 

- 

sight protect ''sindm v@m," tm& &e ' , . . 
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receptive attitude tcqm& hearsay , 
statements by children aUcghg abuse , 
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that the stdlt~ments am wliahk. Indx 1- 

of a statement made by s very yowlrg Mdi 
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influential - &rst, thc apparent absence 06 
a motive far the cMd to lie and, cond, 7 the apparent unlikelihood in sape s e d g s  
that the child could develop a plan KO 1 1  

dedeive or tc~ cm&et her account if it (+d 
not in fact reflect abuse she had m c d y  
sukred, i 

The scientific r-h, however, 
indicates. that in some cimmstmces 
childrenb s ta t t$ ik  a= not parriculasly 
reliable. C o m p d  to gkner~1 hearsay, a 
statement made by a child who has been 
subjected to strong hrms-d suggestion 
may be notably unrebble, The apparent 
ab-ce of a motive to lie Ss d significance 
only to the extent the defendant, in 
attempting to reconcile the fact that the 
child made the statement with his theory 
that the statemgnt is false, contends bat 
the child lied. The defendant may, 
however, contend principally not that the 
chld lied huct that suggestive questianing 
led her to believe honmtly h t  Ehe 
assertion was tmihhtl. Also, sugge~tive 
questioning may make it far mme plausible 
that the child would state a &e account of 
abuse that one would m t  a t h e m e  m p ~ t  
from a young child who was not abused. 
Far obvious ethical reasons, resea-s 
have letrained from trying to hmlcam false 
memories of abuse; however, there is . 
ample anecdatal evidence that field 
inte~ewers sometimes ply child yvitnmes 
with infamution that could lbe e o m ~ ~ ~ d  
as indicative of s a d  abuse. Same of thi~ 
hfomtion, if later incorpomted into the 
childk & c l 0 6 ~ ~ ,  would be &dmd 
outside her OT:&T~ redm df kowlec@~ 
and so viewed by f~ t -hders  as a stlrmgl. 
indicatjon that abuse ocmmd. ' I 



We emphasize two points. First, we are 
not arguing that all children's statements 
;Ire unreliable. How reliable a statement is 
depends on all the circumstances, 
including - as we have suggested above 
and throughout our longer article - the 
nature of the interviewing process to which 
the child has been subjected. For example, 
sometimes a child, without any prompting, 
articulates a detailed and plausible account 
of abuse soon after the alleged event and, 
still without prompting, consistently 
~tdheres to that account. In such a 
situation, the child's statement may be 
very reliable. 

Second, even if the statement appears 
unreliable, that does not necessarily mean 
that a court should exclude it under an 
ideal doctrine of hearsay and confrontation. 
Friedman has argued for some years that 
the law of hearsay and confrontation is in a 
most unsatisfactory state. The chief errors, 
in his view. lie in conforming the 
confrontation right to the law of hearsay 
and in perceiving both as based principally 
on the need to impro~~e the reliability of 
evidence. This conjunction results both in 
hearsay law that is often overly restrictive 
and in a confrontation right that is 
insufficiently protective of defendants. We 
do not attempt to develop this argument in 
full here. But a system that, according to 
Friedman, would be far superior to the 
present one could admit many hearsay 
statements by children without making the 
admissibility decision depend on a 
determination of reliability. 

Expert] evidence 
Traditionally, courts have been loath to 

allow expert witnesses to testify about 
factors affecting the credibility of percipient 
witnesses. Courts were afraid that ehFerts 
would usurp one of the central functions of 
the jury, to evaluate the credibility of 
uqtnesses. In recent decades, ho~vever, 
courts have been more willing to allow 
experts to testify about factors that might 
affect rhe credibility of a witness in a gven 
s~tuation and that might othentise be 
insufficiently understood by a jury In 
criminal cases, either the prosecution or 
the defense may urge the need for espert 
testimony. For example, a defendant may 
Introduce expert testimony on the 
\ulnerabilities of eyewitness testimony A 
prosecutor might introduce espert 
'estimony concerning rape trauma 
yndrotne to help explain the complainant's 

delay in making her allegation of rape. 
Similarly, in child sexual abuse cases, 

prosecutors often offer, and courts often 
admit, expert evidence to bolster the 
complainant's credibility. As Myers has 
stated, "Courts permit expert testimony 
[among other reasons] to explain why 
sexually abused children delay reporting 
abuse, why children recant, why children's 
descriptions of abuse are sometimes 
inconsistent, why some abused children are 
angry, why some children want to live with 
the person who abused them, why a victim 
might appear 'emotionally flat' following 
the assault, [and] why a child might run 
away from home. . . ." 

Myers endorses the use of such 
testimony, which often fits within the 
rubric of child abuse accommodation 
syndrome, on the ground that "[tlo the 
untutored eye of a juror, such behavior 
may seem incompatible with allegations of 
sexual abuse." U1e agree that such 
testimony on behalf of the prosecution is 
proper at least after the defendant attacks 
the child's credibility - and sometimes 
even before, if the grounds on which the 
jun  might doubt her credibility are 
already apparent. 

Often, ho\irever, it is the defense in child 
sesual abuse cases that nishes to introduce 
credibility-related esTert testimony usually 
to show that the child's statements may 
have resulted from suggesti~~e questioning. 
Many courts have admitted such testimony 
but some courts still esclude it or confine it 
rather narron7l>: Lyon, while not expressing 
any opinion on the frequent use by 
prosecutors of expert testimony to bolster a 
child's credibility once it has been attacked, 
espresses doubt about the need for defense 
espert testimony on suggestibility. 

We believe that if evidence supports the 
conclusion that an inteniewer subjected 
the child to a given set of suggestive 
influences, then the court should allonr the 
defense to present the testimony of a \veil- 
qualified esFert as to the plausible effects 
of those influences. 

The research on suggestibility discussed 
in this article gii\.es an expert ample basis 
on which to esyress an opinion that should 
easily satisfy the "gatekeeping" scrutiny of 
the trial court as outlined by Dnu27ct-t I! 
Afc17-c11 DOMI ?)h(71771~~~l l t i~d~ 117~. (509 U.S. 
579, 597 [1993]). Indeed, if the "general 
acceptance" test of I! Lhlitcd Stntcs 
(293 E 1013, 1014 [D.C. Cir. 1923]), 
which still prevails in some states, is 
sensibly applied, such espert opinion 
should easily satisb that test as well. As 
Part I of our F-111 article shows. this research 

has used the scientific method of testing, 
has been extensi\rely subjected to the rigors 
of publication and review, and has gained 
broad acceptance in the scientific 
community. Naturally as in any area of the 
social sciences (and some of the hard 
sciences as well), there is not unanimity on 
all significant points, and on some points 
there is a range of interpretations. But a 
court should not exclude testimony by a 
qualified e,\pert reflecting an opinion held 
by a clear majority, or even by substantial 
proportion, of professionals in the field 
simply because others hold divergent 
~ iews .  If that were the standard for 
exclusion, fact-finders \vould virtually 
never have the benefit of the experts' 
knowledge. Thus, we find unpersuasive the 
rather mysterious opinion of the Eighth 
Circuit in Unitcd States I: Rotlsc (1 11 E3d 
561 [sth Cir. 19971). which held that the 
trial court had acted within its discretion in 
allowing the defense expert to testify on the 
basis of his own research, but not on the 
basis of the research of others. 

The question remains whether, and 
when, an expert's opinion may assist the 
jury sufficiently to warrant admissibility 
Ultimately, this question depends on an 
assessment of the probative value and 
prejudice of the espert evidence. Lyon 
contends that ':jurors likely already knon-" 
that "children are suggestible." This 
argument may seem odd, coming near the 
end of a long article contending that 
children are not as sugqestible as some 
interpretations of the research indicate. But 
Lyons point seems to be that, while 
children are indeed suggestible to some 
degree, jurors do not need e\Fert advice to 
tell them that, and such ad\ice may in fact 
cause jurors to overestimate substantially 
the degree of suggestibility. Myers makes a 
similar point. saying that "some adults" 
think children are more suggestible than 
they actually are. 

One can easily accept the proposition 
- ~vhich Lyon supports with survey 
evidence - that many even most, 
potential jurors understand that children 
are inore suggestible than adults, and yet 
recocgni=e the value of esFert evidence. Two 
points are fairly obvious. First, the same 



surveys reveal that a substantial number of 
jurors probably do not recoLgnize this 
suggestibility differential. Second, 
recognizing that children are suggestible, or 
more suggestible than adults, says little 
about magnitude - how suggestible they 
are. Perhaps more fundamentally, our full 
article shows that the suggestibility of 
children is not a one-dimensional matter 
that can be summarized adequately by 
saying that children are [pick your 
adjective] suggestible. How plausibly a 
gven child might have alleged abuse even 
if the abuse did not occur depends on the 
particular situation, including the extent 
and nature of the suggestive influences to 
which the child was subjected. There is no 
reason to assume that the average potential 
juror, much less the overwhelming 
majority of jurors, has a good 
understanding of all the insights that 
decades of psychologcal research have 
ylelded. For example, research shows that 
repeated questions may have a pronounced 
effect on a child, and that children 
subjected to suggestive questioning rather 
frequently make false statements about 
physical events that would be of central 
concern to them. 

Furthermore, there is little reason to 
assume that expert evidence on this subject 
\ d l  be unduly prejudicial. There is no 
plausible basis for believing that allowing 
the defense to present expert testimony will 
bias the jury in favor of the defendant, in 
the sense of malung the jury impose an 
inappropriately high standard of persuasion 
on the prosecution. The danger to which 
Lyon seems to be pointing is the possibility 
that the jury will give excessive weight to 
the e'xpert's testimony of suggestiveness. 
But there appears to be no sound basis for 
concluding that this danger is real - and 
that the jury will not only overvalue the 
expert's testimony but will do it so much 
that the testimony will be substantially 
more prejudicial than probative. Junes 
have convicted defendants in many cases 
in the face of expert testimony on 
suggestibility presented by the defense. 

In assessing the danger of overvaluation, 
it is important to bear in mind a major 
theme stressed both Lyon and by us: the 
degree of a child's testimony is extremely 
dependent on the particular circumstances 

of the case. Thus, if the defense expert is 
performing her function properly, she will 
testify only to suggestive influences that the 
jury could reasonably conclude, on the 
basis of all the circumstances, were present 
in the case. For example, if there is no 
basis for concluding that the child was 
threatened with negative consequences for 
failure to describe abuse, then research on 
the effects of such threats would be 
irrelevant to the case and should not be 
included in the expert's testimony. If the 
defense expert does not exercise self- 
restraint, the court can ensure that her 
testimony does not stray beyond the case 
at hand. 

And, of course, the prosecution is not 
toothless. The prosecutor may cross- 
examine the defense e-pert. In doing so, 
the prosecutor should attempt to expose 
any over-generalizations that the expert has 
made or any dubious assumptions on 
which the materiality of her evidence 
depends. Moreover, as stated previously, if 
the defense impeaches the child's 
testimony, whether by exlpert testimony or 
otherwise, the court should allow the 
prosecution to present its own expert 
testimony supporting the child's credibility. 
Likewise, this testimony should be limited 
to the issues made material by the setting 
of the case - specifically, to the grounds 
raised explicitly or implicitly by the defense 
for being skeptical of the child, or to those 
that would likely appear plausible to the 
jury even absent the defense's contention. 
In short, the adversarial system, through 
the use of cross-examination and rebuttal 
witnesses, is resilient and can adequately 
expose the weaknesses of expert opinions 
offered by either side. 

There does not seem to be any 
substantial reason to assume that jurors 
will tend systematically to overvalue 
defense expert evidence significantly but 
undervalue prosecution ezrpert evidence - 
and to do so by enough to warrant 
exclusion. Some jurors may be confused by 
the "battle of the experts," of course, and 
some might unthinkingly treat conflicting 
expert evidence as a wash, which they can 
safely ignore. But these are always potential 
problems when expert witnesses contest 
each other, whatever the subject. Such 
problems do not justify insisting that the 
fact-finder make decisions of enormous 
importance on the basis of intuition. 
uninformed by the insights that decades of 
scientific research have to offer. 

Videotaping interviews 
The issue of videotaping interviews cvith 

a child witness has generated much 
discussion. Myers has ably summarized 
many of the factors for and against 
videotaping. On the positive side of the , 
ledger, Myers notes that videotaping gives 
an inteniewer incentive to use proper 
techniques and preserves a record of such 
use. Perhaps because he is writing from the 
vantage point of the inteniewer, Myers 
does not mention another equally 
important argument: if the intendewer does 
use suggestive techniques, the videotape 
will reveal it. We have emphasized that the 
degree to which a child's sugqestibility 
accounts for her allegation of abuse 
depends very largely on the extent and 
nature of the sucggestive influences to 
which she has been subjected. If all 
inteniews with the child are videotaped, it 
will substantially reduce, and in some cases 
effectively eliminate, uncertainty on this 
score. An inteniewer's notes are an 
unsatisfactory alternative; if historical 
accuracy is the goal, there is no substitute 
for electronically recording inteniews. 

Of course, informal communications 
with the child, such as by her parents or 
teachers, will not ordinarily be videotaped. 
These informal communications are often 
significant sources of suggestion. Similarly, 
though it might be feasible for a therapist 
to tape sessions with a child if there is 
suspicion of abuse, taping therapy sessions 
as a matter of course would probably be 
inappropriate. Moreover, even if therapy 
sessions could be appropriately recorded, 
the patient-psychotherapist relationship is 
privileged, which would probably preclude 
evidentiary use of the tape. Thus, in many 
cases, a practice of videotaping 
investigative interviews does not expose all 
serious possibilities of suggestiveness. But 
the intractability of some aspects of the 
problem is a weak argument against 
mitigating the problem where that is 
possible. Videotaping considerably narrows 
the problem of determining the extent of 
suggestive influences to which the child is 
subjected, and that is a great benefit. 

The arguments on the other side of the 
ledger are, once again, based in large part 
on the fear that the jury will overvalue the 
evidence in favor of the defense. And once 
again, we believe that keeping potentially 
useful information away from the jury is an 
inappropriate means of ensuring that the 
jurors will not place too much weight on i t .  
The prosecution has ample opportunity, 
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h a m  of tape to the jury d rbk@ 
dwcmibn through cdithg. But this conccm 

n sigdbmt mount of 
$t%l.Wed t.hhghout1 much 

kLEB@&?E,we d s i &  to 
select tkEP excerpts it feels presents its case 
~JL* lnost favorable light a& to pewit 
evidence and arguments minimizing the 
importance of the excerpts used by the 
other side. The court has authority to 
restrain the parties if the p r o m  consumes 
too much trial time in relation to the 
probative value of the evidence. 

Thus, in accord with most professionals 
in this field, we believe that it is good 
practice for official interviewexs to 
videotape interviews conducted with 
cMdren during an investigation or 
prosecution of suspected child abuse. 
~oreover, we belike that, absent exigent 
circumstances, interviewers should be 
required as a matter of law to tape such 
interviews. This is the standard practice in 
many jurisdictions, and there is no reason 
why it should not be made mandatory 

In jurisdictions where taping is not 
required as a matter of law, courts may 
nevertheless craft evidentiary rules based 
on a "best evidence" principle that give 
interviewers strong incentives to follow the 
practice. The most stringent of these rules 
would exclude the child's statements, or 
even her testimony, if the interviews were 
not taped (again, and throughout this 
discussion, absent exigent circumstances). 
ThLsale, although harsh on its face, 
would quickly amount in effect merely to 
an almost absolute requirement of taping. 
Officials would quickly learn that it is 
easier to tape than to invite exclusion of 
evidence, and as a result, very little 
evidence would actually be excluded. A 
somewhat softer rule, followed by some 
courts, makes the fdure to videotape the 
interview a significant factor in determining 
admissibility of the_ chdd's statements or 
testimony Other variations would seek to 
impose the costs of failure to videotape the 
i n t e ~ e w  on the prosecution, but without 
relying on exclusion. Thus, giym the 
failure to record, a defense expert could be 
allowed to testifj as to the potential effect 
of all suggestive influences to whch the 
child may have been subjected. The court 
might also instruct the jury that the 'I 

- 
interviewer failed to follow proper practice 
and that the jury should take the failurn 
into account in evaluating the possibility 
that the chdd's statement or testimony was 
the product of suggestion. 

Guidance and control 

Finally, we come to the end of a trial. 
Judges in criminal cases in federal court, 
and in some other jurisdictions, are free to 
comment to the jury on the weight of the 
evidence, including factors bearing on the 
credibility of witnesses. Thus, if a witness is 
a drug or alcohol abuser, or a former 
accomplice of the defendant, or if she has 
received or hopes to receive favorable 
treatment in return for her testimony, the 
judge may comment on how these factors 
affect her credibility Similarly, judges often 
comment generally about the factors that 
are believed to affect the credibility of 
eyewitnesses. 

Suppose, then, that a chlld testifies or 
makes an admissible out-of-court statement 
alleging abuse, and evidence supports the 
conclusions that she was previously 
subjected to highly suggestive influence 
The question arises whether the judge 
should comment on these influences as 
potentially affecting her credibility In most 

Continued on page 108 

The question remains wbetber, and 
wben, an expert's opinion may assist 
tbe jury suflciently to wawant 
admissibility. Ultimately, tbis question 
depends on an assessment oftbe 
probative value and prejudice of tbe 
expert evidence. Lyon contends tbat 



cases. we do not believe that any judicial 
comment - either supporting or adverse 
to the child$ credibility - is necessary. 
ire believe it usually suffices if the court 
affords the parties adequate opportunity to 
present expert evidence on the likely 
impact of these influences. In an egregous 
case involving highly sugqestive influences, 
some judicial comment might be 
appropriate. 

Along with the power to comment on 
the credibility of witnesses, a trial court 
also has the authority in a criminal case to 
refuse to enter judLgment on a ierdict of 
guilt, and to remit the prosecution to a new 
trial, if it is persuaded that the verdict is 
contrary to the great weight of the 
evidence. In making this determination. 
the court is free to consider the credibility 
of witnesses. Therefore, an accused might 
argue that a child's statement or testimony 
is SO tainted by suggestion that a verdict of 
guilty cannot stand. We believe that this 
argument should usually but not allvays, fail. 

Suppose that the case is marked by two 
factors. First, apart from the child's 
testimony or prior statements, the 
prosecution has insubstantial evidence as 
to at least one element of the charge, 
mostly likely to the fact of abuse. Second, 
the child was subjected to highly 
su~es t i ve  influences. As Part I1 of our full 
article shows, the first factor means that the 
prosecution must rely heady on the child's 
allegation. Indeed, the allegation must 
c a m  the prosecution's case the very large 
distance from the presumption of 
innocence to the constitutionally mandated 
standard of proof beyond a reasonable 
doubt. And the court might conclude, on 
the basis of the second factor, that the 
probability that the child would make the 
allegation even though it is false cannot 
reasonably be perceived as minuscule. 
Putting these two considerations together, 
the court might well conclude that a jury 
could not reasonably find that the 
prosecution satisfied its standard of 
persuasion. 

If prosecutors select cases appropriately, 
cases with both these features will be rare. 
The judicial power to reject a verdict, even 
if usually kept in resenre, can be a 
powerful force ensuring that the 
prosecutors do indeed make careful 
selections. 

Conclusion 
Research on the suggestibility 

children reveals that the degree to wnicn 
children are suggestible depends to a large 
extent on how investigators conduct 
inteniews. It also indicates that abuse 
investigations are often conducted in such 
a way as to enhance the dangers of 
suggestibility. We have presented a set of 
policy recommendations that we belie1.e 
are consonant with those findings. These 
recommendations are, we believe, ellen- 
handed, reflecting a bias for neither the 
prosecution nor the defense. The proof of 
our even-handedness may be that we have 
exposed ourselves to a two- flank attack. 
Prosecutors may complain about our 
recommendations that in some circumstances 
children's statements regarding abuse 
should be regarded as unreliable for 
hearsay purposes, that courts should often 
be receptive to expert evidence 
emphasizing the suggestibility of children, 
that videotaping of inteniews should be 
mandatory. and that occasionally the 
weakness of a child's statement or 
testimony should cause the court to refuse 
to enter a judgment of guilt. Defense 
lawyers, on the other hand, are likely to 
complain about our recommendation that, 
in all but egregious cases, the child should 
not be rendered incompetent to testify 
because she was esposed to strongly 
suggestive inteniewing techniques. 

We suspect that scholars who have 
recently challenged the legal significance of 
the psychologcal research emphasizing 
children's suggestibility are not motivated 
principally by antipathy to policy proposals 
such as the ones we have presented. Rather, 
we suspect that they are concerned about a 
matter of mood. In an earlier day, children's 
statements were often not taken seriously As a 
result, child sexual abuse was under-reported 
and under-prosecuted. Thus, there is a 
concern that scientific research emphasizing 
that chlldren are suggestible will be taken for 
more than it is worth and lead us back to 
penlasive and unwarranted devaluation of 
children's statements and testimony 

We recognize this concern. But we balk 
at any approach that makes it more difficult 
to recognize, and thus mitigate, problems in 
the lvay children allegng abuse are 
inteniewed. And we confess that we do have 
a bias of an intellectual sort, which underlies 
our predilection in favor of allowing both the 
child and experts to testify Accurate fact- 
finding, we believe, is not best achieved by 
trylng to maintain and regulate the fact- 
finders' ignorance. The best cure for possible 
misunderstanding is not to keep an area in 
darkness, but rather to bathe it in light. 
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Dear Graduates and Friads, 

I 
Dunng the fiscal year en- June 30,2001, you collectively gave over $8 mdlion to the 

Law School. Importantly, shghtly more than $2.6 million was directed to the Law School Fund, the 

element of budgetary flexibility that is a hallmark:bf truly outstanding law schools. I am extremely 

grateful for your generosity and the commitment to this Law School that such giving represents. 
1 

Our largest slngle gdt this past year was a bequest of over $1 million by George C. Willson -- 1II . 

of the Class of 1948. Ttstamentary provisions remain a primary sdurce of funds for our endowment 

and capital projects. I , \ 
, i 

In light of some of the econoniic uncertainties of this past fisoll year (which unformnatey only 

multiplied as this new school year began), your support is more essential than ever. As our operating 

budget approaches $50 million, the Lnw School Fund repments over 5 percent of our k u e ,  a 

percentage we hope to push closer to 10 percent over the corning years. It can only be gG such as 

yours that will alloy us to sustain our positipn of leadexdip in the world of legal &on. The Thew 

School Fund directly supports curticular inno%ai~ns such as our Legal Practice Program, scholarship 

and £inancial aid awards that enhance our reenjitment of superior students, mearch m t s  that assist 

our  tenti ion of our extraordinary faculty and special conferences that bring outstanding scholars 
I 

to our campus each year. 

W1th your help, the Lstw School's stature continues to grow For the second consecutive year, our first 
year class exceeded our goal of 350 despite offering admission to fewer candidates this year than last. 

Overall, the number of applicants to the Law School rose by nearly 20 percent this past year (the . 
national average was 5.6 percent). The academic quality of these students remains exceptional and they 
continue to be taught by a remarkable group of men and women. As y a  can also read in this issue of 

Law Quadrangle Notes, the research and writings of our faculty continue to provide important 

contributions to all who care about the law. Our initiative to require all students to take a course in 

Tmnsnational Law has received the enthusiastic acclamation of the Mident of the American Society of 

~ntemational Law, and the American Bar Association recognized the ~ak School as the public service 

law school of the year with the Judy M. Weightman Maotial Award. 

Your generosity enables so much of the distinction that is Michigan.Thank you for your support. 

Sincerely, 

H.R. 2 



LEADERSH lP GIFTS 
Cazh gifts 

$1,000,000 AND ABOVE 

George C. Willson 111 Estate 

$100,000 - $999,999 
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Hugh C. Johnson Estate 

John M. Olin Foundation, Inc. 
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$5o,Om - $S9,000. 
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Ronald L. Olson, '66 and Jane Olson 
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LEADERSHIP PLANNED GIFTS 
Phned gifts above 1850,000 
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Jack D. Sweet, '57 and Margaret D. Sweet 

S. Noel Melvin, '51 
S. K. Yee Foundation 

Samuel Zell, '66 



HONOR 
ANNUAL GIVING LEADERSHIP 
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Robert B. Fiske '55 Dennis Earl Ross '78 

2000-2001 FlRM PARTICIPATION PRQGRAM 
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Donald B. Miller '73 6utzel Long 
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Gary J. McRay '72 Foster Swift Collins & Smith PC 
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Dewey B. Crawford '66 Gardner Carton & Douglas 
Paul Alexander '7 1 Heller Ehrman White & McAuliffe 
Stuart M. Lockman '74 Honigman Miller Schwartz and Cohn 
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Charles E. Harris 111 '81 Kirkpatrick & Lockhart LLP 
Charles M. Tea I1 '92 Kirkpatrick & Lockhart LLP 
Lee N. Abrams '57 Mayer Brown & Platt 
J. Thomas Mullen '67 Mayer Brown & Platt 
Lydia R.B. Kelley '89 McDermott Will & Emery 
Michael I? Coakley '82 Miller Canfield Paddock and Stone 
Carl H. von Ende '68 Miller Canfield Paddock and Stone 
David R. Eberhart '92 O'Melveny & Myers LLP 
E Curt Kirschner Jr. '85 OWelveny & Myers LLP 
Richard A. Earle '68 P,atton Boggs L.L.P. 
Renee M. Schoenberg '76 Piper Marbury Rudnick & Wolfe 
David M. Armitage '76 Powell Goldstein Frazer & Murphy LLP 
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Stephen I? Lindsay '72 Ropes & Gray 
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Noah A. Finkel '94 Seyfarth & Shaw 
Bradford L. Livingston '79 Seyfarth & Shaw 
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John M. Forelle '70 Simpson Thacher & Bartlett 
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Eric A. Oesterle '73 Sonnenschein Nath & Rosenthal 
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James J. Rabaut '90 Warner Norcross & Judd L.L.P. 
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Karen M. Gaffke Asner '94 White & Case 
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(larr of 1961 
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Oarr of 1981 
20th Reunion 

llwr of lggi 
loth Reunion loth Reunion 
CO-CHAIRS 
Robert J. Borthwick 
Carla Fob Brigham 
Kevin T. corny 

CO-CHAIRS 
James N. Adler 
INine 0. Hockday Jr. 
Laurence M. Scoville Jr. 
William Y. Webb 

CO-CHAI RS 
Richard K Bums 
Donald E Tacker 

CO-CHAIRS 
Marianne Gacmm Dorado 
David Dm* Gregg 

FUNDRAISING 
60-CHAIRS 
Hiary C. 
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Julia Rankin Richardson 
Edwin D. Scott 
Donald Silverman 
Abnham Singer 
David M. spector 
David Stahl 

COMMITTEE MEMBERS 
Steven G. Adams 
Thomas B. Bourque 
Natllia Delgado 
Steven S. Diamond 
Karl R Fink 
David W t o n  
James S. HiIboldt Jr. 
Richard S. Hoffman 
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REUNION CLASS CAMPAIGNS 
Reunion Class Campaigns reflect gifts and pledges from July 1, 2000 through 
October 8, 2001. Reunion Class Campaigns encourage unrestricted support for 
students, faculty and programs by allocating gifts to the Law School Fund. 
Listed below are those graduates who 'have made $ts in their reunion year. 

$1-$999 PLANNED GlFlS $1 - $999 Oarr of i g j ~  Herbert M. Balin s. Noel Melvin Dtnnis J.Barron (Iaa of i$ijr: ', 

10th Rtunion Mark H. Bauer Rex Eames ,, William R Brashcar 
Richard V Baxter Harry pincus Jr. Hugh R. b u n  40th R~uiion 

FY01 Donors ..................... 81 
FYOl Dolbn ............ $53,334 
FYOl Participation .......... 42% 
Reunion Donon ................. 99 
Reunion Participattm ...... 51% 
Reunion Class Gift ..$331,492 

Richard A. Bell 
Robert L Borsos 
Robert E. Bright 
Ptentiss M. Brown Jr. 
W~Uiam L. Bush 
Kenneth H. Childs 
Jon Jitsuzo Chinen 
A. Nicholas DelPesco 

C W S  AGENT James W Draper 
Horace J. Rodgers Daniel Hany Dunbar 

David E. Dutcher 
$100,000 + Charles L Dutchess 
S. Noel Melvin Stanley D. Elkind 

$25,000 - $49,999 
Rex Eames 

$lO,OOO - $24,999 
Stuart E. Hertzberg 
Thomas H. McIntosh 

$5,000 - $9,999 
Walter L Dean 
Kenneth C. Hamister 
Richard S. Manr 
Carl J. Suedhoff Jr. 

$2,500 - $4,999 
Gordon W. Hueschen* 
Donald G. Leavitt 
Leighton S.C. Louis 
Albert J. Ortenzio 
Harry Pincus Jr. 

$1,000 - $2,499 
Chester J. Byms 
Jack H. Calechman 
John R Carpenter 
John L Denniston 
Robert K. Fukuda 
Thomas W. James 
Jean Engstrom Jones 
Robert T. Kendall Jr. 
Floyd H. Lawson Jr. 
Harry A. LeBien 
W~llimn W. M i p i  
Thomas J. OToole 
Shelton C. Penn 
William J. Rademacher 
Louis R Reif 
Thomas A. Reynolds Jr. 
Henry C. Ryder 
Theodore Sachs* 
Marlin Frank Scholl 
Larry H. Snyder 
Melvyn J. Staufler Jr. 
James E. Townsend 
Lloyd J. Tyler Jr. 
Jean E Wagner 
Andrew J. Warhola 
Harold T. Yamada 

 rank-~lkouri 
Edward Elukin 
Hugh A. Garnett 
John Joseph Gordon 
George M. Hartung Jr. 
Richard S. Hawkinson 
Richard W. Henes 
Richard L. Hershatter 
William C. Hiscock 
George H. Hopkins 
Russell Stover Jones 
Richard M. Kaplan 
Rodney C. h p f  
Irwin Lapping 
Joel Larus 
Frederick E. MacArthur 
Curtis L Mann 
Douglas L Mann 
Frederick D. McDonald 
John L. Naylor Jr. 
Patrick D. Neering 
John W. Peny 
Walter Potoroka 
George M. Reddin 
Joseph H. Redmon 
W11liam A. Reid 
Cleaveland J. Rice Jr. 
Robert L Richardson Jr. 
Horace J. Rodgers 
Sheldon W. Sandweis 
S. Samuel Sooville 
Forrest G. Shaw 
Robert H. Silk 
Robert 0. Sornson 
Stanley G. Stiansen 
Harold E. Stieg 
Rollyn L. Storey 
Hamey B. Stover Jr. 
J.C. William Tattersall 
Howard VanAntwerp I11 
Thomas C. Walsh 
Richard A. Wawn* 
Herbert M. Wolfson 
David F! Wood Jr. 

Harland M. Brltr 
Herbert R &own 
Robert A. B m  Jr. 
W h  Y. Chalfant 
Richard R Dailey 
George p deClaire 

FYOl Donors .................... ,459 
FYOl Dollars .......... $718,130 
FYOl Participation .......... 34% 
Reunion Donors .......... .. ..... 62 
Reunion Partici prtlon...... 36% 

Reunion Class Gift ..$222,524 

~ a l &  R. Denison 
Glenn S. Dennis 
Richard K. Efliott 
Donald R Ford 
Eugene H. Gilmartin 
Paul R Haerlc 
HazenV Hatch - 

CUSS AGENTS 
Jack G. Armsmng 
Raymond H. Dresser Jr. 

$100,000 + 
WlUiam J. Cowlin 
W~lliam R Jentes 

$25,000 - $49,999 
Raymond H. Dresser Jr. 

$5,000 - $9,999 
Jack G. Armstrong 
James S. Hilboldt 
Robert S. Mc Corrnick 

$2,500 - $4,999 
Irving Leon Halpern 
Richard M? Monison 
Donald W. Shaffer 
Norman A. Zilber 

$1,000 - $2,499 
Stephen C. Bransdorfer 
John C. Cary Jr. 
William E Crockett 
Neil Flanagin 
Edward A. @men 
John Andrew Kelly Jr. 
Roger H. Oetting 
Charles B. Renfrcw 
Edward L. Shank 

John D. Hegarty 
Gerald B. Helmsn 
Arthur E. Higgs 
John B. Huck 
Richard A. Jones: 
J. Nye King Jr. 
john e h g e r  ' 
Thomas A. Lariuoff 
Sherwin J. M a l b  
Oscar J. Miller 
James T. Neef Sr. 
Nathan K. Parker JL 
Cynthia Vary Peterson 
Harold H. Plasman 
Morton A. Polster 
Edward A. Quinnell 
Robert E. Robinpn 
Robert 0. Rmmhn 
Murray B. Schwaruberg 
Lawrence W. Sperling 
David W. Swanson 
Edwin S. Taylor 
Robert s. Thompson 
James A. limmer 
Dale VanW* 
Peter Vestevich 
Charles G. Williamson Jr. 
Murray Yolles 

PLANNED GIR 
William J. Cowlin 

CUSS AGENT 
Willsnm S. F m  Jr. 

$100,000+ 
James Adler 
Howard I. Green 

$50,000 - $99r999 
Stanley R. Zax 

$10,000 - $24,999 
Harold S. h n  
Irvine 0. Hockaday Jr. 
Gregor N. Neff 
Henry B. Pearsall 
James M. Tmpp 

$5,000 - $9,999 
James B. Blanchard 
James H. DeVries 
Louis Frey Jr. 
J. Bruce McCubbrey 
Michael B. McLeam 
Elliott C. Miller 
Richard W Odgers 
William Y. Webb 
Lloyd E. Williams Jr. 

$2,500 - $4,999 
Robert S. Bolton 
Arthur R Gaudi 
Daniel E. Lewis Jr. 
Georgc A. Mathewson 
Russell H. Rigs 

$1,000 - $2,499 
H. Gregory Austin 
Richard 0. Ballentine 
Phillip S. Brown 
Calvin A. Campbell Jr. 
Frederic K. Conover 
Robert J. Elcvcld 
Barry 1. Frederick 
Jack D. Hunter 
Richad L. Kay 
Richard M. teslie 
Robert L McLaughlin 
Robert A. Pfaff 
John Edward Porter 
Laurence M. Scoville Jr. 
Robec M. Steed 
Paul S. Te~~nes 



1 1 , .  BB18 
mbcrt&- 
Walm An. Andrrw Jr. 
lvfkhlldEBarZnr 
Bruce ~ l d c n  Bamhart 
Peter A. kcnard 
Junes H. B a o k  
Robert L Brooks 
Jmme E. Bums 
J. P u p  Blllt 
George D. Cameron 111 
John k Gochrane 
James R. Cripe ' 
David G. mm 
Fdmkk  S. Dean 
Raymond H. Drymabki 
John ~'ktter 
W h  S. Farr Jr. 
John k Fiske, 
Jaeleon L FFWt 
Srrrnford E. Gas 
Ltwis G. Gat& 
Wtlllpm J. Giovan 
AUan R Gitter 
S m  S. Gunckel 
Wul A. Hallkt 
Btmrrrd Heller 
H. Russel Holland 
Frederick R Hubbell 
Joseph J. H. Humphrey 
Michael Klynn 
Walter X Kron 
y l l i am A. KrupxMn 
Francis C. Marsano 
RiM E. McEachen 
Ian C. McLeod 
Cecil R. Mellin 
G.'G~gory Michael 
James N. Millhone 
Jemme D. Neihch 
Bruce N. Parsons 
Beverley J. Poolep 
Robert J. Reid 
Gerald I? Rasenbhtt 
Albm J. R W  
Tmothy E Scanlon 
James J. Schiller 
Donald A. Slichter 
KuUleth Sparks 
Charles H. Stark 
Edwin J. Sdem Jr. 
Norton L Stcuben 
John J. Smh Jr. 
Robert E. Thome 
Daniel E. Tohe  
Karl E Wettlaufer 
Stanley A. WilliPms 

.............. FYOl Donorr us.. 111 
n o 1  wm .... " .... $S5@,500 
m1 PuZlcipltion .......... 112 
Reunlan DM#n ............... 151 
Reunion PsltJELpltlan....-.B% 
Rwnlon Claw fMt..$206,469 

AGENT 
mOa E. &%legel 

Slm- 
Samuel Zdl 

$e,ooo = .Lwm 
~ L O l a o n  

- - 

$26,- - mm 
~ I c s E .  Pet- 

$10,b00 -$U,399 - 

AIM M. Butrbugh 
Michael L Cluter 
RPchmdC. S d  , 
Kenneth E Snyder 

--Esfhad J. Wibms Jr- 

S5Iooo $9,999 
Douglas M. CIIfn 
D i e  M. Magee 
J-= A. Magn 
Fred E. Wegel 

Sl,ow - 52IM9 
James H Complnion 
Geow A. Cooncy Jr. 
Dewty B. chwhrd 
RoamEEpstd&l 
Michael P, F~gen  
GilbUtVIndegh 
Stwm M. K h  
Tamcc R Murphy 
bbclt S. Paye 
Jam= G. Phinipp 
Tho- A. P b k h  
Jcffrry C. RubcnsEdn 
John M. WPlka Jr. 
Lmuel W. W i m  Jr. 
uFilll.m T. Wbod jr. 
Kenneth J. m g l a d  

$1 dm 
Srmley G. Andd 
wmm C. Aady$ou 
Jamfs G. h e  
W b m  G. Lnis 

Mlehad C. Bctlrs 
llabcrt5.BakrviEt 
stephanhEbdbSn 
-%t.w 
Nathrniel E i@d Jr. 
md G. BWSS JL 

EmilioJ.CadrrrPr 
JmD.  Cnri#m - 
RemitoLCIV 
Hnnry-m 
Jef i r ryM 
Gaorsic~Cogns 
W ' i U i a m M ~  
mi?$=M.-  
R M n l C o l I I l C ~  
MihndCDcvine 
FrrnkS.DidrasanW 
Robm A. DimliYlg 
WrniemE.- 
Dennis C. Dmry 
williamG.Earle 
E d w i n G . ~  
RobcrtJ. Epsacin 
ThamPsS. hnknd 
Eric J. Fauri 
John E. Ferris 
Gmld B. FPRcbt 
Sidney L Frmk 
Jahn R G.fflh 
Fnnces C. Galloway 
Thomas D. Geil 
Stephm A. Gaxge 
Robert E. Gilbert 
- k H .  Oiucttc 1 

Michael D. Godon 
Bruce M. Groom 
Himus. Growmml 
Stephen L Guman 
BaibprpE.Hmddlu 
~illiun s. HR- Ia 
J. T i  H d  
Robert E. Heller 
E. Franklin Hill Jr. 
\Ilfilli.m K. H o h  
Robert E. Hollweg 
Jay S. Hooker 
David WPmn Honin 
John C. I-Ia- 
Jcfhty W. Hutson 
Duane H. Ilvedson 
Jon C. Jacobson 
GeogeL Juikins 
David Ralph Johnson 

srtphm W. Jmcs 
T h o m P s L J ~  
J.-W 
Dcnnis5.Kaya 
Vmr E. D. King 
Bailey H. Ruklin 
RBruccLaidlnw 
Gcrafd L L;rwtls 
Edmudl?L#y 
S ~ L u b i n  
Robat E Ludgin 
John H. Maltill 
WilliunEM9a 
EWillinmMeCPrty 
WinhmA.lddhghy 
wuim 5. Mdlrrwen Jr. 
W L W - y  
Gaow D. MSingjr. 
MirhndEMuritt 
G e q e  8. Manison 
John R Ndon 
lcmnerha- 
XMa omm 
Spnfonl- 
BodS.PnPekin 
CropLRke 
John C. h w h c  
Samuel A. Puas 
Richad E. aPssel 
Jd E! Rmdb1uth 
Maurice E. sdloal- 
RabertG.SchuchaIdt 
Erik H. Serr 
Law~cntc J. Sherman 
Earl H. Staelin 
~udith'k Tdd.unun 
c l U d e s D . M r n  
Smaxt C Ungcr Jr. 
Lrwrrnce R. mT11 
JamesCWestin 
John B. Whinrry 
WilliunCWhitbeck 

$25poo-Srlhl.989 ' 
Heary E.- 
Paul E Sebvk  
David M. SePhl 

$lO,ow - w,= 
Paul AZasndcr 
HowmdLBoigpn 
James PFeeney 
J* N. Grabd 
Michael E. Hwtari 
Edwin D. Scott 
Georgetta Ann wolff 

$5,000 - el- 
Bauy D. Hovis 
W%yneC. Inman 
R o b  M. J10hnson 
hrIaryKPTI- 
JUlipaankinRichPFdson 
Donald E Tuckex 
W d  V Weigle Jr. 
stwenu woghin 

tz,wo - M.95e 
Michael J. GE3ltl-y 
John E, Jacob 
Brian J. Lake 
Muriel Irwin Nichols 
David M. Specfor 
Edward D. Sybema Jr. 
Joseph J. Z.dn0 Jr. 

Slim - Se,- 
AlanLAxelrod 
Dicbn  G. &own 
Jamg N. Doan 
Thomas 3. Do* 
Smart E. Grass 
Dawn Phillips Hertz 
Pear T. Ho5nan 



Gamtt B. Johnson 
Robert D. Kaplow 
John E. Klein 
Karen K. MacKay 
Robert E. McFarland 
Corey Y. S. Park 
W11liam J. Rainey 
Smling L Jr. 
Don A. Schiemann 
h e l l  M. Seybum 
Jefiiey H. Smith 
LPrry C. Wdey 

$1 - $999 
Lawrence M. Abramson 
John L Barkai 
Richard M. BPrmn 
Robert M. Becker 
Denis B. Binder 
Bruce D. Black 
Robert I. Blevens 
Peter W. Booth 
Robert J. Brrmer 
D a d  G. Brown 
Aaron H. Bulloff 
Arthur Read Cone III 
Jules 1. Crystal 
Wayne C. Dabb Jr. 
Anthony S. DeFrank 
Gayer G. Dominick 
Robert J. Dugan 
Frank D. Earnan 
Robert W. Edwards Jr. 
Fred Eleknt 
Meredith N. Endsley 
Michael B. Evanoff 
David E. Everson Jr. 
Donald C. Exelby 
Lawrence D. Fruchunan 
Donald S. Gardner 
Robert M. Gadt 
David J. Harwood 
Stuart M. b e 1  
W Thomas Jennings 
David C. Jensen 
Thomas R Johnson 
Frank M. Kaplan 
Chester E. Kasiborski Jr. 
Carter E. Keithley 
Peter A. Kelly 
David L. KhairaUah 
Stephen E Kil@ 
R. Joseph Kimble Jr. 
James M. Kraft 
Noel Anketell Kramer 

Karl E. Kraus 
Edward M. Kronk 
Robert C. taskowski 
Charles M. Lax 
Bruce J. Lazar 
Stephen R Leeds 
David E. LeFevre 
Bruce R LeMar 
Stwen H. Levinson 
David M. Mattingly 
David W. McKeague 
Gale T. Miller 
Michael A. Nims 
James A. O'Brien Jr. 
Sally Ganong Pope 
Herbert J. Ranta 
Wanda J. Reid 
Michael E Reuling 
Alan H. Richardson 
William H. Scharf 
John R Schoonmaker 
Ronald B. Schram 
Kurt G. Schreiber 
Peter Mag Schwolsky 
Howard A Serlin 
Donald H. Silverman 
William H. Starkweather 
R Gregory Stutz 
Ronald J. Styh 
Richard G. Swaney 
Gordon E. Swam 
Deanell R. Tacha 
Henry Weeks Tiimble 111 
James E. b d e  Bunte 
Gary L Walker 
Paul D. Waver 
R Bruce Whimey 
Steven H. W d e r  
Susan G. Wright 
Robert J. Zitta 

Fro1 DMlm ............,...... 110 
FYOl Dollars .......... $103,845 
FYOl Patticl@on .......... 29% 
Reunion Donors ............... 124 
Reunion Partlciprtion......Jle% 
Reunion Class Gift ..$132,4W 

CLASS AGENTS 
David M. Armitage 
Bertie N. Butts IIL' 

$50,000 - $99,999 
Yvonne S. Quinn 

$10,000 - $24,999 
EE. Bemett 
Bertie N. Butts 111 
Wllliam E O'Neill 

$5,000 - $9,999 
Dennis M. Haffey 
William C. Hanson 
Christine Weiner 
James Young 

$2,500 - $4,999 
Philip J. Collora 
Corinne Amy Goldstein 
Andrew Harold Marks 
Michael S. Olin 
Richard Postma 
Gillian Steinhauer 
Jerome R Watson 
David L. Wolfe 

$1,000 - $2,499 
Christine L Albxight 
David M. Annitage 
G a ~ y  E. Baker 
William K. Black 
Robin E. Neuman Caton 
Lynn I! Chard 
Maryjo Rose Cohen 
Richard Laurence Frank 
Valorie A. Gilfeather 
Constance D. Groh 
William A. Kindorf 111 
Joseph J. Kochanek 
Nancy Meier Lipper 
Marcia J. Nunn 
Michael S. PabW 
carol v Rogoff 
Nancy R Schauer 
Renee M. Schoenberg 
Thomas John Sharbaugh 
Lyman Franklii Spitzer 
Michael H. Woolever 

$1 - $999 
Charles Francis Adams 
Diane L AUwato 
Kenneth A. &perin 
Mark Thomps Arnold 

-Steven A. Bkke 
J . Ron Bourgeois 
William H. Bmoksl 
Denis P. Burke 
Jay E. Burrows 
Thomas A. ~ & h :  
KarrnH. Clark 
Barbara N. Coen 
Mattie I! Compton 
Gwy E. Davis 
David L Da-wson 
L v  E Ddtch 
Gregory E Dunsky 
Mary U. Eberle 
H. Richad Elmwit 
Richard L. Epling 
Donald William Fenis Jr. 
~ o & n  L. Fitch W _ 
Catherine M. Fleming 
Robert L Fox Jr. 

Harvey Fre- 
Lawrence J. Gagnon 
John B. Gaguint 
Robert Mark Gesalmns 
John t Gierak 
Henry t Gompf 
James Thomas GrPhvn 
Nancy N. Gmkin 
Paul R GriBn 
W a y  M. Grzecki 
Joyce Trimble Gwadz 
Gary L. Hahn 

_ Bruce Hanis M e t t  
Lawrence N. Halperin 
Barbata A. Harris 
WamHanison % 

Jon Eric Hayden 
David E Heroy 
Douglas W. Huffman 
Pamela 5. Hyde 
W a m  R J a m  
Thomas D. Johnston 
Gregg Herbert Jones 
Richard A. Kaminsky 
Joseph Samuel Kanfer 
Bany M. Kaplan 
R o k  I. Kligman 
Richard A. Kopek 
George A, Kresovich 

BamyZ.Lnndnu 
( Nelson 5. Lrovitt 

Christoph Hms Lruenbeqer 
Dpnald 0. LRwis 
Nichapl B. Lewis 

I Tho& W o e b w  Ltnn , 

J o n a h  D. Lowc 
- Mark' A ~ M  Luscombe 

John R Nusshuma 
John C. Oldenbua 
Jill Fcldrmsn Ohanger 
StcphcnG.Ph~ I 

, MichaJL Peror, 
Tbdd David Ptjtcrson , , 
Roger Alan Pet& 
Diana Vollanmnn Pmtt 

- Joseph h o n  Rimac 
John C. Rothhaar 
David M. Rubin 
Thomas ~ a t r i 4  k b  p, 
Franz !khdpr 
Lynn A. Schefsky 
C.E Scott Schofidd I 
Warren M. Schur 
Patrick E. Shipstead 
W~Uiam George Snead 

- John G. Sobetzer 
Robert B. Stevenson 
Kathryn G h n  Sussman 
Thomas D. Terpstra 
Timothy J. Tornga 
Dona A. Tmcey , 
Peter L. Trerise 
Howard C. Ulan 
Nicholas C, Unkwic 
~ h u r  M. Weisburd 
Robert J. Whirley 
R Thomas Workman 



CUSS AGENT ' 

mvjd D. Grcgg 

$lO,OOO 9 SW999 
Robin Lcaf Hmkon 
Richad S. Hoff in  
Deborah M. Levy 
Diana M. Lopo 
Gngg Francis \rignos 

$5,000 - 59,999 
J d  1. m t t  

Jelhy 5. Lchman 
Rudl 95. Uakow9ky 
wrDiamc.MaK0~1~ 

$e,soo. ~4,999 
Marianne Gaertner Dorado 
David D. 
Mark R. Lezotte 
Ann R Osterdak 
Michaelosmff 
Suellyn Scsrnecchia 

$1,WO - ssp99 
Thomas B. Bouque 
Wnuold W Bulger 11 
J O ~  n. 
Na- Ddgada 
Steven Samuel Diamond 
Mitchell Dunitz 
S q L  Gasner 
Jan& Kayc Hartwell 
James S. Hilboldt Jr. 
Jason S. Johnston 
Nathan E. Jones 
Randall R Kaplan 
Florence R Keenan 
Patricia A. Kenney 
Alexander E MacKinnon 
Richard Wayne Maki 
Kathy E. Manning 
Daniel Joseph McCarthy 
B a b  Ruth Mpdelson 
Julia Caroff Pidgeon 
J. Gregory Richads 
Karen K. Shinew 
Alyssa Janine Taubman 

$1 - me me L ~ i e b r , ~ s  

Iawrmcc w. AM Dasr&E!OIclwray 
J . k A b n u n s  Suerrn MQCrc Pavlfra 
S ~ C R  G. Adame Alan 6. Prmbmon 
Kevin D. Adawn Vito C. Paaim 
B~UW C. Arnald C-KN. W 
Aqmvamum- hdarim w. Pollick 
Duvid George Bmucheunp Michael D. J&dn@n 
chrwpher B. gcsuCaft -- 
l k r s e k ~ ~ t  Esnrst M. Mhlcs 
Andm &gg;s LindpA.RorhnngJ. 
Steven D. Brown -Ww ' '. 

Paul Bradford h r k e  WininmWScajbwgh 
Benjamin Calkins Lawrrner~h- 
Meg Hackett Carria G l e ~  Andmv si~nnm 
Kilren L Chadwick I a i n u m M . m  
Rudolph B. Chavez ElaincDuggerShaw 
Robert R Cawell Peter 61 Silwman 
Bernhnrrl Rudolf Cron llichnrdVSinglctog 
Kenneth Glenn Dau- J a b  M. Sloss 

Schmidt MarsenaESolmsm 
W m  James DeBauche D e b  Marlart SEssson 
David L. DeBruin Jdlky S. Strin 
Charles M m y  Denton StelanDadlStein 
Bonnie Lynn Dixon Soou Charles Stnttad 
Sharon W1& Dornfeld Leslit chamttm Smhm 
John M. Dorsey 111 Bruce A. ' I i m p b n  
WlUiarn R. Dread Annc V d e W d e  Tuuk 
A l ~ ~  M. Dye Janet Spspn V i d k e u  
JobinWilsonFinper - _  RobmCraigh* 
Karl R Fink Kenneth Wkyne Vest 
Kathryn Hamilton Fink Anita Louise WaUgm 
Mark E Foley Jonathnn T. Wton Jr. 
Claude G. B. Fontheim ' ' Linda S. W&m 
Ja* Formu Christopher M. Wells 
Roben W. Fulton Nancy WiUiams 
S i p  Sandra Gates Cynthia E Wisnn 
Wamn Goldenbag Deborah K. Wood- 
Armshi Gondo Richard Inuis d 
John C. Grabow W h M a r k W i r d e l d  
Andrew E. Grigsby Jr. Stephen A. Yokich 
Bruce W. Haffey Steven N. Zaris 
R Lee Hagelshaw Elizabeth Anne Zatina 
Charles E. Hanis 111 
Howad Neil Henick 
Scott W. Howe 
Richad David Kom 
Michael J. Kump 
James David Kurek 
Jon R. Lauer 
L David Lawson 
Hal Andrew Levinson 
John M. L i m ' i  
David Allen Lipkin 
Stuart D. Logan 
Thomas E. Maier 
Stewart L Mandell 
David Richard McFarlin 
Michael E. Meier 
Kenneth C. Mennemder 
James A. Morgulec 
MnruyaMdIni  

$ l p w - W  
M&H. candy 
KerryA.Gaivin 
Audreg L Gayaor 
w e  A. Hudson 

D- J- 
David M. M€t& 

M. Muelk 
Dank! A, O1FPllon 
&madetnc-t 
l4hgantK.Sdf  
David 8. S i d e  
Milton L Willisms 

1 

$1-Ssss 
Gary M. 
bbfXtC.Aarow 
John I! Barker Jr. 
strphcnE*ess 
Thomas &m 
Ronald S. Reman 
Eric D. B r a n d f o h e r  
Atthw D. &mnnn 
UichpdN.Balrat 
maick C. Cauley 
Timothy J. Chomt 
R o b a  M. Cohen 
Mamen M. Crough 
S a m  Anne Davis 
Karin S. Day 
DPna D. Dame 
Mary R DeYoung 
Richard N. Drake 

Patricia L Fries 
m18. Gaabro 
AIidmwavl.Gudin 

LJoscph- 
CkEbrd A. Godioer 
WobartHHahex 
G M k H a g e  
John G. Hale 
Eric C. Hard 
J o b  J. Xiem 
DonddJ. Hu- 
Robeats E. In& 
c 3 t w n e w -  
Mary E. Ztin#ors 
?&&ad L J o b  
HnrlPnD.Kahn 
Lawmeocc I. Eem 
UenarynA.-es 
bwrence J. Kaopf 
SU!V~IYKT~USS 
Peter c. Krupp 
Ramona C. Idcore 
Wanen C. Lasld 
Karen K. Legault 
GreggE L o m W  
Earl Lui 
~ 5 . ~ ~  
Lids 5. E Marshall 
Melody L McCoy 
Ralph R McKee 
David J. Mcdow 
w.ToddMiDer 
Thomas R Monis 
ScouEdwardMunzel 
James J. Narens 
Paul C Nightingale 
Carole L Nuechterkin 
Mark 5. Nussbaum 
Nat L Pernick 
Lawtll G. Peterson 
KevinXRecchis 
~ h c r L R i r i k  
Laura L Romeo 
Nancy G. Rubin 
Devin S. Schindler 
Geuit Sehohe 
Robin L Sbnffm 
E d d  H. 
Robert R Shuman 
Lori A. Silsbury 
John E Simonis 
Td-Lynne Baird Smiles 
Bradley M. '1910mpsm 
Susan L Vogrl-Vanderson 
R J c & v W  
Kprl T. wibns 
Bmce A. Wobeck 



FYOl Donors ..................... 65 
FYOl Dollars ............ $19,062 
FYOl Participation .......... 15% 
Reunion Donors ................. 74 
Reunion Participation ...... l79b 
Reunion Class Gii....$60,415 

cuss AGENT 

Barbara L McQuade 

Ss,ooO - $9,999 

Kevin T. Conroy 
Sheila M. Conroy 
Clinton H. Elliott 
Stewn M. Farina 
Albert L Vieeland I? 

$2,500 - $51000 

RokrtJ. Bonhwick 
Carla Folz Brigham 
J o h  V Brigham 
David K. Callahan 
Michael E Colosi 
Angel L Reycs III 
Holly Bowen !khanoff 
Adam C. S l m e  

$1,000 - $2,499 

Camille M. Arnold 
Michael R Carithers 
Mark A Gottlieb 
Steven W. Kasten 
Kelly A. Kenney 
Paul R w e e  
Smh R Magufiee 
Ann I. Manell 
Robert R Oudette 
Dehai Tao 
Jennifer h e  Taylor 
Robert E Ware 

$500 - $999 

Richard A. Brandon 
Michael Canam 
Aaron H. Caplan 
Dong S. Choi 
Brian Fenimore 
Laurr J. Hines 
Pnananatha Jha 
Mark G. Johnston 
Helen Nicole Kaminski 
Margo s. Kidmer 
Anna Lueje, 
Jill D. Neiman 
Eric D. Pearson 
Michael Pfau 
Thomas R Stevick 
Samuel C. Wwtzkey 
F d  H. Wb 

HONOR 

$1 - 5499 

Danetta L EeanshPw 
Jean T. Brrnnan 
Joan Kooism Brush 
wllism R Burford 
Charlotte T- Byus 
James M. CPrlson , 

Ellen M. Chapelk I 
CPryCol&== 
Andrew M. Cohen 
Jane Gorhsm Ditelbezg 
Joshua L Didberg 
Diane Lamon Domy 
Iuliet A. Drake 
Kenneth B, Ewing 
Florian Faust 
Anthony J. Feldstein 
Steven C. Florsheim 
ITene C. Freidel 
Robert J. G i m n  
Steven E Ginsberg 
Bridget T. Gonder 
Todd w. G m t  
Matthew R Harris 
Kevin Michael Hinman 
Susan Hamnus Hlstr 
Kathleen E. Horohoe 
Kim Ruedi Howlett 
Jane B. Keough 
, Amy E. Kogloff 
Jelhey N. t i n d m  
Martin D. Lin 
Ellen L Marks 
Christopher D. M c C l q  
Philip S. McCune 
Barbara L McQuude 
David A. Moran 
John A. Mueller 
Barbara R Newt11 
Haruko Ozeki 
Christine A. Pagac 
Shawn D. Parrish 
Carl R Pebworth 
Jeffery J. Qdkinbush 
Stefanie L. Raker 
Lpralyn M. Sasaki 
Stephen L Scharf 
Jordan R Schau 
Jacquehe R Shapo 
Patrick E Solon 
John M. Sommerdyke 
Wayne L Tang 
David M. Thimmig 
W h  G. ~ h k o B  
Ernest W. Torain Jr. 
Susan G. Wibker 
Susan L Williams 

brr of 1996 
j t h Reunion 
FY 01 Dam .................... 64 
FYOl Dolkn .............. $8,983 
FYOl RrUtlciprHon .......... 14% 
Reunion Donors ................. 28 
Reunion Rttklp#tion ........ 6% 
Reunion Class ~it&....$ld,U42 

aM5 AGENJ 
(3101 E. D i n  

$1,000 - $2,499 
Nathaniel Cade Jr. + 

I 
Carol E. Dixon 
Drew N. Grabel + 
Eric R Phillips + 
Miranda C. Nye + 

$500 - $899 
Carol]. h t a +  
Susan M w  Caperton + 
Victoria A. Dukatz 
Benjamin E Johnson 1V 
Jennifer White Johnson + 

$1 - $499 
David J. Armyo 
m c e  2. B. Arroyo 
Heidi M. Betz + 
Louise S. Brock 
U i s e M . B d  + 
David B. Cade + 
Richard Earle Charlton IB + 
Elizabeth E. Cibula , 
Marla D. Clark 
Douglas K. Clarke 
Mia E Cohen 

Maria Cornninou 
Daniel P. Dain 
Lise R D'Avolio 
Edward A. Deibert 
M. David hbbh4 
IllmE.Easter + 
Carrie J. Fletcher 
Stephante J. Gold 
Axel Halfmelcr + 
Deboruh L'Hamilton 
KrlstinAnnHermann 
Paul J. Huff 
Matthew B. Kall + 
Naomi E Knu 
Patrick S. Kim + 
Tamas I. Komcs 
Charles 4 Kraw 
Stephen dl. Kuperbexg 
Dina J. Leshetz Balrsr 
Anna C.'sLinmIn Spradlin 
Timothy R Mrrcdonald 
Anne RK. MacIver 
Qtherine E Maxson 
Bradley Scott Mill=- 
John A.'Mihpaugh + 
Jong-Koo Park 
Lauren B. Raphael 
b u m  A'Rqan - 
Travis ~~n + - 
Lucy M.'Srydu 
Jlsmes E-Southwbd 
John I! S m e y  + 
Lisa Stevenson + 
Maween E. Swecney + 
Trent J. Taylor + 
Jessica pll 
Cedle m l m y e  
David.L T m t a d  + - 

Angela M. Ulum 
Adale M. Walters 
Douglas L Wathen 
~ o n a l d  w ' 

H.R. 10 





1941 
Donors ........................ 26 
Dollars .............. $22 1 ,a0 
Participation ............ 30% 
THOMAS M. COOLEY CABINET 
Harold Rosenn 

PAUL G. KAUPER CABlNET 
Maurice C. Gmenhum 

PAKfNERS M LEADERSHIP 

JerrvP.Belknap 
Kenneth A. Cox - 
JohnW.Cummiskey 1 

A h d  B. Eddy* 
John Feikens 
Edward I? Frohlich 
Alfred 1. Rothman* 

PARTICIPATING DONORS 

Olin L Browdq 
Walter B. Connolly 
Paul Walton Fager 
Roben V Hackett 
William E Hood 
Keith B. Hook 
JamiUe G. Jamra 
Eugene T. Kinder 
Robert E Kneeland 
Dennis John Lindsay 
Robert G. Miller 
Philip R Monahan 
Sheldon Silverrnan 
Robert 0. Smith Jr. 
Alfred M. Swiren 
James 1. Wams 
WlUiam 1. Yorks 

1942 
Donors ........................ 21 
Dollars .............. $16,950 
Participation ............ 30% 
PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET 
Jack H. Shuler 

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP 
Brooks Crabme 
Samuel Langerman 
Eric Stein 

PARTICIPATING DONORS 
Horace W. A d a m  
Dean G. Beier 
Ralph S. Boggs 
Ila W. Butala 
Donald S. Carmichael 
Howard A. Crawford 
David Davidoff 
Sanders A. Goodstein 
John E Hall 
Arthur M. Hoffeins 
Richard C. Killin 
Benjamin D. Lewis 
George W Loomis 
Robert B. Manley 
Wendell A. Miles 
Charles J. O'Laughlin 
Frederick M. Stults Jr. 

1943 - 
.......................... Donan 5 

Dollars ................ $14,729 
Partioipation ............ 20% 
UASSAGENT * 
Richard Katchu 
PAUL G. KAUPER &BINET 

Richard Katcher 

PAgTNERSMLEADEIESHIP 
William E Aigler . 

PARTICIPATING DONORS 

John R Chapin 
Kenn* B. Johnson 
Rodman N. Myers 

1944 
Donors .......................... 3 
Dollars .................. $6,175 
Participation ............ 23% 
C U S S  AGENT 
Benjamin~. Quigg Jr. 

UYlJN K. JAMES CABINET 
Benjamin M. Quigg Jr. 

PARTICIPAnNG DONORS 
Theodore Markwood 
Luis M. Ramirez-Boetmer 

1945 1 

Donors .......................... 4 
Dollars ................, $2,026 
Participation ............. 57% 
CLASS AGENT 
Willliam M. Houston* 

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP 
William M. Houston* 

PARTICIPATING DONORS 
Philip E Hanna 
Margaret G. Schaeffer 
Egberto L Tkixeira 

Donors ........................ 15 
Dollars .................. $4,670 
Participation ............ 39% 
CLASS AGENT 
Edward S. Noble 

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP 
Samuel D. Estep 

PARTICIPAIING DONORS 
William 1. Atkinson 
John Steuer Dobson 
James Edward Dunlap 
Quentin A. Ewert 
Robert E. Henderson 
Richard Kane 
Neil McKay 
Allan C. Miller 
Edward S. Noble 
John W. Potter 
George W. Roush 
Rosemary Scott 
Milton D. Solomon 
George R. Thornton 

- 

+- 
\ 

1 1947 
Donors ........................ 24 
Dollars .................. $7,4130 
ParHcipatian ............ 3096 
PARTNERS IN LEADERSHP - 

Richad H. Gurhrie 
Jack T. Redwine 

PARTICIPATING DONORS 
WilliPm M. Bemey Jlj 
Chrence A. ~ r h m e r  ~ r .  
~abrge  Brody 

p o e  S. &kho~r 
frhomas L Mrymple 
Thamas E Bugherty 
A. Ney Qdred 
William B. Elmer 
James W. Grace 
Howard A. Jacobs 

\ 
Stanley I. Kaplan 
Stephen W. Karr 
Comelia G. Kennedy 
R d  K. Kono 
Charles L. Ltvin 
Kermeth H. Liles 
James D, Maddox 
Richad W. Smith 
Hird Stryker Jr. 
Edward R Tdey 
Roy M. Tolleson Jr. 
George B. Woodman 

Donors ........................ 71 
Dollars ................ $36,610 
Participation ............ 36% 
UASS AGENT 
M o p  L Fitch Jr. , ' 
PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET 
William J. H a W y  Jr. 

U Y U N  K. JAM& CABINET 
Morgan L Fitch Jr. 

W I W  W. BISHOP JR CIRCLE 

Joseph W. Morris 

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP 
M d  N. Johnson 
Roy Franklin Pro5tt 
John H. Widd~wson 

PARTlCIPATING DONORS 
Charles T. Alfano 
Andrew E. Anderson 
Russell W B&er 
John S. Ballard 
Jerold Jay Benavie 
Charles B. Blackmar 
C o d  A. Bradshaw 
Kenneth A. Brighton 
John E Buchman 111 
Edward D. Buckley 
Warren E. Carbary 
Frederick R Carson 
David R. Chenoweth 
John E. Darnon 
Robert B. Duncan 
RichaldL. Wrhart 
Frank Elkouri 
Irving L. Fink 

W W R e d q  
WlIiam R Fony 
ThcodorrJ. FMzer ' 
Walter B Fnihofer 
Edward A. Glsd 
William M. Cocbel 
J q h  B. Gr@Iry 
John E Grosholl 
Fred W. Hall Jr. , 

Chk Hcggaess 
Douglas WSJtllman 
Vincent C. Immel 
Milton Louis Jacobson 
Thomas V Jardine 
Philip S. Kappes 
L a m c e  B. Lindemer 
Thorn85 E toughlin 
~ d ~ a y s  , - 

MaryLWMcKenny 
James K M f q o r i  
Richard H. Morris 
John R Newlin 
Keith K. Nicok , 
Thomas E. ~ o r ~ e l l  
Lester E Page 
Alan D. Pauw 
Claude M. Pearson 
George H. Plaut - 
John Weed Powers- 
Theodore c. Rahlelkamp 
Hany D. ~eber)r. 
L a y  H. Redfern 
John A. Rickmon 
F d  H. Roberts 
Richad E. R o b i i n  
Gharles R Ross 
Harold E. Rude1 
DorothyA. Smris - 
F d  C. shale 
Paul Sislin 
Irving M. Stahl 
John Z. U~ 
uriUiam E Welch 
Thomas J. Wheatley 
James M. Winning 
Winston W Wolvingtun 
Wdiam H. Wood Jr, 

1949 
Donors ........................ 73  

.............. Dollars $183,517 
Participation ............ 35% 
CLASS AGENT , 

Robert A. Fisher 

THOMAS M. COOLEY CABINET 
Avem L. Cohn 

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET 
Albert B. Perlin Jr. 

LAYLIN K. J A V F  CABINET 
Thomas C. Cochran Jr. 
Donald E. Nordlund 

WILUAM M! BISHOP JR. CIRCLE 
Lloyd Guy Hammel Jr. 
Ralph J. Isaclrsan 
Morris Milmrt 

w M - -  - 
Beryl A. Wndod 
JncliM.Bawfe . # '  

MIrdnRElmwntngdlr 
I Den& A. D a d  Jr. 
JO$A&~GUML : 
Stnnley E Johnson J s  
J&USDR L Jordan 
LBatcsLea ? 

John E. Leggat 
W h M c K a y  ' 

W W m  It. hhcTpggpn 
wtlliam J. Sduenk 
Asher N. Tilcbin , 

William & Woodsan( ) 
G~ogeMcyer Wtzer 

PAKRCIPARNG DONORS 
- James M. h t t  HI 

Allan D. Beluendt 
William H Braun Jt 
M n & u  
W Park Catchpole 
Andrew C. Cecere 
Kent Chandler Jr. ' 
NichoIasE c6aPekis 
Charles A. Chapin 1 
Margamt Cook 
We- Cook 
Philip C. Dickinson 
Albert R Dilley 
Theodore E! Duning 
John Carlton Elam 
R. Stan Emerick 
-Rabert A. Fisher 
Hilliard J. Fjord 

I Joe C. Foster Jr. 
James R. Fredrickson 
Bernard Guldstone 
Herman Gordon 
Rockwell T. G e t  Jr. 
Julian E. Hughes - 
Keiichiro Imai 
Reginald S. Johnson 
James E Judge 
Robert J. King 
Walter 0. Koch 
James K, Mortimer 
Myron J. Nadler 
Robert E. Nichols 
William J. Pieme 
John H. Putt Jr. 
Elmer L. R. Radh 

' David D. Ring 
James V: Rutledge 
John S~&lock 
Palmer C. Singleton Jr. 
W~lliam W. Slocum Jr, 
William E Snyder 
Don V Souter 
Edward L. Sprague 
George C. Steeh 
Henry Arthur Supple 
Sydney Allen ThoIM52 
Edgar A. Turpin Jr. 
Richard K Wellman 
Reamer W. Wigle 
Robert B. Wilcox 
David Young 

This Honor Roll reflects gifts ~ccivad l July 1,2000 to June 30.2001. 
. . 
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lwErB23- 
UYLWlbJMdESCkllINPf 
G d & & h t  
kbdKm- 
wIl.LNM W BlSHOPJE CIRCLE 
Tboma6J.D-lly , 
Ra)aH. Fxkk 
ChrrhHpnssn 
Jsrclcd C. M d y  
mEBS IN WIsSHP 
Tom112y E Angela 
~ n E l A s % r d  
Paul W Gwk 
J " " T ' F  
RobertJ.DPnhof 
Stuart J. I)13nn@s Jr. 
*nJ, Eggcl 
b i f  Finch 
PmrdLbmlric 
Herbert E Hoxie 
Warn R b w u y  
James %I McCrny 
w a h m M . P u k  
ABronR'RDss 
m1 &y 13ass 
Rohaw.Shadd 
Itabrrt w. Sharp 
Roben D. Win- 

PArnC1PATtNG DONORS 
B m m  C. Agsrs" 
Dohld M AKdn 
David E Babsofi Jr. 
*bU. J&yw 
Go* B. Boozer 
Lawrence A. Bnmm 
HN;~. QRY 
Zolman CavircB 
Jam= R Chmhtll 
Chaalas W. Davfdson 
Donald D. Davis 
Hemy B. Dmds Jr. 
Chafles E. Day Jr. 
Howard E DcYbung 
Roba Dilts 
James B. Falahee Sr. 
Fred wutlrtns KNnan 
Sydhey S. Frlcdman 
Richard Gordon 
Joan 61 Coslow 
Albuz J. Gldhlius 
Robm I? GrBin 
R i d m i  B. Gushee 
Robe W, Hcss 
Harold Hoag 
ChnrIw Mu I w  
Wtllvam l? Jmninpp 
John M> Jbacs 
Jmmc K'aplan 
John Scott Ktllogg 

- - 

Joseph M. * 
lauulle w. lAlmmJr, 
F n s d a l c l r M . m  
JohnELagae 
H o w R l d A . m  
~ C ~ U S  
Ad&A.t+&smqa 
MIYE b4cswi 
~ L W b h  
3 h ~ ~ a r d b c s g '  
J. mvid OW- 
William w Page 
Donaldp.artason 
Vanon R Pcawon 
Cchria A. Petwon Jr. 
Sidney E Pollldt - 
E h u d  W. IkkigJr. 
WmmRoas 
J~mesFSchmmr 
Everett M. scmnton 
ILKcndnll!aIed 
Morris Seiki Skimato 

W W l m E ~  
K e n a c t h F ? S ~  
A s h  c. 
David L 'I:* 
Th*E.rlroff 
*L- 
J . & r a M ~  
mle E w i  
Philfp wtt- 
Hmry W. C. Wow 
Jsmes R. Zu- 

19Y 
Donom .... ,, ............... ,447 
Dollmn ......... , ..... 678.m 
Partrcipaion ........... A1 % 

CUSS AGENT 
Kichner Johnson 

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET 
Dudley- J. GodERy Jr. 
LaumGc L s p b s  
W Bruce I ' h o ~ a s  

UYLIN K JAMES CABWET 
Eanard Pctric 
Norman M. Spindtlmsn 

PA#I1UERS Dl LUDEBSHIP 
R i c h n ~ d J . ~  
Gardon I. Gidfberg 
Rodney C. Limm _ 
Joseph S. Rahmda 
Ceo* A. h ' e e s  

Robert Patrick Ticman 
maid J. 'R5h 

David E Ulma 
Joseph K. wee 
uoyd A. vmght* 

PAllXtClPATINE UQNORS 
Thomas D. Allen 
WllMi i  K WOM 
Bumn L Amdl 
Geoqe R. Arfyoshi 
Ruymwd I? Amold 
w f l h  H. gales Jr. 
J e  t. ,, 
Thomils w. ad& 

w w -  
FEllt&Evrc- 
Willard L Bayd Ja 
~B~ 
WilbnM. h t a k  Jr. 
JolanJ. Ulohna 
T h o a r r s C ~  
JonJtppuzm hiara. 
w s n i a m I I , w  
Hugh A. Ca~k JL 
~ a n u ~ z  
J Q ~  J* D e  
Eugene V: 130- 
Roba G. Eidsun 
chases E. Gilason J k  
Kmncth B. G h J r .  I 

LorbH. Gmdf  

-YE. mP 
D o d L H u s h  
CarlLHorn 
Bristol E. Hunta 
Jamcs I. H u s m  
LudllcL tEusr5ni 
Kiehncr Johnson 
h m m x  H. Johmmt~ 
Jnms A. Kmfnll 
Frrderids. R Keydel 
Peta C. Kommas 

. John H. Ibunlrle Jr. 
Patrick J. Ldwi&g 
Cornelius E. Lnmbprdi Jr. 
John M. Longway 
Barbara B. M n M e  
WlllinmJ. t v h m z x  
Sam E Massie Jr. 
J e R M -  
John E. McDowefl 
Edmund David McEachm 
Robert D. McFee -, 

Richad I! McManw 
Wilip G. Memgs 
John R MiILSgsn 
sol Mix 
Martin c o e t w  
warml K. omstein 
Burton P e r h  
Romud M. Pay 
George R UQ 
David w. Rowllnson 
John R Ryan 
William M. Saxfan 
Clark A. s h a h a n  
Sonia Z. Shaw 
Kenneth 0. Shlwdy 
RalphSosin . 
Nuhar Thskqiinn 
Danald JPrncs V c l h  
Richard J. Wlllsh 
James L. WeHmch 
Hardin A. Whitney Jr. 
EScmtWlllrins 
Robut E Williams 
James B. Wilson 
buis E. WdXl 

I ! m  
Anom ... "-.."..."...-..77 
Oollen ....." -,.34!JIt#H 
bbt@idp,dun ,,,.,..36% 

PNLt. KA3.llm CABMET' 

lwahrLKDav~~* 
lAWNKJAMESCABINIX 
Riehnaf D. Wohr 
WILllkM w BlSHOPJn CIRCLE 
E. Jamcs Gamble 
Robat A. J o b t o n  
Dam E. Richardson 

PAItMEBS IN LEAD- 
John B. B d  
Gnnh E. G a t h  
John B. Houck 
Richmi I! Matsch 
Duane Morris 
HabatLShermnn 
John S. SlaMns 

PNtl'LUPNlNG DONORS 
WPlliamlkrnAhonen 
Him D. Anderson Jr. 
WiUiamABabJr. 
Will J. 
WihnABeciGctt 
MartinLBeyle 
W k R B m i i m ~  
James W. Callison 
J-LCanley 
-J-Co* 
Jahn E. D d m  
RogerEDwis 
RObertB-Dixon 
Richad M. Donaldson 
James Donnvan UI 
Stanley M. F i e r  
EUis B. Fmrman Jr. 
J~mcs L Gault 
Eliot S. G&er 
Geoxge R &ass 
Mark W. Grifh 
Ralph B, Guy Jr. 
Robert 0. Hwlllton 
Joseph I" Hardig Jr. 
John Gordon Haywad 
J. Kirby Hmdee 
Frank W. Hoak 
Clarence Lee Hudson 
Bemad Hulkower 
John W. Hupp 
Marvin K. Jacobs 
Don 1. Johnson 
Ernest E. Johnson 
Frederick D. Johnson 
William A. Joselyn Sr. 
Alan R. #idston 
Joseph M. Kortenhof 
Masnnori Kushi 
Herbert M. Leiman 
Dwaine V Lighthammer 
Wfiiam T. Means 
HerbertL Meschke 
R. Wyatt Mick Jr. 
Donald J. Miller 
George D. Miller Jr. 
Gene E. Overbeck 

nlQm~bAhch 
CWodLSudler 
J a h  Scurlock 
Codon HPrsy Smith Jr. 
Philip S. S d  
Richad c *voe 
KenuEth G. SiIevenB 
Edg~r A Stmuse 
Harvey M S a e i c h  
Rudolph Tanasijevich 
James s. Taylor 
John -bell Tlyr;  
James m u q r  Tim& 
IZidiud M. neck10 
Robert T. W d  
Fmklin 5. Wallace 
Chnrles M? Wwler Jr. 
William L ww 
John L. Wolfe 

wl 
Danors ........................ 73 
Dollars ......,........ $%2K823 ........... PlwtSeipatinn 3996 

CWS AGENT 
Lawrence L Bullen 

L HAKT WRIGHT CABINET 
Myron M. Sheinfeld 
PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET 
Robert B. Aikens 

LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET 

Donn B. Miller 

WILLIAM W. BISHOP JR CIRCLE 
Paul B. Campbell 
Ray B. Marglous 
Joseph VanBdCirk 

P- IN LEADERSHIP 
K d  E. Braunschneider 
hwrence L. Bullen 
Raymand M. Champion Jr. 
J e n y k r n e y  
Carl A. Haselwander 
Rabert J. Kilgore 
Theodore J. St Antoine 
Malcolm J. Sutherland 
Donald M. Wanson  Jr. 

PAKnClPAnNG DONORS 
George B. Benidge 
W. Scott Bonds 
Stephen A. Bromberg 
Sheridan J. Eluckley 
Larry J. Burke 
Charles H. Clemimhaw 
Milo G. Coerper 
H o d  Allan Cole 
Granger Cook Jr. 
Rodelick K. 1)llane 
Julius Denenberg 
Robert B. Domhafk~ 
David D. Dowd Jr. 
Clyne W. Durst Jr. 
Richard A. En- 
John s. Fallon 
John W. Fitzgdd 
James T. F m t  
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Jack FmukHn W e r  Sr. 
Roger K. Garfink 
Herbert A. Goldsmith Jr. 
NormnnN. Gottlieb - 
Hugh G. Harness 
Ralph Eugene Hayes 
James k webrand  
James Louis Howlett 
Alan Rewe Hunt 
W h  G. Hyland 
R Perry lnnes 
Edward J. Kahn 
Constantine D. Kasson ; 
Lawrence A. King 
Warren E Krapohl 
Leonard Kravets 
John H. Leddy 
Alvin F! Lipnik 
Patrick H. McCauley 
Madyn T. Parker 
Raymond J. Payne 
Robert M. Radna 
Justin T. Rogers Jr. 
Walter J. Roper - 
Iiardld A. Ruemenap 
Al1'in L. Scafuri 
John E Shantz 
Joseph J. Sieone 
Abraham Y. T. Siu 
Jerome V Sluggett fl 

Henry Robert Smitter 
Bradford Stone 
Wdliam K. Van't Hof 
W h  H. Vobach 
Stanley R Weinberger 
F d  M. Wheeler 
David F! Wood 
Marvin Oscar Young 
Richard W. Young 
Allen Zemmol 

1955 
Donors ........................ 64 

................ Dollars $72,008 ............ Participation 39% 

L HART WRIGHT CABINET 
Robert B. Fiske Jr. 

LAYLlN K JAMES CABINET 
David R Macdonald 
Robert G. Schuur 

WILLIAM W BISHOP JR. CIRCLE 
Robert E.  bake^ 
Lawrence I. Brown 
Charles H. Cory 11 
Carl R Gaylord 
Joseph W. Morris 
John R Worthington 

PARMERS IN LMDER9HlP 
Richard M. Adams 
James W Beatty 
Ivan M. Forbes 
Hugh J. Haferkamp 
Sanford B. Hertz 
Raymond E. Knap 
Robert S. Niclwloff 
Douglas E. Peck 
Morton Meyer Scult 
William A. Swainson 

PAR1IICIF'ATING DONORS 
Michael J. Baughman 
John W. Bauknecht - 

Earl E. Bonadaile 
Norman I. Brock 
JamesBulkley ' 
w* M cf3viStol.l 
William G. ~ 1 0 0 4  ~ r .  
John I? Daley 
Ronald V DeBona 
John E Dodge Jr. 
Robert I. D o n n h  
James W. Dorr 
John G. Fletcher 
GeorgE'S. Flint 
Robert S. Frey 
Jack E. Gallon 
Donald W G~et tner  
9bert Findley Guthrie 
Harvey A. Howad 
BemaIdA. Kannen 
Alan 2. Lefkowitz 
Robert H. levan 
Mark R Lidschin 
Fred Mallender 11 
Joseph E Maycock Jr. 
William M. Moldoff 
W h  G. Myers 
Roger I! Noorthoek 
Ann Cooper Penning 

PARnClIATING DONORS 
Lee N. Abmms 
Jemcs B. Becketc 
G q e X  Bennett 
Jacob &msrein 
E Douglps B f d d  
Hugo E. Eraun JT. 
James Clnude Bray 
David E BIB& 
John K. cmmn 
David E Cuga 
Sh? H. Conc 
Kenneth 8. Cutler 
bduard E. Dn/ 
Donald J. Dewung 
Martin M y h  Doctoroff . 
Lee B. D u r h a ~ ~ ~  Jr. 
Rodger T. Edem 
S. Jonathan Ememon 
Ralph H. Erickson 
Thomas S. E r i h n  
John H. Fildew 
Philip A. Fleming 
Stephen G. Fuerfh 
Thomas L Gadoh 
Eliot 5. Gerber 
Whimore GTay 
Francis R Grebe 
Allan W. G m m a n  
Edward C. Hanpeter 

0. Keith Petersen ' Mary A. Harmng 
John R Peterson Charles L Johnaon 
James M. Potter Michael E Kelly 
William L. Randall Phillip L Kennedy 
Ricbard 5. RatdB James J. Kikdonl~ 
Frazier Reams Jr. Ross A. Kipk 
Anthony E Ringold 
Sidney B. Schneider , 

Aaron E. Shelden 
Harvey M. Silets 
bing Stenn Jr. 
Robert C. Strodel 
Donald E Stubbs 
Howard N. Thiele Jr. 
Edward L. Vandenberg 
Kenneth S. H. Wong 

1957 
........................ Donors 83 
.............. Dollars $187.700 ......... Participation ..; 36% 

THOMM M. COOLEY CABINET 

Jack D. Sweet 

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET 
Robert D. Guy 

PARTNERS IN LEADER!WlP 
Herbert A. Bemhad 
George J. Caspar 111 
Ralph H. Dwan Jr. 
Sidney C. Kleinman 
Robert A. Link 
Cyril Moxrow 
Howard N. Nemeroyski 
Robert B. Webster 

d July 1, MOO to June 30,2001. 
I I 

George M s  
RobertLKnauss 
Arthur E Lamry Jr. 
Carl E Lahe 
Ronald S. U e k  
Arthur T. Lippert Jr. 
Kenneth E. Long 
George W. T. Loo 
George E Lynch 
Frederick Mahan 
Roger C. Markhus 
David H. Marlin 
W a r n  H. McCmdy 
Donald D. Meym 
Frank R. Morris Jt 

E. William Oakland 
John H. Oltman 
Charles B. Park 111 
Jules M. Perlberg 
James E. Pohlman 
James M. Porter 
Thomas E Quinn Jr. 
Don L. Reynolds 
John T. Rogers 
Robert S. Rostnfeld 
John I? Schaefer 
Richard A. Scheex 
Francis M. Smdl Jr. 
Byron L. Sparber 
James M. Tobin 
William C. T& 
John C. Tower 
Gerald Tuchaw 
A. Duncan Whitaker 

/ 

Ddnors ...... .. ....... .. ....... Y5 
Dollars ~ m s ~ u ~ . ~ u ~ m ~ m ~ i l ' @ l  

PartScir#tim .., ,... ,.= 

THOMAS M. U30I.W CABMET , 
Tglulce A E l k s  
WILLIAM w B W Q P  JR CIRCLE 

J o b  c. $aiV - 
Robert H. Kapp t - -- 

NickE, %cca I 

PABTNERSIN 1MDER!M'P 
Ronald J. my0 
J a m  E Cmwtlw 
Wnald L TJalrpPn Sr. , 
JackN. Fingush - -- 
HPnleyM.Gunnrin 
Phlllip R Jacobus 
Robert A. WGin 
DPniclLRMillcr - .- 
David P N b n  
GexaldW PadsR- 

1mm.tj- ,,.,;% 
lwId5.-w F 

~ J C ,  Wudy 'r L. 

m ~ t I J . ~ ~  -- ' ( f i . *  
{G@M.~W&.IL. -- ,; 
Robm+J.'$tmwt * 
NathrurirlWSmp I 
b h  5, s4gamm 
Thomas G. The* .. 
Jam= 0- w 
TIlomA.*yer , 

John C. fuckerJ~. , , / 
Gerald D. liIpper 
TheMorc M. Uaehq' 
ProsSer M.watts Jr. - -I ! 
~~ 
R a b r  R W w  
SPoghm A. WeinsWn 
Robert D. Welchlf 

* W k E  
W11h t. Z* 

1959 
Donors ......... , ............ 42 
Dollan ....,. .., ...,. $=8,774 
Participation ..,, ...... 37% 

CIASSACENT 
Gerald I Bader lr. 

Roam A h  ~itohie 

John Butlet %hwemn 
PARTICIPKCING DONOOR6 . 
Jerry F! 

PAUL G. KAUPER CABlNEi 

Robem E. Bnrwn Jerome B. Libin 

V&am H, Bwkhart ' ,JohnF?~- 

MaPion B. Burton - 

!%mud D. Carpenter 
JamesZChapekis 
Robert G. Clayton Jr. 
Lee Jay *lling ., 
Byron J. Cook( 
J. Ma* c o d  
A. Blair Cr(iwnover 
lning G. Cuny I11 
John WIGS Dowd 
Charles Dale GerhLer 
Philip G. Giiespie 
Benjamin A. Goff 
John T. Hammond 
Eugene L Hartwig 
b l o k  J. Hoerner 
Thomnrs w. Hoya 
Theodore M. HufchTson 
Donald E. Jam= 
aarryrKfng 
R. Jackman Kirmel 
Charles H. Kvett 
Barry L. KroU ' 

Smart R *mi 
John E! 
George E 'Lak ' 

Charles C. Lun+mm 
RWiIbmMe~ner 
Hannes Moyers Jr. 
Stephen Moyer 
WDiarn lG MuPr Jr. 
Raymond O h  Jr. 
Charles Lam Isrcrcn 
Philip P Nacier 

LAWN K. JAMES CABINET 
Gerald L. BhderJr. 
Louis PerImmer 
Robert C. Web@Um 
Frank K. Zinn' 6 

WlLLlAM W. BISHOP JR. CIRCLE 
Stanley N: Bergman 
bmy Mielmel Jr. 
PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP ' 
Wnim Earl B o w  
Edward Bmnsillnr 
James L Burton 
Thomas A. Dfeterich 
James Tmio Funaki : 

Barry~irsch ,, . 
Stanley Hirt - 
'John H. Jsckson 
Frank Ddacobs 
E. Campion Kersten ' 
J. Lee Murphy 
DenisT. Rice ' 

Wendell A. Smith 
Ronald J. '9. Onge ' 

~ot!l'~adid lhuber 
Geogt S. Tulloch Jr. 
Robert M. Vorsanger , , 

PA~CIPATING DONORS 

ktk&LzrJng 

John M. Barr 
S a n m  H. Berlin ' 
Homer S. Bradley Jt. 
~ a l h e s b  Brehl 
Robert M. Brucken , . , . 



~ ~ . ~ +  
Fii&adB*- 
Wmhm'BBh 
ch&ie*- 
w+w- 
Iwmolmam 
ZPatllKOglaw' 
B@&yl'&.*# 
MbuktE.4mllton 
J-bWr 
wakM.- 
kllhdd- 
WQ- 
M d r n W r .  
Anwldlla!mm 
lhldd A. mqg5 
~cter  F.TBrscih 
W Q ~ P E  HVP~ 
-%J- 
AI* s. Madm 
J-RKannady 
-J- - 
Thad& d Iiocme~ 1Il 
Hans 6. mew 
Lawrence Jb IA Brie 
PadULdM 
Edanln E. Lads Jr. 
eh&saa C. L P m o c  -- 
-T(.WPP&- 
IAwmlm E. lmhe 
m h  K. Lewlsi Jr. 
RonnldJ. Lindtz 
NiclmlesX. Loago 
Pctiu s. L~cpsh* 
~dvyn 1. Mslrk 
WbwJ. Miubmm 
Jshn Ah Matta 
A h  E M&mth 
~o&um-11 
~ o & ~ h r l i t c ~ 1  
Dmid A. Nelson 
v"iRZltam R Nonis 
GmgeE.ParkctIIl - 
CarIDll E Pllrdy Jc 
-%eItcry- 
W m u n R S !  
David Y. srmlrh 
Genrpr C. Stwarn 
md c. Str~llse 
Gtoge A Sullivan 
Hemy M. Swan 
JohnM. SwinEnrd 
R b b  F! S'*e 
JWQ. w & t  

LURTHWIG~E~INET 
H bk Wjdwfi Jr. 
ma G. mwE& CABINJX 
Jwh BIWkmll 

J ~ # h 1 ~ 6 h  
'xhmlwE.aga 
Gcotge H. l a m u  211 
-EeMrry 
Erik J- Srnpgn 
F d  S. stdqpld 
Dmrld+B. W- 
mmmGDDNOR6 
CohMAddeeon 
RObRt w. Applefd 
W i U b E h I d  
John Willinn B.IE5 
ThD-W.Bdcrle 
DPvidA.&naer 
DmlLBeny 
L e o d  J. Be* 
RobmLBamnba* 
AnthonyCBn- 
John E BUTT 

John H Bwum Jd 
S-penCerL~epew 
DiikDcies  ,, 
ChaFle$: N. DEweyJr. 
S ~ ~ O L W  N. Dubrinsky 
R i - A . M t  
Alan I, Epsuin 
RDgcrWFindlcy 
bee k F i  
Jabn C. FmbsJr. 
John Fuller 
Harry A. Gsiacs 
Muvyn S. Gcrsan 
LewnmceH. G*d 
CWo@ H. Hart 
Fdueick Wm. Heath 
Douglss J. Hill 
D"*HU$h= 
Donald R JoWe 
Gco#t E Kmstc8 
Donrld J. Keunt 
Maak U ICLw#rmna 
Knureth Laing 
WlIl inmMo~LPne 
JamessfmsLLj%l 
George E. L a o d  I11 
Russell A, McNair Jr. 
Donald B. Neddie 
Franklin H. Maore Jr. 
Gordon G. Mysc 
~ C . N e a l  
bbt 3. Nelson 
Robert J. Falcy 
WilliamP11ttemn 

1962 
epnm ......................"a 
Dollon .......... -... Mm1 
Pmhdption "...,...A#% 

CU5sAEENT 
L Witlinm Sdddt Jr. 
LAY LINK^^ 

~ W B I S H O P ~ ~  
RogerB.Hd5 
wmRm a MiCh0I.s 
PAUTNERSMLEADERSRIP 
ChdeSEBBrmB 
Peter D. B y m s  
MortolnLEhn 
MichaalRFlya 
KadLGotting 
TlloIIm5D.W 
-L- 
JasephE -+ 
John R Nichols 
Frank G. R d e r  
T h o ~ F ! S c h o k  
OliverESdkel - 
Y b s b  SULUki 
B o w e n H . ~  
Roben B. Wirssllmg 

PAKnClPArnG DONORS 
Rand0IfH.h 
WterRAUen 
Wigirm S. Raeh 
John R WT 
JosephE Balm 
LivingmnBakcr 
J. Edward Bnrth 
John A. Ba&g 
Robert M B o k  
Willmi L Boyd Jr. 
W i u a m M . ~  
R o b  G. B m n  
Robup A. Butler 
&en G. Crswford 
Dougfas S. Dd@s Jr. 
WuuT. Derrluzd 
R0buzRI)mrlcdQW 

hm S. Duffett Jr. 
Fmddct, Dugn 
Brhn C. & h e r  
James M. Fhgga 
Jon E. Floqia 
F d n i c k  Q. heed 
X t u l ~ . F I h m  

IvkmkmL m%i% 
J& 9% 
pgilip&. pslhtkb 
k a s u t Z ~  
t!. vmm -Ira 

,-A* 
IU0rmpar-J- 

k m e & A . J ~ k @ i  
Iynnt BL JOWL 
Fad W. Jams 
Wlioc Kalom 
C h m d w . ~  
W-M.LaBdbn 
J.@mlaIdMM 
h i d a 4 m E . m  
Larrpw.- 
-1. McKy 
RabertL I!&qfx 
QnrksH.Mid 
Paul E Bdoldy 
FkVeys.AfiaFison 

JosaahM-5' 
-v- 
AlaaD.Qm@nSc 
khtw mdey 
J o b  B. Pmdleron 
JaaIrnsAM 
RIIQYnl'G. PmSJr. 
RSasnaA.- 
lREEhPldE.RaWlau 
~R~ 
~ M . ~  
MurGrnc lRfxdq 
StunaD.sbIOr 
J-h J. 
DPniclE* 
W J .  Splar 
R d E S t d e  
DorrlhdE!%m€ 
John Phillip Samrpn 

a o h , W .  smain Jr. 
my.=v- 
Drnidp.d* 
Thamas W: -lor 

J. r i  
Pew A. rim 
npnridcliacey 
K a r l J . h  
vmam D. h'Nburg 
DrvidA.WnS 
David N, Wtimmj 
John k Wise JL 
Donald J. WMa 
Raymond A. m t  

MSS AGENT 
John W. GalPnis 
PAUL G. KAVPER CABINFf 
William Fmd Hm'iting Jr, 
Stefan E Tuckff 

UYllN IL JMilES CABINET 
Robat C. Omfield 
Murray J. F M  
HertKn Kohn 

W u r S A w I ~ J B L ~  
L 4 k d c r  E. ikmat 
Gus L \Chlwn 
AQa1.m- 
-K* 
-l-bmww- 
PMIWEE~INLE~DERSMP 
jl!wim H. t%camdin 
Jat .mlslbatG,d 
Stuart E Fddstcin 
Lloyd c. Fen 
~ ~ & K . F + z I I  
~ o h n  W. Gda~&'*' 
RObaC. I-b* 
Kcnneth S. F l k d h m k  
IbhLIbarmon 
StumrT.K.Ho 
ha J. J* 
D. Miclad Knitchinan 
HowardRLurie 
c. RnymwB- 
J. Thomas McCartlry 
John A. Md)onakZ 
Hugh M. M- 
Lec D. Powar 
M d  J. Ross0 
Philip Sotiroff 
A. Paul Victor 

I 

JxbanSaoud\fodrry 
h t t  E 7' 

PXRnQPAZING WNORS 
EIsns G. Bagm 
James M. Bedsley 
Bichard S. Brennnn 
AxthwVN.Brooks 
Jon L Brown 
Dan RObertbqpnan 
LowRnce T. Buchmiuer 
OdleLCoady 
Theodore R Cohn 
S i m o n E C o ~  
D. Siclacy C d t  
Peter H. D e b  
Bruce W. Eaken Jr. 
Hsuy Earle IU 
Anthony E. Ekmoff 
Sanh K. Ekmoff 
AUen D. Ems 
John A. Evedmdws 
John M. Fixher 
Howard M. F m k h g e r  
FradE.Gpa 
Andre A. Ge15nas, 
Suzanne Balare Gifford 
Bette Goulet 
Wmn E Grienmbeqer 
Nmman T. Guthie 
Donald H. Hann 
Peter R Ewwood 
h m c e  L Hayes Jr. 
JscksEm C. Hedges 
J. - H w  
MarvinJ.Him 
Howard H. Hush Jr. 
Daniel R Jah;nson 
E d d  C. Johnwm 
John C. Jones 





P l t m i e W h y  
mww- 
3--6 
-91: m 
~ ~ m ! 3 D * ~  
~ A . ~ m  
J@p D - 
?&hlelZ mlky 
'flxoPnos 0. bfam 
Dkk rkbmmaugh 
RtchntdZJ.Udch 
Guyw.IklaMldm 
James L. bderetta 
IWmcy E W i  
Thorley C. Minb Jr. 
c%adesA.- 
Jem*; M. Morton Jr. 
Daniel T. Moyle JG 
P U P  W Man& 
Philip A. Nicaly 
John H. NonQs 
J q h  E Page Ill 
Charles L Pitcock 
E d d  H. Powers 
WfllfnmD.Pmkken 
John M! hfkr HI 
David H. &Id 
Ronald Inn Reiein 
Eric I? Reif 
J O ~  Joseph bpcr 
J. Dmid Sabine 
RobercD. k w  
J a b  A Sebert Jr. 
Thomas J. Shannon 
W b  C. Shcdd 
Gerald D. Skonhrg 
Jamcs A. Smith 
Mark E. Smith 
G h g e  M. S& 
Larry J- 5- 
James A. Sprawl 
W&m J. &er 
Earl G. Swain 

E. Swancy 
1mz Tmnenbaum 
Bruce A. llmmom 
Michael D. Umphrcy 
Larry Wctumn 
James E. Wlter 
Donald A. Woschn 
Stallley I? wtinn 
Robert A, WcUs 
David G. Wrse 
Michael W York 

Q u I I B ~  ...., , ,....., -$89#4 
PimC~ipation k .,........ 38% 
CUSS AGENT 
Mark W. Scoblionko 

PAUL G. RAUPER CABINET 
Chsitlcs E, T h a m  Jr. 
"UYUN K. JAMES GABMPI: 
Bruce I! Bfckncr 
Martin C. Tkcchufte 

WUlAbf W BIW@P JlL CIRCLE 

JlmesLMd3d 
P m M -  
J q b  A. AllZz 
&@hUlEElM 
FdmiekW &emm Jr. 
l 'hmlasK.Bum 
mtrr I.. cm- n I  
h t t  B. Craob 
b-M.m 
Fmn& E? H u W  
Walrtr W. Ku-Id 
James E. Rics 
John E. Sc;haal 
wfllhl M. 'IlomjiaIl 
DtlntclmDyke 
PARTICIPATING DONORS 
Lawrrnu R Abramczytr 
Charles E Adler Jr. 
Carl H. Amon 111 
Charles J. Badill Jr. 
RichadD.Baron 
Wtlliam E Bavingu I1 
E'ludcnce C. muy 
Joel R. Bagqubt 
Richard M. BluesteiL1. 
l+4ichd Jay Bobroff 
GarryJ. - 
Jams C. Bruno " 
James M! BurcllCk 
Wdhm M. Bum 
John H. Jhme 
David L came6 
Barba IakW 
S-gphan L Cahm 
X&tth s. Colburn 
R Michael Cole 
John D. Conley 
Christopher R. Cooke 
David M. Copi 
Michael W. Cotter 
Peter M. Crevi 
Willjam E Dausch 
Kenneth Dresner 
Richard A. Earle 
Robert J. Faux 
Allen David field 
Kenneth H. Fmey 
Wood R Foster Jr. 
Lany J. Gardner 
William J. Garmk 
Ronald Gerard 
Ronald R, Gluncz 
Lawrence M. Glazer 
Robert 5. Gold 
Edward B. Goldman 
Henry S. Gornbein 
Charlotte Cmnfield 
William N. Gross 
Robm W. Harmon 
Thomas A. H [ s p  

Fngeip J. IYewclt Jr. 
Jay A. Herbst 
Richard L. Hcrrmann 
W i h m  D. W a r  
Frpzer C. Hiltkr 
John W. b b e q  
Lee Hornbnrp,~ r! 

St+ B. Hmnm 
mbCat'Emlhm 
~ H . I ~  
J - W W  -- 
mJ* - 
John Uhmk Ibmr 
HanyPLambmm 
EaicvLrmon 
W L a n p a t  
FLiymondJ. - 
Alan Gardm Zipson 
J o b  H. h@eii  
b - G . U  
Ronald L tudarig- 
MiCWA.Mnwn 
J. Fwnk McCabe 
Stewart H. ~ n a u g h y  
G o n a o n A ~  
Edward W Mrrfrcl Jr. 
Bruce I? Miller 
James ALbee Mitchell 
Malachy R Murphy 
Donald A. Nelson 
Johe A. Nitr 
RObtrtJ. oarmum 
stcPen D. P e p  
WlllPrd E b e y  Jr. 
G e o l g e E l i a s ~  
Paul C. Ringle 
John C. Rmsmeier 

HannyA.R=-a  
Alvin 0. sabo 
Mark R Suubmrn 
H o d  M. Schmdtzer 
L8wrrnce J. !%2bban 
Edward lapel !3%utzma.n 
Mark N. ScoblionZcb 
william A. Shntncn Jr. 
Melvin 5. Shorn 
Comelms J. Sdivan 
Michael E! SuBvan 
Thomas E Swecny 
Fredric Alan Syerm~ 
A. Thomas Thorson 
Thomas E T d t  
Nancy W. Bowbridge 
Thomas R. Trowbridge 111 
Samuell L Tsau'taanis 
Robert Muocl Vernuys# 
John H. bgel 
Carl H. von En& 
AlfkdJ. Wieaerkeht 
Jay L. Wftkin 
Gary E w e r  
Jack R Zerby 

Oanr~rs ..; ................... 1 1 6 
D a l l m  . - r n . . , . m m m n t , $ 8 S ~ ~  
PlrdoipltTon ..,,....., 3t% 
PAUL G. KAUPER CABm 
Andrew S. Prin 
stanly S. s m p  

wusuM W BEHOPJR CIRCLE 

Charles Adamek 
Loti ~14 Adamek 

F i u m m E M ~ ~  
~ A . ~  
W ~ y W t Z  
]Essrb wwlqjr. 
i B l a a t b \ N . ) & , ~  
~ M . & W  

_ W E c n u W p  
M a r i l p U J - h n  
~ € . G o o d i n g J ~  
StcpttcnPIt3kak 
J-# L M-Jr 
G v  A. Mu* 
J-EMurphy 
Aukold M. NemiaDw 
RickardEPfizcnmnyu 
Roger C. Sisk 
bnald L Wdm 
DaviaEWcisJr. 

RIgnQPATING DONORS 

SamLllbrnm 
Benjamin J. Abrohams 
bJklinJ.Adclmnn 
Stfq#harW* 
LPdd A. Balxmum 
Stephen C. Emwn 
StPnlcg 6. Bul& 
K e n n e t h K W  
wmwl A. (3are!s 

-J-Ckypool 
M i W J .  Close 
J d E -  
John Paul Davis 
SpatmT. Dmkon 
pgulRDimod 
Robat D. Evans 
W. A n h g  Fdock 
Terry E. Fmd 
Thomas R Fettr 
Gmce J. FishU 
Jsmes R Fraduick 

I Sman A. Fricdnun 
Sdayuki FumW 
~lar1e5 C Gagnibin III 
Peter I? Gnram 
Boob T. Cauldm 
Randell J. Gingis 
Peter E Godstein 
Ronnld s. GMsmmln 
Lawrence E. Hard 
Philip J. HaIter 
John R. H o b  
N. Thomas Horton II 
J. Richadson Johnson 
Robert P. Johnstone 
James M. Justin 
Gerald H. Kahn 
Mary B. 'KaZm 
Joseph J. u l o  
Edward S. Kaplan 
M p h  L Ki5stck 
Ridmrd M. Kohn 
Thomas W. Locchia 
John M. LeFem Jr. 
.Michael McKenna Lexy 
Walter H. hdsay  
Charlc5 H. Lockwood 11 
Lyle Landis Lopus 
David A. Ludtke 
John J. Lynch 

TWs Honor Roll dka 

- -. 

Gary M. Mac& 
~ W W . ~  
David C. Maabauul 
M. Bmce Moezlllough 
R o ~ M . ~  
RkhardE.Iaeu&r 
WllianlS. Moore 
*a E. M M  
StephenM Newmvl 
David Erwin Nims III 
Ridd H. Mime 
Ro'batHolt'Nonis ' 
Donald 5. di 
him I? Patdm 
Louis D. Piace 
Nomum A. Phu 
RPctt~Pmk~p 
Harold W. Re& 
ucbn C. Rkmmel 11 
Arthur C. mnsky 
Jeffrq. I! Robbins 
Rubert L Rose 
Barry E. Sammons 
GaryESams 
W J .  Schiff 
Ronald B. Schram 
simchn Shapiro 
DonaldE. Shelton 3 

Robert J. Sher 
Jefew:Shopoff 
Robert M. Sigler Jr. 
KmRSprlnger 
Midrael B. Staebler 
A h  1. scembug 
John N. Thomson 
John J. Van De Graaf Jr. 
Claude L bderPloeg 
E. Rick Wtrous 
Philip L WrE3cein 

E d d  M. Wetch Jr. 
stran Y. wmnick 
DavidWOodbury 
MPryU. Zulack 

1910 
PPnors ....... .. ..... -..".. 82 
Dollan ...... ......... d87,51B 
P;rrdelpation ,,........ S&% 
CUSS AGENT 
Grrgory L. Curtner 

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET 
Stwun B. Chameides 
Leslie J. Goldmur 
Edwaxd T. Mom I1 

LAWN K. JAMES CABINET 
Richard A. Collier 
Gregory L. Curmer 
John M. Forelle 
Simon U Lame 
R Stan Mortenson 

P m E R S  IN LEADERMIP 

Bettye S. EZkias 
Barry B. Georg 
John R LPughlh 
Jon C. m*y 
David M. Schraver 
Robert N. Smith 
taurence E. Winokur 

H.R. 17 



PARTICIPATING DONORS 
Gary N. Ackeman 
George W. AUcn 
George H. ijaker 
Patricia S. huer  
James R giJse 
James G. Black 
Richard E BEcnnnnJr, 
James N. Candler Jr. 
Dwglss R Chandler 
Mary Z. ChanBler 
w Scott Chilman 
Robert B. Cohen 
&hen M. h h h  
Brett R Dick 
Randal G. D i d  
Richad M. Doctoroff 
Diane Sharon Dorfman 
Stephen C. E lk  
George E. FeMdler 
Jane Forbes 
J - v : w m  
William E. Go& 
Steven H. Goodman 
Mark A. Gordon 
Peter L. G u s h n  
John James Hays 
Ernest D. Humphreys 
William A. Irwin 
Howard A. Jack 
%dl S. Jardis 
C. Ciaytm Johnson 
David L W l a h  
Robert M. Knight 
Brian J. Kott 
Joel N. KreiPllgn 

AldisLapins . 
Gary Edward Levitt 
George E MacDonald 
John G. Makris 
Ronald E. Ma* 
Kenneth J. McIntyre 
E Craig Moody 
W ~ m n  S. Moore 
Ralph k Monis 
Ivan W. Moskowitr 
Patrick J. Murphy 
John G. Parnell Jr. 
Stcvan D. Phillips 
Victor E Prasmik 
Douglas R Rendleman 
Susan L. Rockman 
Edward B. Rogin - 
Stwen G. Schember 
Eric J. Schneidewind 
Ronald B. Schram 
Donald E. Seymour 
Lyle B. StdPart Sr. 
Robert H. Swan 
Michael J. Thomas 
Robert 0. Wefald 
Peter Mark Weinbaum 
Martin C. Weisman 
Susan S. Weterman 
Thomas J. Wblen 
M. Jay Wanan 
Jama w. winn 
R Dell Z i e r  

Donors ...................... 141 
Dollars .............. $151,795 
Participation ......... 9 3 %  
CIAESAGENT 
Kim L. Swanson 

I 
L. HAKT WRIGEFT CABINFr 
William J. Abraham Jr. 

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET 
Leonard J. hx t  
Jane Waterson G m l d  
Tkrrence G. Perris 
Dean C. 5torkan 

unm K. JAMES CABINET 
Paul L. Lee 
Charles J. Silverman 
Robert J. White 

WILLIAM W. BISHOP JR CIRCLE 
Wdiam J. Davis Jr. 
Thomas W. Palmer 

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP 
Nora A. Bailey 
William T. B*t 
Saul A. Gmm 
Jeffky J. Greenbaum 
Michael L. Hardy 
Diane L Jensen 

' Robert G. Kuhbach 
Richard Paul Levy 
Stephen E Lindsay 
James E. Lurie 
William J. Meeske 
Thomas Gates Morgan 
Michael D. Mulcahy 
Timothy A. Nelsen 
Alan M. Rauss 
Barbara Rom 
Stephen E Secrest 
Kim L Swanson 
John A. VanLuvanee 
Joseph C. Zengerle 111 
Lynda Siege1 Zengerle 

PARTICIPATING DONORS 
Warren Adler 
Millard E Aldridge 
John M! Allen 
Nelson G. Alston 
Michael J. Anderegg 
John I! Apol 
Charles J. Averbook 
David G. Baker 
Daniel 0. Buger 
James E. Brenner 
John G. Brian III 
Robert H. Brown 
Thomas C. Brwwn 
H. Patrick Callahan 
Renato L. Cayetano 
Frank E. Ceynar 
Jeffrey L Chaikin 
Roger B. Chard 
Donald J. Clark 
Lawrence S. Coburn 
William L Cooper 

Edwaxd J. Cox Jr. 
Donald J. Dawson Jr. 
Stephen E. D a w n  
h m c e  B. Dutch 
Joan H. Distin 
Charles A. Duerr Jr. 
Chistapher J. Dunsky 
Richard A. D u d  
Stephen S. Eberly 
Peter B. Farrow 4 
Neil J. Firetog 
Robeq W. Flebhman 
L o p  ~orgth 
Dqvid E. Fmsch 
John E Fmse 
James M. Garlack 
James H. Ganry 
RichdB. G h b u g  1 
William D. G m d  
R o d d  E. G d c e  111 
Michael E Hall 
Richard J. Hilfer Jr, 
Mark B. Hill@ 
Craig D. Holleman 
Ronald 5. Holliday 
Gary A. H o k n  
Gregory A. Huflinan 
Raymond J. Jast 
Louis L J q h  
Robert M. Justin 
Robert E. Ka!si 
Ltnda B. K u s k  
Joseph W. Kimmen II 
CalVinRKirrhick 
Dabid y n  
Kenneth A. Kraus 
Barbara A. Lane 
Terrence W. Imimer 
NiekenVLcwis 
Douglas Stewart Little I 
Joseph D. Lonardo 
Joanna Londdn 
William Frederick 

Martson Jr. 
Richard K Mason 
Bob E McCoy 
Robert James McCullen 
Thomas J. McGinn 
Gary J. McRay 
M. David Minnick 
Philip M. Moilanen 
James M. Moore 
Thomas V: Murray 
K. William Neuman 
Eugene I! NichsIson III 
John B. Pinney 
David M. Powell 
John E Quinn , 

Charles D. Reite 
William J. Richards 
Charles Tadd Richadson 
James W Riley Jr. 
Norman H. Roos 
Morton M. Rosenfeld 
David J. Rude 
Stuart W. Rudnick 
Stuart A. Schloss Jr. 
James Edward SEou 
Peter R Scukq 
Michael A. Sheldon 

Frank A. Shkpbud 
Gordon B Shulu - 
Janice Sicgel 
Bruce E. 7th 
CmQ A. 8miUI 
boannd S. Sosrrowski 
Jay M. Smrc I 

Geow C. stceh 111 
James D. Supance , 
Lturis M. Tder 
brry J. Tirley- 
JeDFrqr A. Tucker 
MPrk A. W e r l a a n  
WilliamEWCiner - 
Richard R Weistr 
J.Bryiuz'Nilbms 

James D. S. W&Jrf 
Robert Zegsccr . 

D a v i d H . ~ e r  

'9V I 1 -  

Donors ......, ,.. r. ..,..I37 
Dollars .,...........,. -472 
Pa@cipatian ............ 3096 
CUSS AGENT 
QuinmwMmin - 
PAUL G. KAUPER CAB- 
James R Jc&m : 
Erie A. OesferIr 

UYLIN K. JAhfES CABINET 

John M. Nannes L t 

WILllAM W. BISHOP'JR CTRCLE 

R W  S. &hn 
willirrm J. Cnmpbell Jr. 
Steven E Grrenwald 
Edward k Grosmam 
Geage D. Ru- 

PARTNERS IN LEADEpiIP 

R B W  M. ~ou+ 
Edmund D. Cook Jr. 
Gene B. Gfmge 
Ronald M. Gould 
StvlleyLrn 
Dad H u h  
eatEPmLLevy 
Mark E M c h  
Chrbtopher Hull Milton 
RiM J. ~unsch 
Wihbina  M. Reuben- 

Cook 
Chrisdne M. mode_ 
FrcderickC.schafrick 
Max J. Schwrtz 
seephen M. Silverman 
F d  E VknderBloeg 

PmC1PhTIpi.G DONOE 
R o d  J.@en 
Donald E Bm@ztt 
Paul Edward Bennett 
Richard c. Lwaui 
Daifs B. B M a  
mlig W:l%Xdle 
Keith T. Bozman 
WfllPandA.&en& 
Andrrw J. 
CllfFond B. Butlaw 
%mud kffd 

M30brdT, ,Ulnnq $. 

Carlyle H. bpman~r. . = 

J o b B .  cbpm , 
JohnM. Ch&b  . 
labs*.  d.m . 
~ o u i s h .  Qm - i 
V m h m H .  e0tde.s 1 
BWS;m* w t  ' 3.b 

Bruce L w y m b l k  
Charles D. DpFu;el 
James E Dean 
Charles S. DeRousie 

' stevenc. Dowe 
L a w m e  J. a e r y  

f ,', 
Gregory A. '+richch 
Michad R Fa@ee 

-Paul E. Fisher 
Chuyl Turk Flnnsepn 
Steven E. Fox 
N = F ~  C. i i l  
Norman E\ FrrmeU 
Philip M. Frost I '  

NeilGanuh I 

Philip J. GPnr Jr. 
B a q  D. GlPsa 
Lany R. Coldstein 

-- Jan D. W m s o n  
Sue R. Hahnmn 
John E Heil 
, Robert E. HiFshon 
Max Richard Hoffman Jr. 
Timothy H. Howlett 
Robert W. J a q m  
Ronald L Kahn 
Dpn Keskqr 
Wamn J. Kessler 
Davld L K h n t d a h  
Charles G. Knox 
George E. Kuehn 
Wendy J. Lascher' 
Eric Bnar Lenck . 
Peter t. Lrsch 
Kathleen MkCxee Lewis 
Charles A. Lowenhaupt 
Larry A. MalIinger 
Michael G. Marion 
Thomas W. McLaughIin 
Hawey John Messing 
D o d B ,  Miller ' 
Lawience IL t$hlmann 
Blondd b Momy I 

hrry A. M o m r  
Michael E Nuechplein 
Richard M.-O'Connor 
MartinD.OWey , 
E d d H .  Pappas 
John k Payne Jr. 
Da$dM.P@ersen , 
~efEky M. Pelrash 
Leo H. Phillips Jr. 
Fred 4. Pmckney 
Philip J. Prygoski . . 
Michael M. Rammekr 
w w m B .  Rgymcr ~ 

John S. Redpath Jr. 
Allan J. Rcich 
Steven w. we5 
Jerry Hqbsenblatt 
JO& Cotter Ruh 

N.R. 18 This ~o lurr  Roll rrflccfs g h  

I 







HONOR 

JT - 
C b r t I r s ~ ~ G l e a m  
Jl3nU-L L;crw 

E i h m h A . ~  
pwfp-gtch. 
Dmlids.mtcr 
~0mId I. HcUm 
GwrgFannr liuushsw 
Chnrlcs E Hertlotn Jr. 
AmeZouisc Heym 
pary W. H o o k  Jr. 
Jdhry R HugbeP 
Barbnm Jane Irwtn 
James B- J e n m  Jr. 
David &Into; 
Paul A h  I C c h  
Arthur J. Kepes 
Alan J. h u f  
Peter B. Kupelim 
Richard T. raJmnesse 
Paula Rae Latovick 
Richard E Layman 
Fredric B v  Ltssu 
Robert E Lewis 
Carol Nancy Lieber 
David B. Love 
Peter Jon Maassen 
James K. Markey 
Ira Sheldon Mondry 
Stephen V i l  Moser 
Richand Patrick Murphy 
Ronald J. Nwim 
William John Noble 
BePltrir M. Olivem 
Karen L. Piper 
John E Pollick 
Thomas Wil l i i  Porter 
John J. Powers 
David Alan Rabin 
Bruce Alan Richard 
Donald B. Rintelman 
Jessie C. Roberson 
Richard A. Samp 
Mark?. Sanders 
JameSE. Schacht 
Ronald B. Schrotenboer 
J. Michael Shepherd 
Nancy S. ShiIts 
Kristin Ann Siegesmund 
Kevin T. Smith 
T. Murray Smith 
Lisa Steinberg Snow 
Jelfrey I! Stark 
Steve Stojic 
Deborah Schumer Tuchman 
James E Wallack 
Michael A. Weinbum A - 
David W Wleche~ 
Hany E. Wigner Jr. 
Robert R. Wisnu 
Richard Alan Unger 
zussman 

1982 
Donon ...................... 1 1 2  
Dollars ...,............ $43,192 
Portt~ipatlon ............ 27% 
CUSS AGENT 
Douglas S. Ellmann 

W l W  W. B W O P  JIL CIRCLE 
James E. Brandt 
Kathryn Weg Brandt 
Scott G. Mackin 
Richard Dale Snyder 
Avery K. Williams 

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP 
Bijan Amini 
James A. Elgass 
Arthur N. Gorman 
David S. lnglis 
Robert Michael Isackson 
John M. Lummis 
Karol V Mason 
J. Gregory Richards 
David M. Schmer 
John K. Schwartz 
Dale E. Stephenson 
Peter Swiecicki 
Wayne B. Weisman 

PARTICIPATING DONORS 
Max H. Albers 
Elizabeth Ann Allaben 
Jeffrey A. Becker 
Michael E. Beckman 
J e h y  A. Berger 
Timothy Robert Beyer 
Jamie B. Bischoff 
James E. Bittell 
Joseph Blum 
Mark S. Bowman 
Quentin R. Boyken 
Michael A. Bucci 11 
Michael S. Bukiet 
Matthew A. Chambers 
Joseph A. Cipparone 
Michael E! Coakley 
Leslie S. Conigan 
Thomas Cottier 
Paul A. Curtis 
Jeffrey A. DeVree 
Janice M. Dinner 
Thomas A. Eff 
Gershon Ekman 
Willliam D. Ellis 
Douglas S. Ellmann 
John Edward Fagan 
Mary McFarland Fisher 
Bryant M. Frank 
James K. French 
Daniel J. Gibbon 
Nina D. Gillman 
Joel Jay Goldberg 
Stuart Jeffrry Goldring 
Volker Gross 
Ellen Guerin 
Shane B. Hiansen 
Mark Leonard Harris 
Douglas E. Hart 
Mark E. Haynes , I 

Tlmothy,,c. HrsFct 
Craig w. MDm 
D e w  5. Howad 
D i I Y i d I ! ~  
Gre&a~y-E Jcnbrins 
m*J. K e r  
Pad J. I ! khmb i  
R O h  D. h u s  
Nancy E b t  
John M. Kmb 
RichdwECTzyminsld 
Catkine J-,hLaCroix 
Kevin M. Lacmix 
MaryJ0-n ,-- 

David J. Lauth 
Diane C. Lehman 
Michael A. b e y  
Jonathan A. Levy 
Thomas A. Lewry 
Swan Block-Lieb 
Peter M. Lieb 
Brian James h.IwBnn 
Michael E! McCcc 
Suuurne M. Mitehell 
David G. Moom 
R i M  W. Murphy 
Catherine Ann Novclli 
MPrkROnlieb 
Larry Pachter 
James G ~ g o l y  Pachukki 
John C. Plotldn 
Glendon B. Pratt 
Kevin C. Randall 
Robeit L Rosenfeld Jr. 
Laurie L a i b  b s t o n  
R i M  E. Saver 
Richard J. J. Scaroh 
Sue A. S i e m  
James R Sobicrj ' I  

Steven M. Stvlkewia 
R a p d  Jay Sterling 
Smut A. Streichler 
Thomas T. Tate 
Dean R Tousley 
Peter H. Tkmbath 
Rebecca K. Troth 
Daniel Benjamin T W  
James E. VanValkenburg 
George H. Vincent 
Robb L Voyles 
Richard I. Werder Jr. 
Sara E. Welder 
Paul M. Wyzgoski 
GifFord R Zimmemm 
Sara Zivian twickl 

Donors ........................ 89 
Dollars ................ $43,895 
Participation ............ 23% 
CUSS AGENT 
H. Mark Stichel 

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET 
Anne T. Larin 

IAYLIN K JAMES CABINET 
Paul Hamburger 

PABTNEtLSINLEAD~P 
PZinio 5. Ekrtma 
Pads .  m 
+wthan 0. Eaga 
k k  E. FcI;guson 
b n e  Beldml Gust 
~H~ 
-Jwm= 
Ri&udC. r v h n k q  
John C. Pm~v5ki 
Bid?lwaA.welks 
WilliamRWeZke 

~ C I P r n G  DONORS 

David B. klden 
Miriam R A& 
Alison C. Blair 
cmdHenryBlO0m 
Laura Wright Brodr 
Timothy R Butler 
John c! Byl 
Daniel E. Cllamlpi011 
Ke?mrth L Crawford 
William D. Dahling Jr. 
Donald A. D r i p  
C l a ~ R O b a s ~  
Karen R F-mm 
Anne E. Bxhk Fifer 
Victor E! F i i  Jr. 
MichaclD-FlaMgan 
John B. Frank 
Jud& B. Garber 
Paaida A Gdner  
Thomas A. Geelhwd 
WilltamB. Goodspead 
Michael J. Hairier 
Mark E. Hclmlam 
Janet S. H o b  
Van E. HolkebPPu 
Peter A. J h n  
Fqnk T. Judge IU 
Thomas C. Judge 
Uark L Kalprieder 
Jeffrey C. KauEinan 
Barbara S. Kellman 
Diann K Kim 
Mark L Kowalsky 
Robert J. Krueger Jr. 
Paul B. Landen 
John Arden Lawson 
Thomas R. Lotterman 
Peter E. Manis 
Deborah A. Marlowe 
James G. Martin 
Thomas James McDonald 
Eric8 Anne Munzel 
Daniel AUen Munay 
John R. Mussmran 
W* J. Newell 
Stephen M. Nolan 
Richard N. Olshansky 
Lynn Diane Parcin 
Justin Perl 
Gina K. Perry 
Waam Kenneth Perry 
John C Person 
R. Claybourne P e w  Jr. 
Nathm I? Petterson 
Philip J. Prygosld 
Mathias W Reimann 

ceciliaA;.Rdrh 
~ ~ R o t h s t e ! i l l  
Shalyn Rubin 
IiaB.Rubideld 
Barry Saul lwdsky 
John E Schippns 
Michael J. S o ~ e d k l d  
JefFney M. Smua 
h4m-k S. Stein 
H. Mark Srichcl 
BmbamLSnark * 

H d  S. Suskin 
Henry A. Udow 

-pen 
w. Gregory voss 
Linda M. Wakcen Walker 
Timothy L Williamson 
Joseph D. Won 
John R -lie 

D o l l ~ s  ........................ 9 1 
Dollars .............. $46,278 
Parlicipation ............ 23% 
QASS AGENT I 

Robert J. Porrman 

PAUL G. KAUPER CABINET 
Stephm M. Merkel 

WlUIAM W. BISHOP@ CIRCLE 
Sandra A. Bulger 
Sarah 0. Jelencic 
Paul B. Savaldelli 
Stephen G. Todinson 

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP 
J d e r  L Duchene 
Susan M. McGowan 
Kathryn Montgomery 

Moran 
Patrick G. Quick 
Stephen M. Schiller 

PARTICIPATING DONORS 
Michael T. Ambroso 
Thomas 0. Ashby 
Steven G. Betz 
Douglas 5. Bland 
Michael C. Blaney 
David I! Blanke 
Frank L. Bliss 
Deborah M. Bloom 
John I? Boerschig 
Daniel Raphael Bmnson 
Maskno Coccia 
Sue 0. Conway 
Ann M. Cooper 
Craig A. Corman 
Lisa E. D'Aunno 
Carey A. Dewitt 
Thomas E. Dion  
Dayle M. Ehy Trentadue 
Jill Martin Eichner 
Michael J. Erickson 
David B. Fenkell 
Peter B. Friedman 
Adam R. Geslowitz 
Kyle A. Gray 

This Honor R d  &ts gifts ncdved July 2.2000 tojune 30.2001. 



K. UIS Gruuer 
HelenRH.ynes 
Stuart Hushmrrn 
Roland0 Hidalp 
Mi& H. Hdheimer 
~ k H o o p ~  
W i a m  E Howard 
Robert M. Jaclaon 
CMes  E. J m t t  
Kim F! Jones 
Christopher Klimko 
Kay Adele Komnm 
DavidAUenKotzian , 
James D. Lammers 
George Lavdiis 
DavidLMarshPil 
Eric C. Marshnll 
Juli Wilson Marshall 
Kurt S. Meckstroth 
KurtLeonardMicWow 
Martha D. Moses 
Lronard M. Niehoff Jr. 
SusanL Oakes 
Steven Clark Poling 
Mark D. Pollack 
Richad  Lee Porngay 
Robert J. Porrman 
Marc s. Rockcnwr 
Gary A. RaMm 
Daniel F! Schaack 
D a d  J. s c b g e r  
Megan Scott-Kakures 
Anthony J .  Sbaheen 
Roger M. Sherr 
David D. Shoup 
Michael R Shpiece 
Lawlp~ce A. Silvemi 
Rochelle Price Slafer 
J-PSnyder 
EEaine K Soble 
DeborahbSamenille 
Walter E. Spiegel 
Rklssen 0. Stewnrt 

Robert C stoddut 
fiChryliE- 
Teresa S. T%rizzo 
QPrr'T-T* 
Lynn C. Tykr 
N a b  Upfal 
Philip S VanDer Wede 
Gmgoria Veg-J3pes 
Julie k Waddell 
ciudyM.Wilda 
Kurtis 'I: W w  
Gqpy J 6 h  * 
John E h b d c i e  
Jonathan Zoracb 

Donors ........................ IW 
Dollars ........ " ...... W,W 
Participation ........... 24% 
M55 AGENT 
James R k ~ r  

PAULC.KAUPERCABm 
David S. Stone 

wnukM W. B15HOPJk CIRCLE 
Mnrk H. Adelson 
Samuel J. Diman 

P A K Z N E R S l N W ~ P  
Kimberly M. Cghill 
Jerome E Elliott 
Erika A. Foldon! 
EklRErank :( 
David k Heiner 
David John He- 
E Curt Kirsdmer Jr. 
Ronald M. Schirtzer 
Robert R Tucker 
Robin A. Walker-Lee 

PAKIIClPATlNG DONORS 
S m  J. Aexhbacher 
Peter R. Anderson 
DeniseArca 
0nilArca 
Scott E. Balat 
Donald E Baty Jr. 
Clnrlssa Wer BIW 
Randall S:EUumenstein 
Arnold E. Brier 
EIlen S. Brondfield 
Thomas N. BuMt Jr. 
Carl A. Bntler 
Diane Deutcb Cali 
Leonard J. Cili 
Paul k b r c m  
James W: Clark 
Andrrw M. Caden 
Tho- R Coerdt 
J&ey R Coleman 
Janet 5. Crosses 
Don G. Dgvis 
Ellen E. Deason 
Andrea Dulberg Platte 
Mark A. Finkelstein 
StualtM. Finkdsrcin 
James Colin Fmler 
Jombm B. Frank 
Gregorg Henry Gach 
Thomas J. Gibney 
CaroIine Seibert Goray 
Julie A. Gmnlx%g-Hann 
Joscph R Guradason 
hura Kathyn Haddad 
Glenn D. Holcombe 
David L Huntoon 
Masami Ichikawa 
Mada k Zsraeloff 
Craig J. Jones 
Robert J. J o n k  
Ba&am A. Kaye 
Bruce A. Kaye 
David 8. Kspel -- 

Je!bq D. Kovar 
Ronald Anthony Lang 
S@phen E Lappert 
Jane Macht 
Priscilla k May 
Ma& J. Mihanovic 
Mark 5. M o k  
Deborah A. Monson 
W E .  Morgan 
Carh Schwwr Newell 
John M. Newel 
bnald 5. Oknrda 

Frank W. Parkinsan 
David G. Pine 
Marjorie E Popeell 
Phibip J. Qmgbidlo 
MwvinLRiw. 
Kenneth k Rich 
Fabrice L b e  
Jame~K.%ms 
Edward A. a t t c r  
Jacqueline M. Sdunger 
ngvid w. !3chmpf 
J W *  
JlNilliam 'E. Sidar 
'pbert J. S h m m n  
EdwPnd s. St419m 
Duncan A. Sman 
Ann H. Sulzberg 
Dennis G. Terez 
Ernest E Vago 
Bruce Howard Vielme J 
NeaICVillhPuer 
Thomas E wdsh 
StwenM.weJlner 
Richard B. Werner Jr. 
Ronald M. Yblles 
Charles k ken 

Donors ........................ 62 ............... Dallars .$la= 
Potthipsts~ ..-...a. 16% 
Y A m S  
pianeVDygea 
Michael Huyghue 
Reginald M. 'hwer Jr. 

PARTNERS FN LEADERSHIP 
James H. Gale 
Creighton R Magid , 
PARTlQPAllNG DONOU 
Charles E. Armstrong 
L p  Pope Bikmitr 
AndrewS.Boyce 
lmmmce5, Bu- 
HowardM. camerik 
Kendall Welch Daines 
SrouKkimDanDRines 
Je f f rey  0. Davidson 
DianeVDygert 
Levis K. Ebling 
Jason 0. Engel 
John E F1ynn 
Laura L 
Todd G. Frank 
Justin A. Gaak 
Mary Rogers Gordon 
rby W. Gondon 8 

5twcnCreene 
EnnCesM! ~ u m e s h  
5wanne E Hard 
he r r i c a  N. S. Hiutman 
Lori E Hirsch 
Max M. IiwWrga 
Gretchen J. Hudsan 
John D. Hudson 
Russell N. Johnson 
M. Elatne Johnstrm 
Winston K. Jones 
Kevin F? Kalinich 

b e  5. Kcmcy 
NegcatJb w 
C k i ~ E ~  -s!- 
DavfdA.Lub 
3Xi'RImgillM-n 
h * A .  wock 
Michd R Mlllri 
JDhnUuohP UI. 
Melanie J. Made 
Glenn D. O h m  
A. Max O h  
Jnmes W R c c h  
ElaianD.W 
Dale R R t e m  
Nonica Bid 
Tonu R b m  
Adam R o b *  
Reglnnu-uer 
Julfi M. Shrsidan 
Ndl E Siegd 
koufsws 9 ' III hMJ.L- - 
Rrginala M. Timer Jr. 
r i  s. 
J W J .  van- 
&dtyc.wbu - 
h A . W I d l  , 
john M. war , 
Lauriekwigb 

CUSSAGENT 

b c e A k e  

wauMa W BlsHOPJR C I R N  

Larry J. knncy = 
Dorm M. Da* 
Toda M. Dychem 

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP 
Scou W F o w b  
Robert M. Gmtein 
Marlene Vim Dyk 

G-M 
UgFa~Greenberg 
Crane H. Kenney 
Gary A. MacDomld 
Melfssa H. hbxmen 
Aidan J. synnou 
hhai Tao 

PARTIclPmING DONOBS 
Jennifer Zinn Andrrasen 
John C. Ashby 
Cynthia A. Baker . 
KarrnL.Barr 
EIimbedl 
Paul A. Blumenstetn 
George H. B o w  
Steven G. Bradhry 
Michael L. Brooks 
KaffnCalhounTurner . 
Timothy E Callraban 
Douglas W: camptiell 
Scott M! Campbell 

WEknd,L flhm?d09 
fsuhad J. miin- 
~~~ ; 
lttnlh1.y P. Csmr  
rh 7 
3de~mLassla 
CbrlsPlnnLthzm 3 r  

RmibwrC.l5iwr& 
David cm :.v 
John A. hiaadd 
J*E.FmFdm*n 
Tho- C. Fbahle Jr. 
David L Gomt ' 

J-A. wr 
DaddCFlanmld 
Ga11 HalTi5 Tho- 
~UaiUh~Hdmn 
Seth E Jambson 
Charlotre K J a b n  

N. petd mn 
Scott U. Yosll~ff 
bbert D. Labs 
m e y  G. Lam 
Katherine FE;agk Lauer 
F&& S. Lrln 
MdynKMnnn 
Mnrjorit W. Maqplk 
W J .  Mngbmm 
BrbJ .  Mqde 
Michael A. N d w  
J* D. ~~ 
l'adineC.a# 
Lisa M. I%ncpncci 
lRobm t! PeRy 
R o h  C Fetrulis 
Janice K. &tan-Mqby 
T q E Q u i l l  
E l l e n N o v a u b C g ~  
David A. ~ab&son 
Richard M, RosenEbnl 
David J. RowM 
~ i d r  s i l i ik -  
NicholpgJ. StPMVjdI . 
A. David stra- m 
Craig L. Sumberly 
Sheila A. Sundvall 
Nan& kThomes ,, 
E b J .  WBirmnrn 
Richard 6. &iegk , 

PA- lN WDrmSMIP 
QdiaRBcKdlq I 

Stephen w. wey 
AndquE! Endl 
P ~ Q P A T ~ N G  DONORS 
Earl J. Barnes tI ' 
E&wLch JoUiffe Bastcn 
DliY"dH. kum 
biatthcw E. &rkc 
G~o1 H, Bermnn 
David C. Browns* 
'IZlonlu A l h  Brustar 
Catherine J. , , 



i .I%Yw-J~ ; 
'--I- ' 

Embit!- 
- w W L L ~  

( ,30hnsm- 
; DcddJ.Kulr 

- st:. 
/ J o b a m  
I '- R0ba.E. lbwhmm 
; ~kwJ.- 
I R ~ & I ~ R . ~ J ~ ;  ,- 

c = i g h p R w j n  - 
j e f f r r y ~ . ~ i l i s .  - - -  
SwanLWorth 1 b y ~  -. - 

; TaddWRatmt~ 
FccbceGllS.&&& - 

~ c R ~  
m k J P  w L .  

bat1LRpmPnnog 

DaniaUa @& 
James E. S c h d h a  
Fred&& E <!3he&lfk& 
Wj, kyr&F 
~ t h E ~ % t i s  , , : 
JaneAM*ta 
h u l  G: Thmpsep 
Thomas K ' G h o h r g  
Bouce G. Tiwhmn 
Kristfn Mary Vanden 
DPmon M. Voakc 
Ruth E. 7' 

1990 . ' .  
........................ Donom @2 

Dollars ............... f 12,007 ............ ParUeipatian 15% 
QASS A G r n  
Kulnecth A* m- 
P ~ 1 N L E A D E R S N I P  
Stephen l? Gritbel 
John l? Klefn , 

P A K T I C l P ~  IlONCIRS 
Audtty J. Andemon 
Raymond E kcking ill 
J w p h  5. l k m ~  
David A. B m c h  
JeBcy J. B m  
Harold R Bum4&bs 
M . ~ r h c a r r n l l  
John k Casmeda -- 
Peter L?. C o h a  
b e l a  G. Castas 
Tmcy D. Daw 
Jmet B. Decku 
Ronald G. De 'WSuard ' 

Jmlid L El-mdf' 
hvfai,N. E s k w i  
.Erma' M. F m  
David i Reisher 
~ c o k  n. ~ e n e h  
L o i s 4 ~ ~ e s s h i  
JualdE Ciidncr 

,& 

S u a u n ~ ~  
AnbtwILHonw 
- x l l o m I W . W f t  , 
DanfclRHurlcg 
T;c-Iluado 

RJoldiaEvanmy - 8: 

JamrsB.#imrrmi ., , 
*hmA.IQela r ,  v7 

micpki KuL ., +,+, ,, , ; 
W A .  UUcy I 

C. nYlwnns rlultlm , ;- 
SandmErvlcm - 
Chrrkh4t9ldm 
m H * m  
J-C.Mdoln . 
R i d d  C. MUQ 
-Msscnga 
PctcrEMurphy .. : 
Serge D. N h  
TplaM.Aw&au 
John T. FnaDmrgins 
L i s r M . P a n o m  
!hIlbrdEPCed , 

J- J. Rdmut \ 
-. 
James T. Ristna .. , 
J a - P h i l i p p e w  - 

Michael N. hmita 
OriRaecn - -- 
Melanie Sabo 
Gail C. Suacw 
T~manrK.Scvcrwn 
Hiroo SonD 

'?Melanie H. Stein 
Roberr K 5- 

S. waiters 
Rebut G. WUson 
Kenneth A. Wiuenbug 

William J. D u b i k y  
David R. Ebemart 
Eliot S. Ephraim 
Eugene N. Feingold 
Lawrence S. Gadd 
Michelle M. Gallado 
Bruce J. GoIdna 
Brian D. Hail 
Myles R. Hansen 
Jeffrey F! Hinebaugh 
Jennifer L. Isenberg 
Daniel C. Kolb 
William C. Komaroff 
Lydia Pallas Lorrn 1 
Charles K. Maier 
Patrick E McGow 
Peter Tufty Mooncy 
Matthew L Moore 
David Newmvln 
Robat E. Norton I1 
Ger E? O'Donnell 
Ed* w. Paxson 111 
Jonathan D. Pendeton 
Mark T. Phillis 
Pedro A. Ramos 
Sharyl A. R e i n  
Neil A. Riemann 
B. Andrew Rifkin 
Thomas L. Shawsky 
Jussi F! Snellman 
Karen M. Stave 
Cormey G. Sylvester 
Charles M. Tea 111 
Hiroto Terashima 
David Michael Traitel 
Valerie J. Wald 
Sarah C. MOSS 

1992 
Drinon ........................ 56 
Dollan .................. $9,424 ............ Participation 13% 
CLASS AGENT 
~ C . z e . a r f ~ ~ ~  

PARTNEBS IN LWDERynP 
Amy A. ZPqhlin 

ADVOCATES FOR EXCEILENCE 
StUPrt G. Lazar , 
Sylvia A. Stein 

PARTICIFWING DONORS 
Ann L A n h  
Takdli Ass& 
Christopher A. EhlM 
M P v t  G. Brck 
C o m e  A. Beckwith 
Bcth A. E e M  
Thomas E. Be,, 
RandyA;Widgeman 
Henry R Cbalmers 
John E Connelly 
E h h t h  C. CQo* 
L. Andrew Coopex 
B d e y  Daniel Davis 
Kathleen L D& 

Donon ........................ 46 
Dolhn .................. $9.500 
Participation ............ 12% 
MSS AGENT 
Daniel Israel 
PAR?MRSINlEAD- 

Golleen Barney 
Jonathan h h e y  
Jane 5. Pine 
Heidi J. Stack 

ADVOCATES FOR MCaLENcE 
Reue M. Johnson 

PARTICIPATING DONORS 
JoanneUBarbup 
John R Bielema 
Tmcy BimLingham 
Bethany A. Bmtz ' 
Mary E. Bn'tton 

' Nikki J. Cpil 
Gretchen Crews Detre 
Christina R Dautsch 
Lisa A. Dunsky 
Ron D. Fmnklh 
Bany Y. *rnPFL . CynhEGilbeHson 

Martin James LaLonde 
David J. Ledemmm 
Joseph B. LeVan 
Roger s. Lucas 
Karen tibertiny W e n  
Julie Manning-Magid - , 

Susan Michele Marsch .. , 
Lance E. Mathews . , . 
Anthony J. Mavrinac _ 
Brian D. McCabe 
SQlah A. McLaren , , 
Patricia E. N e d  
David M. Saperstein 
Howard M. Sdmvi tz  
Sharon K. Seve~ance 
James I! Silk 
Ellen M. Smith 
Michelle Epstein Taigman 
Christian J. Vesper 
Gregory G. Volan 
Tracy 5. Weissman 
Paul N. Wargm 
Edward H. Williams 
Sung K. Yoon 
Yi Zhang 

1994 '* 
Donors ........................ 57 
Dollars .................. $7,400 

............ Participation 13% 
ADVOCATES FOR EXCELLENCE 

Holly M. Fridholm 
Cheryl A. Hipp 
Andrew M. Winograd 

PARTICTPATING DONORS 
Jae H. Ahn 
B. Scott Aitken 
Erika K. Appelt 

Jeffrey D- Appelt 
Steven M. Baumer 
Otto Beatly I11 
Julie A. Bedr 
Beth A. Behrend 
Jennifer L Blickenstaff 
Dean Bochner 
Cynthia L Bulan 
Linda L. Bunge 
Mark J. Carpenter 
Rachel A. Charles 
Daniel A. Cohen 
Bradley L Cohn 
Gamtt Duarte 
Nancy Engbers Falk 
Stephen T. Falk 
Daniel M. Feeney 
Noah A. Finkel 
Phoebe S. Gallagher 
Sean W. Gallagher 
Susan E Gallagher 
Heather K. Gerken 
Wendy A. Hallgren 
Rachel A. Hart 
John F! Hensien 
Armando Irizarry 
Brian J. Kelly 
Ann M. Kraemer 

This Honor Roll ~f lec l t  gifts 

Keith Lindenbaum , - 
Derek B. Lipscornbe -' 
Brenda R Little 
Jill E. Major HaLevi 
Steven E. Mellen 
Jennifer J. Nasser 
Max J. Newman 
Annemarie G. Pace 
Robert A. Pearlman 
Laura B. Redstone 
Elizabeth M. Rosenfeld 
Joel L Rubitcin 
Susan E. Shink 
Phillip J. Smith 
Donica Thomas Vamer 
Daniel S. Vamer 
Alan G. Waldbaum 
Michael L. Weissman 
Scott A. Wesaich . . 
Marga~t C. Wilson 
Roben G. W h n  
David M. Wissen 
Maki Yamada 

199s 
Donors ........................ 59 
Dollars .................. $8,905 

............ Participation 14% 
aASS AGENTS 

Adam J. Nordin 
Roopal R Shah 

ADVOCATES FOR EXCELLENCE 
Steven D. h t t  
Amy Curmer Andrews 
Roger A. Hipp 
Reem E Jishi 
Pamcia K. Jones Wmograd 

PARTICIPATING DONORS 
Andrew H. Aoki 
Katherine D. Ashley 
Anne Auten 
David L Barringer 
Scott L. Barrington 
&ncent Basulto 
Shelley E. Bemett 
Andrew F! Boucher 
Robert L Bronston 
Amy M. Brooks 
Michael A. Carrier 
Paul A. Chandler 
Linda Terry Coberly 
Stwen C. Collier 
Ellen E. Crane 
Judith G. Deedy 
Sheri L. Everson 
Aren L Fairchild 
David L Freedman* 
Daniel J. Greiner 
Murray W. Griess 
Sophia S. Hartch 
Timothy E. Hartch 
Russell J. Herron 
James D. Humphrey 11 
Nina L. Jezic 
Richard Klarman 
Cheryl A. Leanza 
Melissa A. Leonard 
Jennifer W. Lewis 

mxived July 1,2000 to June 30.2001. H.R. 23 
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Michael A. Loftis Tulesa A. Killeen Noah D. Hall Adam B. Cox 
David A. LuigS David C. Koceb Ronald E. Hall Jr. Kyle M. DeYoung Stephanie J. Clifford++++ 
Deborah L MeKenney Jessica B. Lind++ Adam D. Hanis Jason H. Ehrenberg Rachel E. Cs l re~y-  
Warren H. Mondschein Maurits J. Lu& Brian R. Hinton Eric H.'Feiler Roberts++++ 
Sophie C. Moonen Joshua D. Luskinm* Bellenden R Hutcheson Jon R. Fetterolf I Jeannine E. DelMonte 
Kevin A. Rang Neil McNabnay++ Keiko Ichiye Charlotte J. Gibson++++ h o l d  D. Dodderer 
David Rcmdeld David S. Mendel Jisoo Jang Matthew I. Hall++++ Christopher G. Even++++ 
David L Schwanz Alexandra W Miller Nancy K. Klain Judson A. Hoffman Lea E. Filippi++++ 
Brian G. Selden Robert B. Olin Julie Konneku Szeker Andrew R Isidon Carolyn J. Frantz 
Roopal R Shah Kathleen M. Orlin Kelly B. Krauss I '  David C. Kirk++++ Lisa A. Funkhouser 
Michael E Smith Suzanne J. Frysak Robert J. Lundman Richard A. Kline Jonathan G. Gordon 
Kirsten K. Solberg Chad A. Readler fsuyoshi Maruyama Paula Rae Latovick Rachel L. Hong 
A n h Z .  Spilkin 'I Matthew J. Russo++ Jason D. Menges Jonathan L. Lewis Joseph C. Huntzicker 
Rebecca E. G. Tankersley Gregory E. Schmidt++ Jonathan D. Morris+++ Paul D. Luongo Jeffrey R. Iuard 
Paul J. Tauber Daniel H. Serlin* Matthew M: Murphy Evan K. Makela Derek H. Johnson+& 
John G. Tennant Kashif Z. Sheikh++ Carrie L. Newton+++ Wendy M. Marantz++++ Catherine R. Jones++++ 
Stuart E. Thiel Shari Shepard Dimostheni Yolanda McGill++++ Glenn H. Kaminsky 
Denise Ann C. Tornliion Wendy E. Stark Papakxivopoulos David L. McKee Ihan Kim++++ 
Joseph F? Topolski Matthew J. Thomas Mark B. Puiard Christopher M. Newman Jeffrey Klain 
M. Todd Wade Kelli S. Turner* Scott D. Pomfret CMstina M. Parker++++ Kazuhim Kobayyhi 
Nicole Wade Yvette VanRiper Nicole B. Porter Emily K. Paster Rudy h i 1  ' 
Daniel A. Wentworth Nancy E. Vettorello++ Ann Reyes Robbins+++ Matthew J. Perry++++ Lloyd J. Lemmen 
James M. Wymm Jennifer S. Warren++ Sarah 0. Schrup Gina M. Perm++++ Gael D. Lindland 
Eric L &gar k h a n a  Sheshadri+++ Elliot M. RegeNtein++++ Christopher R. Liro 

1998 
Jessica M. Silbey+++ Marc L Robinson Alison B. Macdonald++++ 
Amy E. Smith 

1997 
Fadi G. Samman Alexandra T. MacKay 

Donors ........................ 56 Karin N- Stkt Mark A. Schwartr - Maria C. Moran 
.................. ........................ Donors 42 Dollan $5,647 E* R- Tavzel Aaron Caspe Singer++++ Tomosaburo Nakao 

............ .................. Dollars $4,229 Participation 14% Carmine D. Tomas David E. S m i L  Saxon S. Noh 
Participation ............ 10% - AGmT Nicole Vemysse Jessica E. Smith Sergio Osorio++++ 

CLASS AGENTS Came L Newton+++ Nemec+++ Brian M. Steinhardt Kim K.S. Pagotto 

Rebekah Eubanks Christopher L. Wendt Eric D. Swank Rachel S. Paster 
ADVOCATES FOR EXCELLENCE Tracey L. Wheeler Hardy Vieux Richard M. Assmus David D. Tad++++ Rachel E Preiser 

Susan D. Wood+++ 
PARTlClPATlNG DONORS 

Mark J. Xbaldi++++ Michael L Simes 
PARTICIPATING DONORS Amy J. Yanoff 

Todd S. Aagaard Joshua M. Wallish Nicole M. Simes 
Katherine Alldread Ching-Huei Yiou Irene L Wolfe Mark A. Smith 

Elizabeth R Bain++ Erin H. Becker Kathryn k Youel Page Zuzana J. Svihra 
Lee C. Bollinger John E. Benko Stevie J. Swanson 
Jonathan Brennan++ James S. Biie 
Je&q L. Clabum 1999 

2000 Liv N. Tabari 
Michael Bobelian ........................ Laura A. Connolly David R Bowman ~onors ........ 53  M* 'Iedesco ........................ Jason A. Grotty++ Donors 43 Dollars ........% $6,403 Steve J. Tnai 
John M. Breza ............ .................. 

Jennifer S. Ellabogen 
Dollars $4,150 Participation 12% Carla Vamer 

tvlarcia A. Bmggeman Participation ............ 13% 
Rebekah Eubanks++ Alison M. Butler ADVOCATES FOR EXCELLENCE N' Warner 

CWS AGENTS William G. Jenks Jonathan Winner-Rich Michael I? Farrell++ Vincent E. Ceccacci Jr. David Kirk Milton L. Petersen++++ Thomas C. Workman++++ Vicki B. Fishman Adam Chester 
Kristine Camron Gerard Sanjew C! Date 

Wendy Marantz Corin R Swift++++ 

Heidemarie Gregoriev h n o r  Y. Dicdican PARTICIPATING DONORS Jeannie L. Taylor++++ 
David E. Aman Jr. ++ Nannes-FbmChallenge 

Akinyale S. Harrison++ Wdliam E. Dombos PARnCIPAnNG DONORS 
Corina I? Andorfer '97 Parricipaqts 

David B. Hobbie++ Geoffrey R. E n m s  Philip M. Abelson+u +++ Namer 
Benjamin W. Jeffers++ Gregory L Epstein Michael S. Baig++++ Pamela L Alford++++ 

Jose J. Bartolomei++++ 
Paaicipants 

Meredith B. Jones++ Susan W. Foxman Carolyn Barth 
Mayssoun Bydon 

++++Beus Challekige 
Jeffrey H. Kahn Haruhiko Fujimoto Adam M. Becker Participants 
Daniel J. Kheel++ David S. Gingold Lacey S. Calhoun++++ Trevor J. Belden 

David R. Grand David B. W n  

N O ~ C E  OF CORRECTION 
< 

1999 - 2000 Annual Honor Roll of Donon 

Every effort has been made to 1936 1974 
ensure the accuracy of this WILLIAM W. BISHOP JR. CIRCLE LAYLIN K. JAMES CABINET 
rrpo~%, and the inclusion of W&am A. Groening Jr. Robat A. Nelson 
each donor who supported the 1 977 

fmmJuh l.lgg9 iE 6. w p ~  CMINET PAR?ICIPATINB DONOR 
June 30.2000. following Jack H. shula James 5. Hogs 
donors were inadv~mdy 
omitted from the 1999-2600 1857 1 882 
-4 Honor Roll puMi.&ed PARTlClPATlNB DONOR PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP 
in the LQW ~uadrrmgk ~ o t n  - Roben A. Link James A. Elgass 
Spring 2001: ' 1858 1800 

PARTNERS IN LEADERSHIP PARnClPNlN~ DONOR 
Ronald J. St. Onge Lydh R. 8. Kclley 

This Honor Roll rrIlrcts gifts received July 1.2000 to June 30,2001 



THE CLASS OF 2001 was offered the oppatiunity to participate in a unique challenge to 
direct funds to the activity of their choosing. These dollars are above and beyond the 
budget appropriated for the academic year. To participate in the Third Year Challenge, 
each student needed to commit to pledging an annual gift to the Law School during 
each of the first four years after graduation and to a class gift for the fifth year reunion. 
We are pleased to announce that the following members of the Class of ZOO1 accepted 
the challenge: 

THIRD YEAR CHALLENGE PARTICIPANTS 2000-2001 
N m i  K. Ahn Julianne M. Hanzell Brian M. Pomenmtz 
John A. Amash Amy L. H m w U  JmnifaS.PNsgk 
Katherine Y. Barnes Juan Manuel Hrnra Nmin Rao 
Thomas N. Blanchard Nathan A. Howard Blian S. Rauch 
Steven Y. Bwslcr Cham L Jain J. Paaick Raulmon 
Curtis R Capehart Mark W. Johnson Kristal D. Ray 
Jason H. b e l l  Daniel J. Kelly AsimRehman 
Beatrice S. Chandler M e h  A. Kem M i d d J .  Rkh 
Susy Chen Randall Kern Crisriua W. Ritchie 
John J. Cho Bo W Kim Coleuc Roud 
Kristin V Collins Amit A. Kurlekar M a d a D .  SPndrer 
Jean-Marc Corredor Wdliam M. Littell WvekS. Sankaran 
Thomas J. Cosgrove Thad L McCo11um Chnrlessaulino 
Amanda S. Doig Joshua A. Mc G u k  J d a  L Saulino 
Kelly M. Drake - AmanLMcLeod Neal E. samtzh 
Gregory I! Feldkamp Daniel C. Mong Bonnie B. Schroedrr 
Meredith L Flax Karl S. Nasmm Tushar Sheth 
Shelly L Fox Angela M. Ocho~ Ellen B. Stant?eld 
Matthew W. Gerke Catherine M. OConnor Crism J. Stimp 
Eva Goldstein Karl J. Paulson E g h  Kasson C Stone 
Deborah A. Haase Mark W Pletchu  me^ E- s e  

KahrillC M. Swanson 
Rgchd M. T a d  
WY J. 
c-LThaCker 
Catherhe k Thompson 
Eli&& A. h t o n  
Z a h  N. Velji 
Bonnic H. Wallta 
Nancy M- w w  
P W J .  'VIFnng 
Dennis E. Westlind 
Natalie C. Wh& 
~ e ! 5 E ~  
lllison B. W M  
chisidy A. Wurestock 
RyanH-wu 
She!ila M. za&man 

J-J. zcippr 

THE LAW SCHOOL extends special thanks to members of our student body who have 
made gifts to the Law School in the 2000-2001 fiscal year. 

STUDENTS 1 

Demian S. Ahn 
Christopher Brumm 
AnneMaria L Butzbaugh 
Melissa A. Cordner 
Ryan J. Dank 
Shannon Drain 
Shawn M. Draper 
Blake E Dunlap 
Allison A. Fink 
Nicholas B. Gorga 
Brian C. Gruber 
Nicole Haaning 
Deborah A. Haase 0 
Jonathan L. Halpern 
Julianne M. HartzellO 
Amy L. Hamell0 ' 
Nicole C. H m n  
Francesca Hogi 

Alan S. Kahn 
Sarah Kelly 
Randall S. Kern 0 
Joshua Lee 
Kamron K. Lessani 
Kendra S. Mataison 
Karl S. Nasmm 0 
Kristin A. Nehil 
Sarah M. Riley 
Michelle Schott 
Tnffany shut 
Nicole Snyder-Reinke 
Holly A. Swayze 
Elizabeth Thomcon 0 
Natalie C. Wheeler 0 
Charles E Seth Willdnsan 0 

H.R. 25 



FACULTY 
I 

1 , '  I '. 

F m d s A .  andJuneEAllen*f! E. BennettrOhL a n d A l w t l B m a r d u * E v P n ~ d  Stqmy 4 e m  i 
Alfred E and Georgia Murray C o d  Edward H. and Nancy C. Coopu l WEUhtm L Gooper and Ban& Ym I 

Rebecca S. Eisenbetg and Judah GPTber Samuel and Udb Esrep Robben and M y  Fleming Richad 4 J- Fridmm 
,Id . S F , -  

Philip M. and R m e  W Frost * Whimorr and SvqGmy * l ' h ~ m v  and Ruth Grrca. Jmld  and Tmy. lnrl *John and J m  Jaclcsonm 
I * 

Harold' and Jean Jacobson Charles d Ann Join& Dou* and UPrp Kahn * Yglc and Joan Kamlsar Thomas grid Shirley Knuper 

Frank and Patricia Kennedy Marvin Kddw and Amy R Sheon J e w  and Diane Dl* Richard hmpm Deb* ~ h a h m u d  

WLIILn. Miller and Kathkn KoeNer W k  J. and Betty K Re- * Mu. C P r i t c d  and Jom Curcn l Fhy p d  J* h m t t  

John and Dorothy Reed Donald Regan and Elizabeth Axehn Ma* W., Reimam Terrance and Inn Davis Sanddow 

SueUyn Scamecchia and stkphen Hartwell A, W. Bxian Simpson *Lloyd end Ted St. Antoine Eric md Wgbh Stein * , r Joseph and Alice W Vining Lawrence W ad Lynne A. Waggoner James Boyrj,md Mary E White ChFiscba B. and-M. ~ a y  WtrnPn *, - 

- 
FRIENDS 

'I 
Peter M. Alter Zulfiqar Amjad Herbert N. kUer Phyllis A. Bianchi Anna MPry B i i - D o p k e  Kd!+m L; %pi 

Steven B o o b  Jonathan R. Borenstein 0 Benjamin C. Bramhnun Eric Brooks J~olm Brooks Betty Captein 0 

Edward H. Chris- Marvin Cohn Lisa D. Cook Mark H. Co- Joan Cryden Vic Dawane h e  G. Duning 

Daniel H. Dickerson Loren M. Dickstein a h d e t t e  Dore Baudine W Duckett James D. Ericsoh * &of Follansbee r . 
- -  . 

Linda Frishman Rajesh Gangadharan Lola Goldring Judith Goren 5kge Gmtch Lyn Graziani Willigm A. and Helen Lnuise Gregory .I 

Marjorie C. Griffi 0 Mallory A. Harris David B. Hecker Florence Massncr Hinks * Thomas G. Holt Aamn Horwltz * SamudJ. Horwitz 

Margaret Howder Mark L. Kahn Roben Kannel Laura U King James E. Knox Jean B. LeGm HeIen M. L e v  Tkd A. Levy -- - 
Richard lininger Elliot D. Luby 5. Edward Mader  Marc Mamar0 Domthy H. Mazer Mary S. M~~EJS E ~ J U  J. Millenson 

Bruce A. Miller. Stuart Miller t James H. Mulchay Carol L. Nicolai Conine A. Nothrnan Kathy A. O h  0 J U ~ @ & - ? ?  Oldham 

Peter R Parisi Bemice Price Joy G. Raywid Martin I. Mgm hkn Resnick Patricia A. Richardj, * Gerald J. Rifbdm'* \t 

Ema H. Rodgets Eileen Rodner Christine F. Fbky Gerald Mark Rosberg Charles M. Ryan R i W  schmekzer Tom Searon 

Reuben Shorn Scott S h e r  Anne SibereU Sheldon D. Stem b o  !kgeno a Msrrha M. S p o t t  Fhderic B. Bml@ * . 

Ann C. Thompson B a b  H. Thompson Mary E h t o n  1- Tienda--Rumbaut Bonnie B. Tucker Reginald L Tudfer S c h o M p  Fund 

Steven I. Victor Cyole Weiner Richard J. Wiesner and Louise R. W m e r  Kathie Wilder Gcmude Wumkes I 

ESTATES I 

Menefee D. Blackwell Estate Clifton G. Dyer Estate Gerald B. Hatch Trust Gordon Heuschen Estate Hugh C. J p h  Estate 

Donald E Nash Trust George X. Simonetta Trust l George C. Willson III Ertate 



HONOR 
R Q u  

WE ARE G R ATEFU L to the fums, companies, corporations and foundations 
for their support. We also thank our graduates who together with their 
employers increase their level of support through matdung gifts. 
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shared SOL ..,.... ng ' 

I 
, PHOTOS BY GREGON FOX AND MARTIN VLOETAJNMRSITI  OF MICHIGAN PHOTO SERVICES 

I 

AS shock gave way to am- and the 
&pact of the attacks of S q t e d ~ ~  I1 
to settle onto us lihce the smoke and debris of 

the World Tmde Center, the Law School 
community assembled the mxt day in the 
Lslw Qlldran& to mourn, to contemplate, 

and to a~similate the tragedy into lives 
that must continue. Speaking briefly, 

Dean Jeffrey S. Lehmm, '81, sahk 
We each have experienced the tragedy of the 

pmt 28 hours in our own ways. 
W e e a c h h q w u w n p m s o n a l ~  

to New York and Was-. 
We each have our own persod style of 

coping with sadness and pain. 
N o l l ~ l o f u s c a n o f f e r a r r n i v e r s a l ~ t o  

understand what has happened. 
And yet we have all shred so- 

Our emotions h beem touched in very 
personal, very individual ways. But not in 
isolation. We are all living these days here, 
in some important sense, part of a family 
When we look away from the televisicm or 
the computer monitur, we see each other. 

We are sharing a profound sadness. And we 
are sharing a struggle to figure out how to 
appropriately integrate yesterday's events 

into our lives today and tomofiow and begolrrE 
Hence, this moment of silence. It is 
intended to seme four purposes: 

- h 

It is a h  all intended to show our 
common sympathy for the victims of the 

attacks, and for their loved ones. 
It is intended to show support for each 
other as we find ourselves within this 

community of sorrow and hope. 
It is intended to recognirr;e the fact that we 
are experiencing emotions that are not 

reducible to wards. 
It is intended to show d t y .  

W e  will now begin two minutes 
of shamd silence. 
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