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For several decades now, the Law Center has 

adopted five-year plans to guide the develop-

ment of the school. These plans involve wide-

ranging discussions among faculty and adminis-

trators, and they take more than a year to craft. 

The last strategic plan (2004-2009) called for at-

tention to transnational programs and leveraging 

our position in the nation’s capital.  In the course 

of implementing that plan, we opened our Center 

for Transnational Legal Studies in London, cre-

ated study-abroad opportunities at law schools on 

three continents, added an innovative program 

in our first-year curriculum (Week One: Law in a Global Context),  launched new 

LL.M. programs (including a first-of-its-kind joint degree on global health with the 

Graduate Institute in International Studies in Geneva), and created the position of 

associate dean for transnational legal studies. On the domestic front, faculty estab-

lished a number of centers and institutes — in health law, human rights, national 

security, climate change, and the study of the legal profession — that bridge the 

academy and the professional and policy worlds of D.C. 

The five-year plan just put into place builds on these developments and also 

takes the Law Center in new directions. Some of the plan’s most interesting aspects 

are curricular innovation and support for social justice programs. I will talk more 

in a future issue about curriculum changes, which urge a fundamental rethinking 

of the third year of law school — making it a transitional year to the practice of law 

— and calling for courses and pedagogy that focus on collaborative and experiential 

learning, aptitude in the exercise of judgment, professionalism and the lawyer’s role 

in the legal profession.

But in this issue I’d like to highlight another crucial recommendation of the 

plan — that we teach Georgetown students to “recognize injustice and appreciate 

the ability and responsibility of lawyers to respond.” The Law Center has always been 

pre-eminent in this area, drawing on our Jesuit legacy and our location in the nation’s 

capital. But with our new five-year plan we rededicate ourselves to this mission.

Pursuing justice is critical to the plan’s call for enhancement of the Law 

Center’s public interest programs. We are justly proud of the tens of thousands of 

hours that our students have devoted to pro bono and community service activities. 

We are equally proud of our top-ranked clinical program, summer public intern-

ships and post-graduate fellowships. In this issue we highlight a sampling of these 

programs.

But even as we share our successes we recognize that we can — and should — 

do more. We acknowledge the primacy of financial aid in achieving our goals and, as 

always, we welcome your thoughts on these programs as we go forward. Our goal is 

bold: to maximize the good that our students, faculty, staff and alumni can do in the 

world. This aspiration is central to the past, present and future of the Law Center.

Sincerely,

T. Alexander Aleinikoff

Dean of the Law Center

Executive Vice President, Law Center Affairs

Letter from the Dean

On June 4, 1979, Bruce 
Blume, then a George-

town Law 2L working for 
former Sen. Warren Magnu-
son, D-Wash., made a crucial 
decision. He decided to have 
breakfast at a small cafeteria 
in the Russell Senate Office 
Building.

“It was eight o’clock in 
the morning ... and I was just 
sitting there reading the paper, 
in a booth, and he sat right 

in front of me and kept looking at me,” says Bruce’s wife, 
Ann, then a Cornell University graduate working for former 
Sen. Bob Packwood, R-Ore. “I’m thinking, what is this 
guy doing, and he says, ‘Excuse me, can I read the sports 
section?’”

There wasn’t much sports coverage in the daily New
York Times then, but the incident was still, in Ann’s 
words, the start of a “very long and happy relationship.” 
The couple married and moved to Seattle where Bruce, 
a lawyer-turned-developer and Seattle native, started the 
Blume Company, a commercial real estate group. Nearly 
three decades and five children later, they reconnected 
with Georgetown when their son Max (B’08) was recruited 
by the university to play soccer. Max graduated from the 
McDonough School of Business in 2008.

Being a Hoya parent gave the Blumes a whole new 
appreciation for the school. Opportunities to meet their 
son’s college friends were limited in Seattle, so they gave a 
small dinner party in D.C. every year on parents’ weekend. 
Bruce has served on the Board of Visitors since 2005 and 
has shared his insight in a Law Center Real Estate Group. 
In 2003, the couple established the Bruce and Ann Blume 
Scholarship Fund for law students with demonstrated 
financial need.

“What really distinguishes Georgetown in my mind is 
its grounding in the notion of social justice, the commit-
ment to think beyond the traditional boundaries of law and 
to truly dedicate itself to service and those in need,” says 
Bruce. “I’m very proud of that, and consider it an honor to 
be a part of it.”

Ann says that what her husband took away from 
Georgetown is the idea of giving back to the community 
that you’re a part of: “Giving back to Georgetown is a 
natural commitment, and a scholarship is just a great thing 
to help with.”

After graduating from Georgetown Law in 1980, clerk-
ing for a federal judge and trying his hand at the law firm 
life, Bruce had quickly decided to move into a field in 
which he felt more comfortable — namely, real estate de-
velopment. “I came from entrepreneurial roots; my parents 
and grandparents were small independent businesspeople 
in Seattle, and I think I treasured the freedom and indepen-
dence and creativity that I saw and experienced, watching 
them growing up,” says Bruce.

For those reasons, he relishes his life as the chairman 
and CEO of the company he founded in 1982 — a com-
pany that counts among its tenants the Bill and Melinda 
Gates Foundation. (It was his law degree, his wife says, that 
gave him the credibility and the know-how to take such a 
step while still in his twenties.)

And while Bruce agrees that the present economic cli-
mate is like nothing seen before, he’s optimistic that things 
in real estate are slowly coming back to life. “Those green 
shoots are barely popping out of the soil at this point,” he 
says.

It’s an apt description, coming from someone with a 
keen interest in environmental sustainability as well as 
development. “The old notion that sustainability and green 
thinking were overly expensive ways to do business, that’s 
really been turned on its head,” he says, adding that there’s 
no longer much of a cost differentiation between build-
ings that are LEED-certified and those that aren’t, in part 
because building codes have evolved to the point where 
energy efficiency is not only desirable but required. Bruce 
even serves as president of the Seattle Parks Foundation, 
which works to enhance and improve the green spaces in 
the city. 

The Blumes also include among their causes SightLife, 
a corneal transplant tissue recovery and distribution center 
that is working to restore sight to visually impaired persons 
globally. The couple once traveled to Nairobi, Kenya, with 
their five children — Max, now 23; Rebecca, 21; Jake, 18; 
Scooter, 15; and Libbie, 11 — to discuss the possibility 
of opening the first eye bank on the African continent. In 
many respects, theirs is a life that’s connected to the world 
in much the same way as Georgetown Law.

“Georgetown Law is such a fantastic global institution 
and continues to grow as a world leader...” says Bruce. “It’s 
really opened up a window of opportunity for us to learn 
and to try to live a mission of service to others.”

    By Ann W. Parks

Spotlight:
Bruce (L’80) and Ann Blume
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Christopher Brummer

a.B. 1997 
Washington university, st. Louis

Ph.d. 2001
university of Chicago

J.d. 2004
Columbia

ExPEriEnCE and aFFiLiations
associate attorney at Cravath, swaine & moore,  
new york and London

assistant professor, vanderbilt Law school

academic Fellow, office of international affairs,  
securities and Exchange Commission

CoursEs
international Finance and regulation  
Globalization and systemic risk seminar

rEPrEsEntativE PuBLiCations
“Post-american securities regulation” (work in progress)

“Federalization’s Competitive Edge: Corporate Law Preemption in 
an age of Global Capital markets,” 81 Southern California Law 
Review 1067 (2008)

“stock Exchanges and the new market for securities Law,”  
75 University of Chicago Law Review 1435 (2008)

Chris Brummer lights up whatever 
room he enters. He is all enthusiasm 

— for his scholarship, for his teaching, for 
your scholarship, for your teaching, for the 
legal academy, for business law practice, 
for new developments in regulation, for 
the ideas in the paper being given at lunch 
today, and for joining the Georgetown Law 
faculty.  When Chris comes in, we senior 
academics feel just a bit rejuvenated.

Chris is a corporate law academic in 
every sense of the word. He honed his 
academic side at the University of Chicago, 
where he earned a Ph.D. in German. And, 
although he is an accomplished student of 
German literature, he produced a thesis ad-
dressing the politics and culture of imperial 
Germany’s colonial venture in southwest 
Africa. Chris then set out on a classic 
corporate course, going to Columbia Law, 
serving on its law review and then moving 
on to the Cravath firm, where he paid his 
dues doing public debt and equity offerings 
and M&A work. He started teaching law at 
Vanderbilt, where he earned plaudits from 
his students and quickly established him-
self as one of the country’s leading young 
corporate and securities law scholars.  

His academic enterprise is interna-
tional. He teaches international business 
transactions as well as securities regula-

tion, and brings the two areas together in 
his writing. He focuses on the relation-
ships among global securities markets 
and regulators, a subject long traversed by 
legal academics that has become a primary 
concern of market regulators. In a series 
of innovative papers he has brought a 
first-class theoretical facility to bear on this 
very complex stretch of regulatory territory.  
He has shown how changes in the global 
regulatory environment have followed from 
changes in the microstructure of the trad-
ing markets and the concomitant appear-
ance of global liquidity. Now that federal 
securities regulators labor under keen com-
petitive pressures, he suggests it is time to 
revise a longstanding theoretical model that 
depicts state law as an exemplar of market 
responsiveness and federal regulation as an 
exemplar of unbridled government power.

  Chris is not a professor who is content 
to see the world from his office, quietly 
reading, contemplating and commenting. 
He served as an academic fellow in the 
Security and Exchange Commission’s Of-
fice of International Affairs, thereby getting 
an inside look at the regulatory world he 
analyzes in his writing. He emerged with a 
paradigm-smashing paper on the subject of 
cross-border regulatory cooperation. And 
his project is still only at an early stage.  

New Faculty Join the Law Center
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Chris Brummer wins you over with his 
open spirit. He is always out there engaging 
the world, learning more as he experiences 
new people and places. You wonder where 
he gets the time. He already knows the le-
gal academy well, and is a keen and astute 
observer of its ways and means. But he very 
much goes his own way. So maybe it is no 
surprise that his path has brought him to 
Georgetown. Even so, it was a great day for 
us when it did.   

By Bill Bratton

Laura Donohue

a.B. 1991
dartmouth

m.a. 1993
university of ulster

Ph.d. 1998
university of Cambridge

J.d. 2007
stanford Law school

ExPEriEnCE and aFFiLiations
Law clerk to Judge John t. noonan, 9th Circuit Court of appeals

Fellow, Constitutional Law Center, stanford Law

Fellow, Center for international security and Cooperation

Fellow, John F. Kennedy school of Government, harvard

CoursEs
national security Law

rEPrEsEntativE PuBLiCations
The Cost of Counterterrorism: Power, Politics, and Liberty,  
Cambridge university Press (2008)

Counter-Terrorist Law and Emergency Powers in the United 
Kingdom 1922-2000, irish academic Press (2000)

The Evolution and Devolution of Quarantine Law (work in 
progress)

When Laura Donohue was a freshman 
at Dartmouth College, a professor 

told her that Homer is a lot better in the 
original Greek than in translation.     

So she learned Greek and read the Iliad. 

Then she studied Latin, as a sideline to 
being a pre-med student, philosophy major 
and varsity volleyball player. As Tom Stop-
pard might say in stage directions for one of 
his plays: “Let that be her character note.” 

 Boundlessly energetic, full of ideas, 
warm-hearted and intensely involved in 
whatever she does, Laura is an internation-
ally recognized expert on counterterrorism 
and national security. She holds a Ph.D. in 
history from Cambridge University, where 
she wrote her first book, Counter-Terrorist 
Law and Emergency Powers in the United 
Kingdom 1922-2000 (Irish Academic Press, 
Ltd., 2007). Her second book, The Cost of 
Counterterrorism, was published in 2008 
by Cambridge University Press and led to 
radio interviews, speeches at the Common-
wealth Club and Google’s “authors@google” 
series, and a Constitution Project sympo-
sium on her work.  

 Laura explains that her interest in 
security studies began when she visited 
Northern Ireland during “the Troubles.” 
Pursuing graduate research in Derry, she 
interviewed paramilitaries, constitutionalist 
politicians and security force members. She 
met most of her contacts in pubs, where 
she played competitive trivia matches (and, 
in the process, won 96 cans of ale). Her 
research became deeply personal when 
she learned that a friend’s father had been 
killed by a terrorist bomb. The question of 
what draws people into terrorism, and how 
the state responds — and ought to respond 
— became central to her work.

After her Ph.D., Laura became a fellow 
at Harvard’s Kennedy School and got her 
law degree at Stanford. She has held post-
degree fellowships at Stanford and Cam-
bridge universities, and recently became 
a life member of the Council on Foreign 
Relations. She comes to Georgetown after 
clerking for Judge John T. Noonan on the 
9th Circuit. At Georgetown, she will work 
on security issues in managing pandemics, 
including policy on bioterrorism. And she 
will continue a very different book project: 
a children’s book she is co-authoring with 
one of her two young daughters. Laura ad-
mits to having forgotten some of her Greek, 
but in the meantime she learned Turkish to 
talk with her mother-in-law, and her future 
research includes a study of documents in 

the Ottoman archives, in order to re-tell 
the story of the birth of international law.

 Laura is delighted to be at Georgetown. 
“I felt like a full person interviewing at 
Georgetown. People wanted to talk about my 
work, but they also talked about music, the 
school systems, emerging technologies, the 
books we were reading. When we discussed 
research, people challenged my arguments to 
make them stronger.”  For our part, the law 
faculty is thrilled to have this dynamic and 
accomplished scholar joining us.

By David Luban

miChaeL Doran

B.a. 1988
Wesleyan 

J.d. 1991
yale

ExPEriEnCE and aFFiLiations
associate professor, university of virginia school of Law

affiliated scholar, the urban institute

CoursEs
taxation 
Property

rEPrEsEntativE PuBLiCations
“managers, shareholders, and the Corporate double tax,”  
95 Virginia Law Review (2009)

“tax Penalties and tax Compliance,” 46 Harvard Journal on 
Legislation (2009)

“intergenerational Equity in Fiscal Policy reform,” 61 Tax Law 
Review 241 (2008)

Professor Michael Doran comes to 
Georgetown from the University of 

Virginia Law School with a wealth of expe-
rience in taxation and particular expertise 
regarding employee compensation and 
retirement income.   

In 1992, after graduating from Yale 
Law School and clerking for Federal 

C
o

u
rt

Es
y

 u
n

iv
Er

si
ty

 o
F 

v
ir

G
in

ia

C
o

u
rt

Es
y

 C
is

a
C



F a c u lt y  n o t e s

4 F a l l / W i n t e r  2 0 0 9   •   G e o r G e t o W n  l a W

District Court Judge I. Leo Glasser, Pro-
fessor Doran joined the highly regarded 
Washington, D.C., law firm of Caplin and 
Drysdale and became a partner in 1999. 
Two stints at the Department of the Trea-
sury Office of Tax Policy punctuated his 
tenure at Caplin and Drysdale. From 1998 
to 1999, he served as attorney adviser, 
writing regulations governing the treat-
ment of IRAs and qualified pension plans 
and advising a special interdepartmental 
task force on social security reform. From 
2002 to 2004, he returned to the Office 
of Tax Policy as deputy to the benefits tax 
counsel. 

In the fall of 2005, Attorney Doran 
became Professor Doran at the University 
of Virginia Law School, where he taught 
courses in taxation, property, employee 
benefits and social security. His scholar-
ship delves into a wide range of tax issues.  
“Tax Penalties and Tax Compliance,” in the 
Harvard Journal on Legislation, explores 
how tax penalties function to define tax 
compliance and proposes reformed stan-
dards of conduct for taxpayers, tax prac-
titioners and government officials. “Man-
agers, Shareholders, and the Corporate 
Double Tax,” in the Virginia Law Review, 
argues that the substantial heterogeneity 
of interests among managers, shareholders 
and others explains the stubborn persis-
tence of the double tax on corporate-share-
holder income. Professor Doran has also 
written about intergenerational equity and 
the tax legislative process and is currently 
researching the effect of legislative proce-
dures on substantive policy. In connection 
with his research, Professor Doran is an 
affiliated scholar at the Urban Institute, a 
Washington, D.C., think tank.  

Before attending Yale Law, Professor 
Doran graduated from Wesleyan University, 
where he majored in ancient and political 
philosophy. He and his wife live in Bethes-
da, Maryland, with their two sons, ages 16 
and 13, and their daughter, age 10. 

 By Stephen Cohen 

howarD sheLanski

B.a. 1986
haverford College

J.d. 1992
university of California at Berkeley, school of Law (Boalt hall)

Ph.d. 1993
university of California at Berkeley, department of Economics

ExPEriEnCE and aFFiLiations
Chief Economist, Federal Communications Commission

senior Economist, President’s Council of Economic advisers

associate, Kellogg, huber, hansen, todd & Evans, Washington, d.C.

Law clerk to Justice antonin scalia, u.s. supreme Court

CoursEs
antitrust

rEPrEsEntativE PuBLiCations
Antitrust Law, Policy, and Procedure: Cases, Materials, Problems 
(6th edition), with thomas sullivan and herbert hovenkamp, 
forthcoming, Lexisnexis

“merger analysis and the treatment of uncertainty: should We 
Expect Better?” with michael Katz, Antitrust L. J. (2007) 

“network neutrality: regulating with more Questions than 
answers,” 6 Journal on Telecommunications and High Tech  
Law, 23 (2007)

In a year or so Georgetown Law will 
have the good fortune of adding to its 

faculty one of the most outstanding teach-
ers and scholars in the country. Professor 
Howard Shelanski, whose interests focus 
on antitrust and regulation and whose 
professional career has spanned academia, 
government service and law practice, is 
scheduled to leave his present position 
as professor of law and co-director of the 
Berkeley Center for Law and Technology 
at the University of California and join 
the Georgetown faculty.  His presence at 
Georgetown will be delayed because he 
will serve next year as deputy director of 
the Bureau of Economics at the Federal 
Trade Commission.

Professor Shelanski is one of those 
remarkable people whose interests and 
career span multiple subjects and multiple 
spheres of activity. With respect to govern-
ment, Howard has served as chief econo-
mist at the Federal Communications Com-
mission, senior economist on the Council 
of Economic Advisers, and as noted will 
soon be deputy director at the Federal 
Trade Commission’s Bureau of Economics, 
responsible for directing economic analysis 
related to the agency’s antitrust investiga-
tions and enforcement actions. 

Prior to the launch of his academic 
career, Professor Shelanski served as a law 
clerk to Judge Steven Williams on the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit and 
Judge Louis Pollak of the U.S. District 
Court in Philadelphia. He capped his clerk-
ship activities with a year as a law clerk 
to Justice Antonin Scalia. With respect to 
law practice, Professor Shelanski was an 
associate at the Washington, D.C., law firm 
of Kellogg, Huber, focusing on telecommu-
nications, antitrust and general litigation.  

“Prolific” hardly serves to characterize 
fully his publications — a long list of books 
and articles on competition policy, telecom-
munications and patent and copyright law. 
His focus has been on U.S. law enforce-
ment, but he has also written about en-
forcement in the European Union.  In his 
co-authored work, his collaborators have 
been among the most prominent scholars 
in the field.

By all accounts, Professor Shelanski is 
an exceptional teacher. I have participated 
with him on panels on various occasions 
and can testify that he is knowledgeable, 
articulate and fun to be with. On the 
several occasions when we participated in 
the same panel, or I listened from the audi-
ence, two things struck me immediately. 
First, he is balanced and moderate in the 
way he addresses issues (the opposite of 
doctrinaire), and he has a way of making 
the most complicated issues understand-
able and clear.  
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phiLomiLa tsoukaLa

LL.B. 1999
aristotle university of thessaloniki

LL.m. 2002
harvard Law

s.J.d. 2008
harvard

ExPEriEnCE and aFFiLiations
visiting assistant Professor, university of texas at  
austin school of Law, Emerging scholars Program

Byse Fellow, harvard Law

teaching Fellow, harvard university

CoursEs
Family Law 
Legal Justice  
seminar on Family and the market

rEPrEsEntativE PuBLiCations
Beyond Formalism in Greek Legal Thought: Rethinking the History 
of Family Law, in progress

“Gender and the Law: notes for a Conversation,” in Gendering 
Transformations, university of Crete Press (forthcoming)

“Cary Becker, Legal Feminism and the Costs of moralizing Care,” 
Columbia Journal of Gender and the Law (forthcoming)

As a child growing up in the old Otto-
man city of Thessaloniki, Philo didn’t 

know that the history layered in that urban 
landscape would one day become the basis 
of an academic career. Yet the seeds of an 
intellectual interest were there. “I always 
felt there were things lurking just under 
the surface of the city that I wanted to 
explore.” Ironically, it was coming to study 
in the United States that allowed her to 
discover her native city and country.

Philo attended the Aristotle University 
of Thessaloniki, studying law because it 
was the closest thing to a liberal arts educa-
tion available at the undergraduate level in 
Greece. She went to Paris to get a masters 
degree in constitutional and administra-
tive law, but found herself disappointed by 
academic law there. Thinking she would 

Bi
LL

 P
Et

ro
s

Joshua C. teiteLBaum

B.a. 1993
Williams College

J.d. 1997
harvard

m.a. 2007
Cornell

Ph.d. 2009 (expected)
Cornell

ExPEriEnCE and aFFiLiations
visiting assistant Professor, Cornell Law school

associate, Cahill Gordon & reindel, new york

Law clerk to Judge richard m. Berman, u.s. district Court,  
southern district of new york

CoursEs
Law and Economics Workshop 
deals: the Economics of structuring transactions

rEPrEsEntativE PuBLiCations
“are risk Preferences stable across Contexts? Evidence from 
insurance data,” with L. Barseghyan and J. Prince, working  
paper (2009)

“allocation rules and the stability of mass tort Class actions,”  
working paper (2008)

“a unilateral accident model under ambiguity,” 36 Journal of 
Legal Studies 431 (2007)

After earning his J.D. from Harvard, 
Joshua Teitelbaum clerked for the 

Hon. Richard M. Berman of the United 
States District Court for the Southern Dis-
trict of New York and practiced corporate 

law at Cahill Gordon & Reindel in New 
York for five years. These are impressive 
accomplishments by any standards.

Yet Josh’s decision to leave the practice 
of law for legal academia was an easy one. 
His passion for research and teaching was 
sparked during his undergraduate studies 
at Williams College and later at law school. 
A course in law and economics piqued his 
interest in economics and his appreciation 
of it as a powerful set of tools he could 
envision using to analyze law. His time as a 
teaching assistant during law school whet-
ted his appetite for working with students. 
All of these experiences compelled him, 
after a few years of law practice and his 
clerkship, to head to Cornell University to 
pursue a doctorate in economics.

Josh’s interdisciplinary studies perfectly 
positioned him to use the rigors of eco-
nomics to better understand law and legal 
institutions. His research spans a variety of 
topics, including the necessity of judicial 
term limits, the impact of allocation rules 
on the stability of mass tort class actions, 
the stability of risk preferences across con-
texts and the impact of ambiguity on the 
efficiency of tort law. 

While the road is long to master either 
formal economic modeling or empirical 
methods, Josh has managed in just a few 
short years to excel at both. He has already 
made substantial contributions to the field 
of law and economics — publishing as a 
student in top journals — and many more 
are sure to follow.

Josh is looking forward to moving to 
Washington this summer with his wife, 
Vanessa, and their two children, Katherine 
and David. After living in the small town of 
Ithaca for the last several years, he is espe-
cially eager to spend some evenings enjoy-
ing the opera and symphony. Home Court 
regulars will be happy to learn that Josh 
plays tennis, golf and, most importantly, 
basketball! I have a feeling that Congress’s 
winning streak is about to come to an end. 

By Kathryn Zeiler
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Howard doesn’t start at Georgetown for 
over a year, so I regard this as fair notice 
that students ought to start thinking about 
admission to his classes. As soon as the 
word gets around about his background, 
scholarship and skills, you can rest assured 
that his classes will be oversubscribed. 

By Robert Pitofsky
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practice law, she applied to do an LL.M. 
at Harvard in antitrust and intellectual 
property.  It was during her LL.M. that 
Philo took a seminar entitled “Sex,” taught 
by Janet Halley. It was that seminar that 
reignited her interest in academia because 
she saw new possibilities in it.  

“I realized that legal academia in the 
U.S. is really different. You can read Si-
mone de Beauvoir in law school.” After that 
seminar her studies took a new direction, 
and she began to master critical and femi-
nist theory, acquiring a new set of lenses 
through which to look at law.

It was her dissertation for an S.J.D. at 
Harvard that led her to reconsider both 
Thessaloniki and Greece, and what Philo 
calls the “double-think that existed in 
Greek identity, where the Ottoman past is 
everywhere evident but always glossed over 
by the Greek national narrative.” Her topic 
was the role of family law in constructing a 
Greek national identity, as well as the dis-
tributional and institutional consequences 
of that construction of the national. As 
Philo puts it,  “I left Greece but rediscov-
ered it here. The dissertation was a way of 
reconstructing Greece for myself.”

More recently Philo has been engaging 
with the debates in the United States over 
the remuneration of care work and the dis-
tributional consequences of marriage. Her 
expertise in comparative family law has also 
earned her a spot as a co-author, alongside 
Mitt Regan and Judy Areen, of their leading 
family law casebook. In her free time, Philo 
plays the piano, does yoga and swims. 

By Naomi Mezey 

Editor’s Note:
We learned of Professor Melissa Henke’s 
appointment too late to include her profile 
here. Look for it in the spring issue.

Professor Emma Coleman 
Jordan has agreed to serve 
on the federal nominating 
commission for the District of 
Columbia with the responsibil-
ity of advising Del. Eleanor 
Holmes Norton, D.-D.C., on 
U.S. district judges, the U.S. 
attorney and other federal law 
enforcement officials.

Professor Philip Schrag has 
been appointed to the newly en-
dowed Delaney Family Profes-
sorship in Public Interest Law. 
Schrag, who recently stepped 
down as director of the Public Interest 
Law Scholars program, is a director of the 
Center for Applied Legal Studies and has 
been a longtime advocate for students who 
wish to pursue public interest law. John 
Delaney (L’88) is co-founder, chairman and 
chief executive officer of CapitalSource 
Inc., a commercial lending, banking and 
asset management business, and April 
McClain-Delaney (L’89) is the Washington 
director for Common Sense Media, over-
sees the Delaney Family Foundation and is 
on the Law Center Board of Visitors. “This 
professorship is a well-deserved honor,” said 
Aleinikoff. “We are deeply grateful to April 
McClain-Delaney and John Delaney for 
their generosity in endowing the profes-
sorship and for their outstanding service 
to Georgetown.” Schrag will be formally 
installed in a ceremony.

Associate Dean and Professor Robin West 
received the James Boyd White Award from 
the Association of Law, Culture and the 
Humanities in recognition of her scholarly 
contributions in these fields. She received 
the honor at Suffolk University in Boston 
on April 4. The James Boyd White Award, 
the Association’s highest award, is given to 
“recognize and honor the originality and 
excellence of a contribution to the field and 
acknowledge our indebtedness for a com-
mitment to the interdisciplinary study of 
law, culture and the humanities.”

Awards and Recognition

senior assistant Dean everett Bellamy

IN MeMoRIaM:

adjunct Professor Kenneth C. Bass iii 

passed away on monday, april 27, after 

a battle with cancer.  Professor Bass had 

taught his appellate Practice seminar at 

the Law Center since 1994. he was senior 

counsel at sterne, Kessler, Goldstein & Fox. 

On April 13, the Law Center community 
honored Senior Assistant Dean Everett 
Bellamy for his 30 years of service to 
Georgetown Law. Bellamy, who is a senior 
assistant dean for J.D. programs, was 
praised by Dean Alex Aleinikoff and by 
students and colleagues alike. Of Bellamy’s 
service to the Barrister’s Council, Tyree 
Jones (L’86) said, “[h]is energy inspired and 
motivated us.” Bellamy was also inducted 
into the Washington Bar Association’s Hall 
of Fame (pictured above) on June 18. 

Adjunct Professor Gary Guzy was nomi-
nated to be deputy director of the Council 
of Environmental Quality.

Lauren Dubin, the director of Public 
Interest and Government Careers in the 
Office of Public Interest and Community 
Service, was honored with the 2009 Award 
of Distinction for Leadership and Public 
Service by NALP — the Association for 
Legal Career Professionals — on April 3. 

Michael S. Frisch, ethics counsel and 
adjunct professor, was appointed to a 
three-year term of service on the Advisory 
Committee on Admissions and Grievances 
of the United States Court of Appeals for 
the District of Columbia Circuit. Frisch 
was also recognized by Georgetown Law’s 
Supreme Court Institute for participating 
in 12 moot court arguments this year.
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Global military 
spending tops 

$1.3 trillion a year, 
a quarter of which 
is devoted to arma-
ments production. 
It’s no wonder, then, 
that the 20th cen-
tury saw more than 
100 million warfare-

related deaths. Throughout history, much 
of the “progress” in weapons production 
has happened during unique moments in 
time when shifts in technology, leadership 
and other factors have come together to 
produce rapid and transformative change. 
The invention of the six-foot-long yew long-
bow in the mid-14th century was such a 
moment (it allowed the vastly outnumbered 
English to overtake the French and was the 
turning point of the Hundred Years War), 
as was the development of precision-guided 
munitions that resulted, for example, in 
the United States destroying two strategic 
bridges in North Vietnam during the wan-
ing days of the Vietnam War. 

“The introduction of precision-guided 
aerial bombs in 1972 was a discontinuity 
— an abrupt break with the prior technol-
ogy — and it inaugurated distinctly new 
military capabilities and helped reform the 
way modern wars would be fought,” says 
Professor David Koplow in his book Death 
by Moderation: The U.S. Military’s Quest for 
“Useable”  Weapons (Cambridge, 2009), due 
out in November.  

These moments of change are known 
as revolutions in military affairs (or RMA 
in military-acronym speak). The RMA in 
which we currently find ourselves is unique 
in recorded history, because the shift in 
weapons are to those “noticeably less pow-
erful, less deadly, and less destructive than 
the systems they are designed to supple-
ment or replace,” Koplow writes. “This 
development — the conscious pursuit of 
paradigm-shifting armaments that are in-
tended to inflict reduced levels of violence 
— is remarkable, counter-intuitive, and 
contrary to the general trend of military 

history. For the first time, we are directing 
our defense laboratory wizardry along the 
azimuth of self-restraint, and it is important 
to tease out the reasons why this odd sort 
of revolution is occurring, and what its 
implications might be.”

Koplow does just that in his new book. 
He discovers, for example, that one of the 
reasons for the change is that the old ways 
aren’t working anymore: “From the jungles 
of Vietnam to the sands of Palestine to the 
collapse of the U.S.S.R., qualitative domi-
nance in sophisticated military hardware 
has failed to translate into effective control 
of the situation on the ground.” 

Another explanation is that in an age of 
televised warfare, precision is paramount. 
By some accounts, almost 90 percent of the 
casualties in today’s wars are non-combat-
ants, Koplow says, so “the desire to exercise 
some modicum of restraint is essential.” 
But it is ultimately the desire to fight ef-
fectively — and to use weapons deftly and 
specifically — that explains the current 
RMA. In short, a less lethal weapon is a 
more useable weapon.

This historical leap is not from any top-
down plan, Koplow says, but rather from 
a confluence of new technology, includ-
ing precision-guided munitions, low-yield 
nuclear weapons, “smart” anti-personnel 
land mines that become inoperable after a 
short period of time, anti-satellite weapons 
that generate no outer space debris when 
they operate against a target, and non-
lethal weapons designed to disrupt a target 
without obliterating it.

“This pursuit of reduced-power weap-
onry is manifestly not a system-wide or 
rationally-calculated response,” Koplow 
writes. “Yet at the same time, it is surely 
not just a coincidence that the same sort of 
remarkable, historically-anomalous trend 
is emerging. ... Something peculiar is going 
on here, something that runs contrary to 
the general trends of military history, and 
something that responds to the unique 
threats and opportunities we confront in 
the 21st century.”

In Death by Moderation, Koplow ana-

lyzes a trend that’s been thousands of years 
in the making. And he does so with great 
skill and sensitivity. 

✲ 

Whether a 
refugee seeking 

asylum in the United 
States can convince 
an asylum officer or 
immigration judge 
to let them stay is 
often a matter of life 
and death. Yet all too 
often, the decision is 

influenced by factors having nothing to do 
with the case — the career background of 
the judge, the city where the asylum officer 
works or even the gender of the decision 
maker. 

In a groundbreaking new book called 
Refugee Roulette: Disparities in Asylum Ad-
judication and Proposals for Reform (NYU 
Press, 2009), Professor Philip Schrag, 
Visiting Professor Andrew Schoenholtz — 
deputy director of Georgetown’s Institute 
for the Study of International Migration 
— and Temple University Professor Jaya 
Ramji-Nogales examine the decisions made 
in asylum cases at all four levels of the ad-
judication process: the immigration courts, 
the Board of Immigration Appeals, the U.S. 
Courts of Appeals and the Department of 
Homeland Security. 

The data, based on a study begun by the 
authors in 2005, reveals startling disparities 
in the national asylum system, prompting a 
call for reform. The work includes original 
essays by eight scholars (including George-
town Law Professor Carrie Menkel-Mead-
ow) who discuss the authors’ research and 
recommendations. Even more startling than 
the data is the finding that in many cases, 
the most important moment in an asylum 
case is the moment in which the case is 
randomly assigned to an adjudicator — ren-
dering the asylum adjudication system into 
a game of “refugee roulette.”

Books in Brief

koplow

schrag
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Professors Rosa Brooks, David Koplow and David Vladeck are the latest members of the faculty to join 

the Obama administration: Brooks as senior adviser to Undersecretary of Defense Michele Flournoy, 

Koplow as special counsel for arms control to the general counsel at the Department of Defense, and Vla-

deck as director of the Bureau of Consumer Protection of the Federal Trade Commission. “We are delighted 

that Professors Brooks, Koplow and Vladeck have been asked to fill these important roles,” says Dean Alex 

Aleinikoff. “Their appointments underscore our commitment to public service, a hallmark of the Law Center.” 

Brooks, Koplow and Vladeck join colleagues Lisa Heinzerling, Neal Katyal, Martin Lederman and Daniel 

Tarullo in taking leaves of absence for government service.

Brooks, Koplow and Vladeck  
Join Obama Administration

Though it’s been only 13 years since 
Rosa Brooks graduated from Yale Law 

School, she has already served as direc-
tor of Georgetown Law’s Human Rights 
Institute, taught international law and 
human rights-related courses as a professor 
at Georgetown Law, and been an associ-
ate professor at the University of Virginia 
School of Law, a fellow at Harvard Univer-
sity’s Kennedy School of Government and a 
visiting lecturer at Yale.

RoSa BRooKS 

senior adviser 
Department of Defense

“Rosa Brooks has a unique ability 
to combine the activism of public ser-
vice with the scholarly contemplation of 
academia,” says Professor David Koplow 
— noting that Brooks’ students always 
enjoyed, and benefited from, her knack for 
integrating practical politics, public policy 
and thoughtful reflection. “I know her 
current colleagues at the Department of 
Defense will likewise draw upon both her 
intense connection to the real world and 
her ability to step back from it for balance 
and perspective.”

In 2006-2007, Brooks took a leave 
of absence from Georgetown to serve as 
special counsel to George Soros, founder of 
the Open Society Institute in New York. 

Her new role marks a return to govern-
ment service: during the Clinton admin-
istration, she served as an adviser to the 
assistant secretary of state for democracy, 
human rights and labor at the U.S. State 
Department. In 2004, she served as direc-
tor of the Kerry-Edwards campaign’s task 
force on democracy, development and 
human rights. Her government and NGO 
work has involved field research on issues 
ranging from transitional justice in Iraq to 
child soldiers in Sierra Leone. 

Her advice and counsel extend to the 

printed word as well. With Professors Jane 
Stromseth of Georgetown Law and David 
Wippman of Cornell, she co-authored 
Can Might Make Rights? Building the 
Rule of Law After Military Interventions 
(Cambridge, 2006). The book explores 
the complicated challenges of building an 
enduring political, institutional and cultural 
commitment to the rule of law in countries 
emerging from military conflict. Her law re-
view articles have ranged from the politics 
of the Geneva Conventions to the law of 
armed conflict in the age of terrorism. And 
during four years as a weekly columnist for 
the Los Angeles Times, Brooks discussed 
everything from a proposed newspaper 
bailout to Gaza.

“Rosa has an incredible ability to break 
down complicated problems into their 
constituent parts and to clearly explain 
these issues in a way that facilitates others’ 
understanding and leads to more produc-
tive decision-making,” says Rachel Taylor, 
deputy director of the Human Rights Insti-
tute, who has worked closely with Brooks. 
“I learned a tremendous amount from 
working with her at the Human Rights 
Institute, and know she will be an amazing 
asset to the Department of Defense.”
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DavID vLaDeCK 

director, Bureau of Consumer Protection 
Federal Trade Commission

At Georgetown Law’s 137th commence-
ment on May 17, graduates got to hear 

from a familiar speaker, sporting a new title. 
The speaker was Professor David Vladeck, 
a co-director of Georgetown’s Institute 
for Public Representation and the newly 
appointed head of the Federal Trade Com-
mission’s Bureau of Consumer Protection. 
Vladeck was named to the post in April. 

“David Vladeck’s life in the law provides 
a wonderful model for our graduating class,” 
Dean Alex Aleinikoff said as he introduced 
the law professor to the families and friends 
of the graduates. “Public interest litigator, 
professor and now public servant.” 

After earning a J.D. from Columbia 

and an LL.M. from Georgetown in 1977, 
Vladeck spent 26 years at Public Citizen, 
a nationally prominent public interest law 
firm. He served 10 years as the head of 
Public Citizen’s litigation group before 
leaving in 2002 to direct the Institute for 
Public Representation, Georgetown’s public 
interest law clinic. He joined the faculty 
full time in 2006, although he’d served as 
an adjunct since the 1980s and was even a 
teaching fellow here in the 1970s. 

In his career, he’s argued five cases 
before the U.S. Supreme Court, scores of 
cases in federal and state appellate courts 
and testified before Congress on many oc-
casions. At Georgetown, he’s taught courses 
in federal courts, civil procedure, and 
government processes and has represented 
indigent clients in cases ranging from 
employment discrimination and disability 
rights to prisoners’ rights and open govern-
ment cases. An expert in federal preemp-
tion issues, occupational safety and health 
law and food and drug law, Vladeck also 
directed the Center on Health Regulation 
and Governance of the O’Neill Institute.

“For the poor, unless they win the legal 
service lottery, they are denied access to jus-
tice altogether,” Vladeck said in his address 
to the class of 2009. He noted that although 
there are a million lawyers practicing in the 
United States, only 6000 of them regularly 
represent poor people in civil cases. “The 
poor, the unemployed and the dispossessed 
need the help of lawyers to reclaim their 
lives, and they need help now,” he said. 
(Read his speech on page 24.) 

Vladeck has worked hard to provide that 
help. He was named one of 30 “Champions 
of Justice” as well as one of the “90 Greatest 
Washington Lawyers of the Last 30 Years” 
by the Legal Times. When the Washington 
Post announced his FTC appointment, Jeff 
Chester, executive director of the Center 
for Digital Democracy, said, “He knows how 
to use the courts to go after significant cases 
and shake up industries … there’s a power-
ful new cop on the consumer beat.” 

And his colleague, Professor Steven 
Goldberg, says: “With David Vladeck, the 
Federal Trade Commission is getting three 
people for the price of one — an outstand-
ing policymaker, one of the best lawyers in 
the country and a leading scholar.”

Going from an office in McDonough 
Hall to one in the Pentagon is a 

natural step for Professor David Kop-
low, who on August 3 began the job as 
special counsel for arms control to the 
general counsel at the U.S. Department 
of Defense. Koplow, a graduate of Harvard 
University and Yale Law School, joined 
the Georgetown Law faculty in 1981 after 
several years as attorney adviser and special 
assistant to the director at the U.S. Arms 
Control and Disarmament Agency. Koplow 
also served as deputy general counsel for 
international affairs at the DOD from 1997 
to 1999, taking a two-year leave from the 
Law Center to do so. Koplow returns to the 
Pentagon in a different world, and a dif-
ferent role, since he’ll be focusing almost 
exclusively on his particular specialty, arms 
control. He says he’s looking forward to 
contributing solutions to national security 
problems — including those posed by the 
threat of nuclear, chemical and biological 
weapons.

At Georgetown, Koplow has taught 
International Law as well as seminars in 
arms control and national security, the 
proliferation of modern weapons and other 
topics. He has also served as co-director 
of Georgetown Law’s Center for Applied 
Legal Studies, representing refugees seek-
ing political asylum in the United States 
because of threatened persecution in their 
home countries. (He’ll be leaving the clinic 
in the capable hands of Visiting Professor 

DavID KoPLow 

special counsel for arms control  
Department of Defense

Andrew Schoenholtz and Professor Philip 
Schrag.) 

Koplow has written in the areas of in-
ternational law, U.S. foreign affairs law and 
arms control, especially verification of arms 
control treaty compliance. His book Death 
by Moderation: The U.S. Military’s Quest for 
“Useable” Weapons (Cambridge) is due out 
this fall and reviewed on page 7. 

“That David can move from directing a 
clinic on asylum to serving as special coun-
sel for arms control reflects his virtuosity 
in diverse subject matter mastery, organiza-
tional and interpersonal skills, and atten-
tion to both details and the larger picture,” 
says Professor Richard Roe — voicing a 
sentiment echoed by others. “I feel the 
world will be a safer place with David’s 
input at the highest levels of government.”
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In an address that seemed much like a 
farewell to the Supreme Court and to 

Washington, D.C., Justice David Souter 
told the audience at the fourth conference 
of the Sandra Day O’Connor Project on 
the State of the Judiciary last May that 
he learned the structure and workings of 
American government by attending town 
meetings in Weare, New Hampshire, as 
a boy. Souter, who announced his retire-
ment from the Court on May 1, returned to 
Weare after leaving the bench in June. 

Souter said those early town hall 
meetings taught him that government was 
divided into clear branches and that it was 
important for those in power to treat oth-
ers fairly. Recent attacks on the judiciary 
and threats to judicial independence are 
merely a symptom of another problem, he 
said — the American public’s dwindling 
knowledge of the structure and workings 
of government. Souter announced — to 
great applause — that he recently joined 
a committee to help devise a new K-12 
civics and government curriculum in New 
Hampshire. 

Fourth O’Connor Project Conference 

Restore the “Self-Identity of the American 
People,” says Justice Souter 

Justice David Souter at the Law Center on May 20, shortly before his retirement from the Court.
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What we have been learning in recent 
years, he said, is that the Republic that 
Benjamin Franklin envisioned “is lost if it is 
not understood, and if it is not understood, 
it will basically leach away.” The mission, 

therefore, is to restore to the American 
people their governmental self-identity. 
“That is the job we are going to take away 
with us when we leave here today.”

Souter appeared at the Law Center 
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with retired Supreme Court Justice Sandra 
Day O’Connor and Justice Stephen Breyer, 
who were on hand to welcome an array of 
guests, including Solicitor General Elena 
Kagan; former Solicitors General Paul 
Clement, Ted Olson and Walter Dellinger 
and numerous other distinguished guests.

“Our interests have been many and 
varied, but our goal has been the same: to 
start a smart, educated public discussion 
on the role and importance of a fair and 
independent judiciary,” said Dean Alex 
Aleinikoff, who opened the 2009 confer-
ence along with Walter Isaacson, CEO of 
the Aspen Institute, which co-sponsored 
the event. “There are no right answers to 
the questions we’ve talked about over the 
years — whether it’s how to select state 
court judges or the importance of alterna-
tive dispute resolution … but we need to 
start a discussion on these crucial issues.”

Kagan, a member of the new admin-
istration, began the early discussion with 
a look at the relationship of the solicitor 
general’s office to the president, the Con-
gress and the Supreme Court. She noted 
that while her office serves as the principal 
advocate of the executive branch, it, like 
the courts, must act independently to 
achieve justice — balancing its obligations 
to the president with its duty to defend the 
statutes of Congress and its commitments 
to the High Court. “The solicitor general’s 
office is subservient to none of those 
institutions … [it] is subservient to and 
the representative of only the people of the 
United States,” she said.

Justice O’Connor noted that the three 
previous conferences have launched 
discussions on issues ranging from attacks 
on the judiciary and the election of state 
court judges to the relationships between 
the business community and the courts. 
The conferences have resulted in, among 
other things, a new online interactive 
Web site, “Our Courts,” to educate young 
people about civics and government. 
“Get your grandchildren to show you if 
you don’t know how — or your kids,” 
O’Connor said.

Justice Breyer said that this most recent 

conference was not only a chance to talk 
to a new administration but also “a call for 
help from judges” — since the judiciary, 
as a responsive institution, must look to 
others for help in solving its problems. One 
of Breyer’s ideas — he has a list of 26, he 
joked — is to have a collaborative civics 
curriculum project carried out by the De-
partments of Justice and Education.

“I hope at the end of today we’ll have 
2600 ideas,” he said. “And if there are three 
or four or five that can be implemented, I 
would say that these four years of meetings 
have certainly been worthwhile.” 

Panels added to the work of previ-
ous conferences by exploring issues like 
judicial diversity — as well as discussing 
President Obama’s call for “empathy” as a 
qualification of a Supreme Court justice. 
They also continued work on such matters 
as judicial pay, the selection of state court 
judges, and the interaction of businesses 
and the courts. Randy Holland, a jus-
tice on the Supreme Court of Delaware, 
delivered the recommendations of a “Task 
Force on Courts and Corporations” result-
ing from the 2006 conference. 

Panelists and moderators included 
Meryl Chertoff, director of the O’Connor 
Project; Dean Aleinikoff; Pulitzer prize-
winning journalist Linda Greenhouse; 
NPR Legal Affairs Correspondent Nina 
Totenberg; Georgetown Law Professor 
Jane Aiken; and a number of federal and 
state judges.

 “I think the efforts here, the people 
involved in these conferences that we’ve 
had here at Georgetown, have caused 
ripples across the country,” O’Connor said 
at the end of the day. “We are trying to put 
pieces in place so today’s youth — even the 
ones who don’t live in New Hampshire — 
are going to learn the lessons about how it 
works.”

For a Webcast of this and other events, go 
to www.law.georgetown.edu/webcast.

ExpErtS DiSCuSS SotoMayor 
NoMiNatioN

on June 3, Georgetown law professors 

susan low bloch and richard lazarus 

joined Washington, D.C., supreme Court 

litigators roy englert and patricia Millett 

as well as journalists Adam liptak (the 

New York Times) and Joan biskupic (l’93)

(USA Today) to discuss the supreme Court 

nomination of sonia sotomayor, a 10-year 

veteran of the U.s. Court of Appeals for 

the 2nd Circuit who later in the summer 

became the first Hispanic jurist on the 

High Court. pam Harris, the incoming 

executive director of Georgetown law’s 

supreme Court institute and of coun-

sel in the Washington, D.C., office of 

o’Melveny and Myers, moderated the dis-

cussion, which was organized by Deputy 

Director tina Drake Zimmerman. bloch 

and lazarus shed some light on how the 

White House would prepare sotomayor 

for her confirmation hearings and the 

inevitable level of intrusiveness into her 

life. even the nominee’s food preferences 

have become fodder for public discussion 

— but not by this panel. “Unless she’s a 

cannibal,” Millett said, “i don’t care what 

she orders for takeout food.” 

Justice Sonia Sotomayor at a January 2003 
event at the Law Center.
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Changing the country’s direction on 
climate change will require “lots of 

thought about what’s legal, what’s illegal, 
what’s good policy [and] what’s bad policy,” 
said EPA Administrator Lisa Jackson, who 
was on campus February 23 to help launch 
Georgetown Law’s new State-Federal Cli-
mate Resource Center. 

“This new center at Georgetown means 
a great deal to the law school, and we hope 
that it will provide an important new voice 
[to the] policy debate of our day,” said Dean 
Alex Aleinikoff as he welcomed attendees 
and speakers including then Gov. Kathleen 
Sebelius of Kansas and Gov. Chris Gregoire 
of Washington. Professor Peter Byrne, the 
center’s faculty director, introduced Nancy 
Sutley, chair of the White House Council 
on Environmental Quality. Nearly 250 
people — from state cabinets and agen-
cies, environmental organizations, think 
tanks, businesses and law firms — rounded 
out the crowd. Georgetown Law alumni, 
faculty, staff and students were equally well 
represented. “We’re delighted that we’ll be 
working with state and local governments 
as we try to provide a bridge between those 
governments and the federal government,” 
Aleinikoff said. “We can’t really be better 
located than we are here, we don’t think, to 
provide that bridge.”

Jackson said that the Center will pro-
vide not only a voice for the states but also 
a resource for them as they cope with the 
day-to-day problems of climate change. And 
the states, Jackson predicted, will be impor-
tant contributors to solving those problems. 

Jackson also thanked Georgetown for 
“lending” Lisa Heinzerling — the George-
town Law professor who was named senior 
climate counsel to the EPA administrator 
in January and was recently promoted to 
associate administrator for the EPA’s Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation. “I 
should apologize for depriving you of the 
ability to take a class from her,” Jackson 

“An Important New Voice”

New State-Federal Climate Resource Center 
Opens at Georgetown Law

bi
ll

 p
et

ro
s

told the many law students present for the 
center’s launch. 

Executive Director Vicki Arroyo (L’94)
said she looked forward to working with 
other organizations to inform the federal 
dialogue on climate policy. The Climate 
Center will focus on four goals: shaping 
environmental legislation; increasing ef-
ficiency, reducing emissions and lowering 
greenhouse gases through regulation; devel-
oping policy approaches to transportation; 
and adapting to changes such as rising sea 
levels, wildfires and drought.

Fortunately, this last challenging goal 
just became a bit easier. As Arroyo an-
nounced, the Rockefeller Foundation 
recently awarded a new $500,000 grant to 
support the Center’s adaptation work. The 
initial funders — the Rockefeller Brothers 
Fund and the Emily Hall Tremaine Founda-
tion — were also recognized for their contri-
butions. “We are feeling the adverse effects 
of climate change,” Arroyo said. “We need 
to plan for and respond to these changes 
and anticipate how our policies and laws 
need to change to accommodate the ever-
changing world in which we find ourselves.”

And even in the first few months, the 
Center has been busy. In May it played 

a key role in bringing together 30 gover-
nors who signed a statement of principles 
regarding climate change and energy policy 
and called on Congress to pass legislation 
that creates clean energy. And in June it 
co-sponsored the State-Federal Workshop 
on Climate Change in Washington, D.C., 
with the Pew Center on Global Climate 
Change.  

 At the Center’s opening in February, 
Sebelius spoke just days before her nomina-
tion by President Barack Obama to head 
the Department of Health and Human Ser-
vices. She noted that past attempts to plan 
for climate change and reduce greenhouse 
gases “have really been uniquely at the state 
level.” Now, with the new center, there’s 
not only an opportunity for dialogue but a 
means to take state initiatives in this area to 
a national level and beyond, she said. 

Gregoire discussed the environmental 
debate in the western states, noting that 
in her past four years in office, she’s had to 
make more emergency declarations than 
ever in the history of the state. “We, as a 
coastal state, are a perfect example that if 
we don’t get going, the consequences are so 
severe to us. … We don’t have an alterna-
tive but to move forward.”

Epa administrator Lisa Jackson at the podium, as professor peter Byrne, Stewart hudson of the tremaine 
Foundation and Vicki arroyo (L’94), executive director of the Georgetown State-Federal Climate resource 
Center, look on.
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Vice President Biden Visits the Law Center
Vice President Joe Biden, who as a 

U.S. senator championed the 1994 
federal Violence Against Women Act, was 
honored at Georgetown Law on April 22 for 
his commitment to ending gender-based 
violence. The vice president’s appearance 
was part of an all-day symposium spon-
sored by Legal Momentum (a legal defense 
and education fund dedicated to advancing 
the rights of women) and the Georgetown 
Journal of Gender and the Law to celebrate 
the 15th anniversary of the act.

“Domestic violence is the most heinous 
form of violence there is,” Biden said, as 
he accepted the Legal Momentum Hero 
Award from the organization’s president, 
Irasema Garza, and its board chair, Linda 
Willett, in Hart Auditorium. “If we do 
nothing more, [we need to] educate our 
daughters that nothing they do warrants a 
man being able to take physical liberties 
with a woman without her consent.”

Biden, of course, has done much 
more than educate people — as have the 
symposium attendees, many of whom 
worked with the former senator to pass 
the first comprehensive federal legislation 
designed to end violence against women. 
Biden was quick to credit those who as-
sisted him, including Victoria Norse, then 
senior counsel to the Senate Judiciary 
Committee who was charged with drafting 
the 1994 act.

“Your work in advancing the cause of 
women everywhere has been an incredible 
benefit, not just to women and girls, but 
quite frankly, to our country,” Biden told 
the attendees. “As much work as we have 
to do in this country, the rest of the world 
looks to us on this issue. On women’s rights 
… you’ve raised the expectations and aspi-
rations of women around the world.”

Dean Alex Aleinikoff said in a brief 
introduction that the Law Center saluted 
Biden’s important role and leadership in 
the passage of the act, a major piece of 
civil rights legislation. The 1994 Violence 
Against Women Act provided federal pro-

Honoring the Fight Against Domestic Violence 

bi
ll

 p
et

ro
s

tections relating to domestic violence that 
the states were failing to address, according 
to a Legal Momentum summary. Among 
other things, the statute included provi-
sions for rape and battering that focused 
on prevention, funding for victim services 
and evidentiary matters. It provided the 
first federal criminal law against battering 
and required every state to give full faith 
and credit to the protection orders of other 
states. Reauthorizations in 2000 and 2005 
addressed not only domestic violence but 
sexual assault and stalking as well as the 
needs of underserved populations such as 
immigrant women.

Biden said that he became involved in 
the quest to pass a federal violence against 
women bill not because of any victimiza-
tion in his own family, but because of the 
gentle influence of his father, who disliked 
abuses of power of any kind. But when 
Biden began holding hearings on violence 
against women, he found that women as 
well as men were still blaming the victims 
for the problem.

“That’s when it all convinced me … this 
was cultural,” Biden recalled. “This wasn’t 
about violence, this was not about sex — 

this was about power and about the abuse 
of power.”

The conference itself was a reunion 
of sorts, as Norse and others who were 
involved in the creation of the act de-
scribed the climate that existed at the time 
and the steps they took to secure passage 
of the statute. Others playing a key role in 
the act’s history — including Judge Mary 
Schroeder of the U.S. Court of Appeals for 
the 9th Circuit — examined the private 
civil rights remedy provided in the original 
act (but cut from a later version) that al-
lowed victims of domestic violence to sue 
their attackers in federal court. 

Biden noted in his address that since 
the enactment of the 1994 act, violence 
against women by a boyfriend or spouse 
has dropped 60 percent. The Obama ad-
ministration has included $225 million in 
the Recovery Act for VAWA programs; past 
funding, Biden said, has saved taxpayers 
nearly $14.8 billion in averted social costs 
in the past six years. “The single most sig-
nificant thing we can do to reduce violence 
in America … is to end violence against 
women,” the vice president said.

Linda willett and irasema Garza of Legal Momentum greet Vice president Joe Biden.
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In his first major address as U.S. Trade 
Representative, Ambassador Ronald Kirk 

shared the president’s trade policy agenda 
with a crowd in the Law Center’s Hart 
Auditorium April 23. Trade has become 
a “tough subject” in today’s economic cli-
mate, Kirk said, yet it is a major element of 
the U.S. economy, with exports accounting 
for a record 13 percent of the nation’s gross 
domestic product last year. Trade supports 
many American jobs in the manufacturing 
and agricultural sectors, and jobs supported 
by exports of goods pay 13 to 18 percent 
more than the national average.

“The benefits of trade, and the rea-
sons for pursuing a strong trade agenda, 
have not always been as evident as some 
of trade’s flaws,” Kirk said. “An aggressive 
effort to keep trade flowing and open more 
markets for America’s goods and services 
absolutely has to be a big part of our eco-
nomic recovery at home.”

While the temptation in a tough 
economy is to turn inward, getting the na-
tion back on track requires increasing U.S. 
exports, which are down 16 percent since 
the current financial crisis began, Kirk said. 
The crisis, however, does present a unique 
opportunity to rethink trade.

“President Obama and I are committed 
to opening new markets abroad for Ameri-
can products and services, to leveling the 
playing field, and to ensuring that foreign 

Ronald Kirk on U.S. Trade

“We Can and Will Take a New Approach”
governments play by the rules 
and treat our companies and 
our workers fairly,” he said. 
“On trade, we can and will 
take a new approach.”

Kirk discussed some of 
the ways that the administra-
tion plans to bring its new 
attitude on trade to the rest 
of the world. Key objectives 
include bringing the Doha 
Development Round — the 
current round of World Trade 
Organization negotiations — to 
a successful conclusion and 
better integrating the devel-
oping countries in the global 
rules-based trading system in 
the process.

“[A few] emerging econo-
mies are now becoming significant players 
on the global stage, and as the world 
emerges from this current economic crisis, 
many of these countries [will provide] 
much of the growth and opportunities that 
are available to us in the future,” he said. 
“These advanced developing countries have 
rightfully claimed a bigger role in Doha and 
at the WTO.”

The poorest developing countries, too, 
have a place in the Obama trade agenda. 
For example, the president has called on 
Congress to create reconstruction oppor-

u.S. trade representative ronald Kirk

NotEworthy

iMMiGratioN rEForM 

on June 24, one day before legislators were 

slated to attend a White House summit on 

immigration reform, sen. Charles e. schumer, 

D-N.Y., gave a crowd gathered in Georgetown 

law’s Hart Auditorium a sneak preview of just 

what he was planning to tell the president. 

“When [he] asks me whether the Con-

gress can pass comprehensive immigration 

reform,” said schumer, “i will smile and say, 

Mr. president, ‘Yes we can.’”

schumer’s remarks came during the sixth 

annual immigration law and policy Confer-

ence, an all-day event sponsored by the law 

Center, the Catholic legal immigration Net-

work and the Migration policy institute. other 

participants included Dean Alex Aleinikoff, the 

former executive associate commissioner for 

programs at the immigration and Naturaliza-

tion service, and Andrew schoenholtz, visiting 

professor and deputy director of George-

town’s institute for the study of international 

Migration. 

Aleinikoff and schoenholtz also spoke 

April 24 at a separate event on immigration 

policy in transition. “We have a broken system 

at the border and a broken system at the 

workplace,” said Aleinikoff, who emphasized 

that his remarks were unconnected with the 

work he did on the transition team and that 

he was not speaking for the current adminis-

tration. “it’s not a healthy system.”

tunity zones in Afghanistan and Pakistan 
to bolster the legitimate economy and 
enhance security in those countries.

“A robust, progressive, responsible trade 
agenda can help this country fight its way 
through this current economic crisis,” Kirk 
said, admitting that he’s got his work cut 
out for him as U.S. Trade Representative. 
Still, he welcomes the challenges. “Work-
ing with the American public and with our 
partners around the world, we can make 
trade a vital part of a brighter future for all 
of us.”
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The training of lawyers might be 
jurisdictional in nature, but the law 

they practice, in reality, is international 
— according to the Hon. Michael Kirby, a 
former justice of the High Court of Aus-
tralia who delivered the 29th annual Philip 
A. Hart Memorial Lecture in the Gewirz 
Student Center on April 16. Before a crowd 
that included Supreme Court Justice Ruth 
Bader Ginsburg, Australian Ambassador 
Dennis Richardson, and former Brazilian 
Supreme Court Chief Justice Ellen Gracie 
Northfleet, Kirby — the longest serving 
judge in Australia before his retirement 
earlier this year — spoke on a subject that 
has been debated both in U.S. courts and 
those Down Under: the use of international 
law to decide questions of domestic consti-
tutional law.

In a speech entitled “Transnational 
and International Law and the Supposed 
Democratic Deficit,” Kirby noted that 
countries have used international law to 
construe certain statutes or to fill gaps in 
the common law, particularly in areas such 
as human rights. Some countries, such as 
India or Hong Kong, have constitutions 
that specifically authorize and encourage 
respect for international law, he said. And 

the hon. Michael Kirby at the podium and seated with professor Martin Ginsburg, australian ambassador Dennis richardson, former Brazilian Supreme Court 
Chief Justice Ellen Gracie Northfleet, Supreme Court Justice ruth Bader Ginsburg and Dean aleinikoff.

29th Annual Hart Lecture

Michael Kirby on International Law
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even the United States has a bill of rights 
expressing fundamental human rights 
principles.

“If you have a set of constitutional 
principles which express fundamental 
human rights, it seems to me, it’s not very 
controversial to look to other countries 
where they’ve got almost exactly the same,” 
he said, adding that no one’s bound by 
what other countries decide. “But it really 
is reinventing the wheel if you don’t at least 
have a look at it.”

Still, both the United States and 
Australia have seen resistance to the use 
of international law in deciding points 
of constitutional law. In the 2005 U.S. 
Supreme Court case of Roper v. Simmons, 
for example, a dissenting Justice Scalia 
reproached the majority (led by Justice 
Kennedy) for bringing up foreign law in 
deciding whether to impose the death pen-
alty on juvenile offenders. A similar debate 
took place in Australia in 2004, when the 
high court in Al-Kateb v. Godwin held by a 
4-3 majority that the indefinite detention 
of a stateless person was lawful. Australian 
Justice Michael McHugh, in the majority, 
“reacted very strongly” to the dissenting 
Kirby’s references to international human 

rights principles.
Kirby examined the reasons behind this 

sort of sentiment, including the arguments 
that one should look to the “original intent” 
of the framers in interpreting a constitu-
tion; the notion of “national exceptional-
ism,” and the “democratic deficit,” i.e., the 
argument that international institutions 
such as the European Union have actu-
ally fallen short of fulfilling democratic 
principles. Kirby noted that Justice John 
McLean looked to the law of other nations 
when he dissented in the infamous 1857 
Dred Scott v. Sandford opinion holding 
that people of African descent who were 
sold as slaves in this country were not 
citizens. However, the landmark 1803 case 
of Marbury v. Madison, which established 
the concept of judicial review, is applied 
throughout the world.

“The species that split the atom … can 
surely rescue itself from an overly narrow 
nationalism in its approach to law,” Kirby 
said. “We have differences that we do 
consider precious, but we have a common 
interest in building the rule of law interna-
tionally, and that common interest requires 
the sharing of knowledge with the world.” 
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Normally, when there’s an animal law 
conference, you get a few lawyers to-

gether to talk about their cases,” said Dean 
Alex Aleinikoff at the start of Georgetown 
Law’s first-ever conference on animal law. 
“We’ve broken out of that.” Besides spon-
soring a seminar in animal protection litiga-
tion, Georgetown Law also offers the only 
post-graduate animal law fellowship in the 
country, funding one graduate every year to 
work on animal protection matters.

At the March 27th conference, Sen. 
Mary Landrieu, D.-La., Rep. Jim Moran, 
D-Va., and Rep. Ed Whitfield, R-Ky., spoke 
about animal protection legislation and bar-
riers to it. For example, more than 100,000 
mostly healthy U.S. horses — many of them 
stolen or sold unknowingly to people in the 
business of killing them — are believed to 
have been slaughtered in 2006 to supply 
European and Asian markets with food. 

The conference also featured current 
and former officials of executive branch 
agencies who discussed statutes relating 
to horses and burros; two federal judges, 
Gladys Kessler of the District of Colum-
bia and Lawrence Kahn of the Northern 
District of New York, who spoke of cases 
involving white-tailed deer and livestock; a 
retired FBI agent who discussed the prac-
tice of cockfighting; and a veterinarian who 
explored the topic of animal forensics. 

In a panel looking at the roles of 
administrative agencies in animal law, 
Professor David Vladeck discussed three 
key cases, one brought by a circus worker 
alleging mistreatment of elephants, another 
urging the Department of Agriculture to 
fully implement the Horse Protection Act 
(prohibiting the intentional injuring, or 
soring, of a show horse to give it a high-
stepping gait) and still another seeking to 
enforce the Animal Welfare Act, requiring 
the Department to set forth requirements 
for the physical environment and psycho-

rep. Ed whitfield, r-Ky., Sen. Mary Landrieu, D-La., and rep. Jim Moran, D-Va., at Georgetown’s first 
conference on animal law.

“From the Horse’s Mouth” 

Animal Law Conference Provides Perspective 
on Animals, Law and Policy 

st
ev

e 
G

lA
sf

o
rD

logical well-being of primates. “These three 
cases encapsulate what has been a long 
evolution of law, providing courts author-
ity to supervise the treatment of animals,” 
Vladeck said. 

And in case you’ve ever wondered what 
antitrust law has to do with the price of 
eggs, the answer is more than you might 
think. A panel of economists who have 
evaluated the economic implications of hu-
mane public policies discussed an antitrust 
lawsuit recently filed in federal court in 
Pennsylvania, alleging that the egg industry 
engaged in an illegal plan to inflate prices 
and profits by implementing sham animal 
welfare guidelines to reduce the supply 
of eggs. The panel also discussed such 
matters as cage-free eggs (from chickens 
allowed to roam free). 

“When it comes to protecting animal 
welfare, what we hear is that if people care 
about this, then they will buy the products 
that are made in a less cruel way,” said 
Matt Newman, an economist with Blue 
Sky Consulting. Still, he noted that econo-
mists don’t have a way of placing a value 
on an animal that is treated well versus 
one that isn’t. “A happy cow is worth just 
as much as an unhappy cow, as long as it’s 
producing the same profit for the farmer.” 

Jonathan Lovvorn, vice president and 
chief counsel of animal protection litigation 
and research at the Humane Society of the 
United States and an adjunct professor at 
the Law Center, said that the conference 
was the latest “piece of the puzzle” in rais-
ing awareness of these issues. “In actuality, 
animal law is extremely old,” he said, noting 
that protections relating to animals can be 
traced back to the Book of Proverbs and 
also to the original legal code for the Mas-
sachusetts Bay Colony. Recent decades, 
however, have seen a huge increase in the 
number of statutes, cases and controversies 
over animals.

“It’s still one of the least understood 
areas of law,” Lovvorn said. “Animals are 
everywhere, from what we wear to what 
we eat to who greets us when we get home 
at night. … Although the use of animals 
is pervasive in our society, there is also 
a universal ethic that animals should be 
protected from cruelty and abuse. ” 

The conference was a collaboration 
between the Law Center and the Humane 
Society of the United States and made pos-
sible by contributions from Bob Barker, the 
Glaser Progress Foundation, and Hayward 
Richard Pressman (L’66) and his wife, 
Donna Pressman.

“
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A soldier with a gun and a uniform 
may not be the ideal messenger for 

change,” said Jeh Johnson, general counsel 
for the Department of Defense and keynote 
speaker at the 2009 Samuel Dash Confer-
ence on Human Rights on March 20.  “Rule 
of law initiatives must be an interagency 
process. … Like our president, I believe we 
must lead not by the example of our power, 
but by the power of our example.”

In his first remarks since assuming 
his new post, Johnson noted that promot-
ing the rule of law is a cornerstone of the 
Obama administration’s national security 
policy. Still, since the “rule of law” means 
different things in different contexts,  
“we have to be careful how we use it,” 
Johnson said.

Johnson cited the example of his uncle, 
one of a group of African American pilots 
known as the Tuskegee Airmen, who 
refused to acknowledge the rules of a seg-
regated air base during World War II and 
was sent to a military prison in Kentucky to 
be confined alongside German prisoners of 
war. “In that instance, who was promoting 
the rule of law?” Johnson asked. “The base 
commander — armed with a legal opinion 
from an army JAG — or my uncle, armed 
only with the idealistic notion of what the 
equal protection clause should be?”

(Left) Col. Mark Martins, aaron Belkin, David Crane, Maj. Gen. Charles Dunlop and william Stuebner. (right) Lt. Col. rob Vasquez, Col. Fred taylor, Lt. Col. Michael 
Lacey, Lt. Col. al Goshi (L’89) and Lt. Col. Jane-Ellen Bagwell.

Fourth Annual Samuel Dash Conference on Human Rights

The Rule of Law in Military Interventions
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This year’s conference examined the 
rule of law in military interventions. Panels 
highlighted some of the rule-of-law suc-
cesses in Iraq — such as the placing of 
judges at a local courthouse as opposed 
to an army base and the fostering of a 
dialogue between police and judges over 
effective methods of evidence collection. 
Professor Jane Stromseth moderated a 
panel that looked at how different institu-
tions work together to engage in operations 
overseas. Panelists included military and 
civilian lawyers as well as professors and 
representatives of various organizations.

Thomas E. Ricks, the Pulitzer Prize-
winning military reporter for the Washing-
ton Post, delivered a lunchtime address 
on “the surge,” referring to then-President 
George Bush’s deployment of 30,000 ad-
ditional American troops to Iraq in 2007. 
Ricks is the author of a recent book en-
titled The Gamble: General David Petraeus 
and the American Military Adventure in 
Iraq, 2006-2008 (Penguin, 2009). “There 
are three things that people in this country 
don’t understand about the war in Iraq right 
now: first, how difficult and how different 
‘the surge’ was from previous policy; sec-
ond, that the surge failed; and third, that 
the war is far from over,” Ricks said, after a 
brief introduction by Professor and Human 

Rights Institute Director Rosa Brooks.
Noting that any solutions to the Iraq 

situation will likely best be accomplished 
through talking as opposed to fighting, 
Ricks told the story of a U.S. military 
captain who, hearing rumors that a local 
insurgent in Iraq had planted 200 bombs 
against the Americans, invited the man to 
tea. The captain soon discovered that his 
guest, who professed to hate Americans, 
was such a huge fan of the Hollywood 
movie “Titanic” that he cried on each of the 
seven occasions he watched it. Eventually, 
the insurgent gave the captain the informa-
tion he wanted. 

The conference was sponsored by 
Georgetown Law’s Human Rights Institute, 
the U.S. Army Judge Advocate General’s 
Legal Center and School and the Univer-
sity of Virginia School of Law. Dean Alex 
Aleinikoff used the occasion to announce 
the creation of a new Samuel Dash 
Scholarship for needy students who excel 
in the professional responsibility, criminal 
law and procedure or human rights fields. 
“It’s a lovely permanent tribute to Sam,” 
Aleinikoff said. 

For an “On Point@Georgetown Law” 
interview with Ricks and Dean Aleinikoff go 
to www.law.georgetown.edu/onPoint/.

“
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Last winter, when the social network-
ing site Facebook caused an uproar by 

changing its terms-of-use agreement in such 
a way that users believed their information 
would be perpetually owned by the com-
pany, Adjunct Professor Marc Rotenberg 
saw an opportunity. He invited Facebook’s 
privacy counsel, Chris Kelly, to participate 
in a classroom discussion February 21 with 
students and with Anne Kathrine Petteroe, 
the head of a group of Facebook users that 
was protesting the changes from Norway. 

“It was a great class and showed the Law 
Center’s ability to explore a balanced debate 
on cutting-edge legal issues with key deci-
sion makers,” Rotenberg said. He noted that 
the class also demonstrated the value of the 
school’s investment in technology, since the 
classroom facilities allowed students to have 
a back-and-forth over Skype — computer 
software that allows users to make phone 
calls over the Internet — with Petteroe and 
Kelly. “The class loved it.” Rotenberg said.

 Facebook was proposing several 
changes, Rotenberg explained, “but the most 
important from the users’ perspective con-
cerned control over user-generated content, 
the posts and the photos that people were 
putting online. Users did not want Face-
book to be able to use their stuff for other 
purposes.”

In The Classroom

From Casebook to Facebook
The Electronic Privacy Information 

Center — the Washington, D.C., public in-
terest research center headed by Rotenberg 
— was all set to file a complaint with the 
Federal Trade Commission when Rotenberg 
got the idea to try the classroom first. As it 
happens, his course in Information Privacy 
Law was examining precisely those issues: 
an individual’s right to control his or her 
personal information held by others.

And according to Rotenberg, when the 
issue of proposed changes to Facebook’s 
terms of service was put to the students, 
they said, “Let users vote.” In the end, 
Facebook announced that it was not only 
returning to the previous terms-of-use agree-
ment but would be soliciting public input in 
determining future policies — a result that 
did not go unnoticed by USA Today.

“Did some of the policy changes out-
lined by Facebook … today emerge from the 
classroom?” the newspaper queried on Feb-
ruary 26 — answering its own question with 
a brief article on Rotenberg’s experiment. 

Katherine Andrus (L’11), a student in 
the class, said that when the controversy 
occurred she had just joined Facebook — 
owing to the fact that she has a teenage 
daughter who uses the site. And unlike 
many users, she actually read the privacy 
policy beforehand, concerned not so much 

adjunct professor Marc rotenberg
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with her daughter’s control over the material 
but with others’ access to it. Andrus said that 
she and her classmates “had the opportunity 
to take theories we were discussing and ap-
ply them to a situation we were all familiar 
with,” and noted that Facebook’s privacy 
counsel was “absolutely responsive” to what 
students were saying. 

 “The classroom gave us a good oppor-
tunity to explore the significance of the pro-
posed change in the terms of service from 
all perspectives,” Rotenberg said. “This time 
we avoided the complaint process through 
a good classroom discussion and a sensible 
response by Facebook.”

CoKiE roBErtS at thE CorporatE 
CouNSEL iNStitutE 

Cokie roberts of Npr and AbC News was at 

Georgetown law’s 13th Annual Corporate 

Counsel institute to discuss the recent presi-

dential election. she compared it to the 1980 

contest, when republican ronald reagan 

defeated Democrat Jimmy Carter and repub-

licans took control of the senate for the first 

time in 28 years. by the time of the 1984 elec-

tion, roberts said, “everybody understood that 

the 1980 election had ushered in an entire 

generation of conservatives and conservative 

change.” We won’t know for a while whether 

the 2008 election was a similar “realignment,” 

she said.

Nearly 300 attorneys attended this year’s 

Corporate Counsel institute, sponsored by 

Georgetown law’s Continuing legal educa-

tion. they also heard keynote speaker Dennis 

Archer, a former mayor of Detroit who served 

on the Michigan supreme Court and became 

the first African American president of the 

American bar Association. “in the legal world 

in which we live, the last 10 years have been 

somewhat remarkable … astounding, unnerv-

ing, clearly challenging,” said Archer.

NotEworthy
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Theodore Schneyer  
on radical reformS 

Should non-lawyers be allowed to own an 

interest in law firms and trade law firm stock 

on a publicly traded exchange? Should U.S. 

lawyers be allowed to practice with other 

professionals such as accountants in multi-

disciplinary practices? Could we eventually 

be seeing department stores with law firms 

attached? 

Since the United Kingdom’s Legal Services 

Act now allows for alternative business struc-

tures, “we should be thinking hard about the 

implications of those developments more in 

the United States,” said Theodore Schneyer, 

the University of Arizona’s Milton O. Riepe 

Professor of Law, in the inaugural lecture of 

Georgetown Law’s Center for the Study of the 

Legal Profession on April 20.

In his speech, Schneyer outlined the radical 

reforms taking place in the U.K. and Australia 

in the regulation of the legal 

practice, as well the driving 

forces behind these changes. 

“Australia and the U.K. have 

adopted legislation that divests 

the bar from regulating itself 

to some extent, and imposes 

authority in an independent 

commission,” said Professor Mitt 

Regan, who co-directs the Cen-

ter, in an interview before the 

lecture. “We have in the U.S. a 

Byzantine, balkanized regula-

tory system where 51 different 

jurisdictions regulate lawyers’ 

conduct.”

In light of those recent developments over-

seas, therefore, Regan and the Center for the 

Study of the Legal Profession commissioned 

Schneyer last fall to conduct research on the 

future regulation of the legal profession.

“Ted is without doubt the foremost scholar 

on the regulation of the United States legal 

profession,” Regan told the crowd assembled 

in Gewirz Student Center before the lecture 

began, noting that Schneyer has focused 

increasingly on those forms of regulation that 

go beyond U.S. rules.

noTeworThy

New Program Helps Students Combat Stress

Lawyers in Balance

Imagine this: you are stepping onto a beau-
tiful beach on some Caribbean island, 

feeling the delightfully warm sand between 
your toes. You walk down to the blue, blue 
water, where waves lap gently against the 
shore. Feeling perfectly relaxed, you decide 
to go for a swim. And when you open your 
eyes, you’re back in McDonough Hall. 

It probably wasn’t the first time a 
group of law students dared to drift off in a 
classroom. But on this particular afternoon, 
a few minutes of meditation was encour-
aged as Professor Michael D. Lumpkin of 
Georgetown University’s physiology depart-
ment showed students how they can change 
their body temperature (as measured by 
a tiny “bio-dot” sticker on their hands) by 
imagining themselves at peace. 

The event was part of Lawyers in Bal-
ance, a new program at Georgetown Law 
designed to help busy law students cope 
with some of the stresses they may be 
facing in their lives. Besides seminars like 

Lumpkin’s, the program offers an eight-
week-long noncredit class that students 
must register for, offering meditation ses-
sions, stress reduction techniques, mind-
body exercises and more. And it’s not only 
for students; sessions have been offered for 
faculty and staff as well.

“Of course we have this wonderful aca-
demic curriculum, but this was something 
that could really help them just manage 
stress,” says Carol Walsh, director of resi-
dence life and student programs at the Law 
Center. “When stress is not dealt with, that’s 
when we have all these other issues, not 
only mental illness but physical illnesses.”

Michael Goldman (L’69), the Law 
Center’s Jewish chaplain, became intrigued 
by the process of stress management after 
he was invited to participate in a similar 
program for Georgetown’s medical students 
several years ago. “I said, we have to have 
this at the law school, because the law stu-
dents need it every bit as much as the medi-

cal students,” said Goldman, who facilitates 
some of the classes with Lauren Dubin of 
the Office of Public Interest and Com-
munity Service. (Walsh, Catholic Chaplain 
Alexei Michalenko and CLE Director Larry 
Center [L’74] are also Lawyers in Balance 
facilitators.) 

Jacqueline Smith (L’09) said the class 
does a good job helping students focus on 
the present. “It’s what mindfulness is all 
about,” she said. Turning off the mind now 
and then works, too. A favorite activity of 
the class, “moving and shaking” to reduce 
stress, is actually easier than meditation, 
Smith reported, since students sometimes 
find it hard to forget their to-do lists. 

“We’re not going to completely negate 
or eliminate the realities of practice,” Dubin 
says, “but already, the students are coming 
in and saying, ‘I used this during the week, 
I was able to step back, I was able to pay 
attention to my surroundings in a way that 
reduced the tension or anxiety.’” 

Professor Theodore Schneyer
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It is a nightmare that few can imagine: 
You are 18 years old, working or going to 

school, with all of life’s possibilities ahead 
of you. And then, in what seems like an 
instant, you are thrown in prison, locked 
away, convicted and sentenced to 210 years 
in jail for a brutal crime. Even more terrify-
ing — you didn’t do it.

“Life stopped. That’s what it felt like,” 
said Marvin Anderson, who spent 15 years 
in prison for a robbery, abduction and rape 
crime committed by someone else. Paroled 
in 1998, Anderson spent the next four years 
trying to clear his name and was exonerated 
in 2002 with the help of the Innocence 
Project and DNA testing.

“There [are] times that you want to 
give up,” he said of his ordeal. “But there’s 
something in you that won’t let you give up, 
because you know you are innocent.”

Anderson and four other exonerated in-
dividuals shared their astonishing stories in 
Hart Auditorium February 26 during “The 
Exonerated and the U.S. Supreme Court,” 
a program sponsored by the Georgetown 
Law Office of Public Interest and Com-
munity Service, the national Innocence 
Project and the Mid-Atlantic Innocence 
Project (MAIP) as part of Criminal Justice 
Reform Month. 

MAIP Executive Director and George-
town Law alum Shawn Armbrust (L’04) 
introduced the speakers, who also included 
David Rudovsky, a senior fellow at the 
University of Pennsylvania Law School; 
Michele Mallin, the victim of a 1985 crime 
that led to a wrongful conviction; and Jim 
Trainum, a detective in the Washington, 
D.C., police department. The event was es-
pecially timely, coming just days before oral 
arguments in the District Attorney’s Office v. 
Osborne — a Supreme Court case ques-
tioning whether an inmate has a constitu-
tional right to post-conviction DNA testing 
in cases where testing could clear him. 

The inmate in question, William Os-
borne, brought suit in federal court to com-

Julius ruffin, who spent 20 years in prison for a crime he didn’t 
commit, speaks at a program during Criminal Justice reform 
Month in February.

Innocent Men Share Their Stories 

“Life stopped. That’s what it felt like.”
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pel the district attorney’s office 
in Anchorage, Alaska, to turn 
over certain biological evidence 
in his case for DNA testing at 
his own expense. According to 
an opinion by the U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the 9th Circuit, 
which considered the matter 
last year, the tests Osborne 
seeks were unavailable at the 
time of his trial and are capable 
of excluding him as the source 
of the DNA. 

The 9th Circuit agreed 
with a federal district court 
judge that — assuming there is 
available evidence — Osborne 
has a limited due process right 
of access to it for purposes of 
post-conviction DNA testing. 
The district attorney’s office has appealed.

“Both courts said that when you have 
evidence like DNA … that’s used to 
incarcerate hundreds … of people every 
year [and] that’s been used to exonerate 
232 people everybody else in the country 
thought were stone guilty … then the 
state has an obligation to turn that over,” 
Rudovsky said at the event.

Dennis Fritz, who was wrongfully 
convicted in 1988 and later exonerated for 
the rape and murder of a young woman 
in Oklahoma, said there was no reason to 
prevent giving Osborne — or anyone, for 
that matter — the opportunity to prove in-
nocence through DNA testing. Fritz served 
11 years of a life sentence before DNA 
testing cleared him of the crime. (Fritz’s 
co-defendant in the case, Ron Williamson, 
was also exonerated and freed from death 
row, a story that became the subject of 
John Grisham’s 2006 nonfiction book The 
Innocent Man.)

“It was a nightmare out of hell,” said 
Fritz, whose daughter was six years old 
when he was charged with first-degree 
capital murder. “There was just one prob-

lem — I didn’t know anything whatsoever 
about the murder. I didn’t even know the 
victim.” 

Also nightmarish was the story told 
by Mallin, a crime victim who mistakenly 
identified a man named Timothy Cole as 
her attacker based on an allegedly flawed 
photo array. Cole was convicted of the 
attack on Mallin and was serving a 25-year 
sentence when he died in prison in 1999. 
DNA tests have since confirmed, however, 
that another man named Jerry Johnson 
was the actual perpetrator, and Mallin has 
worked with Cole’s family and the Inno-
cence Project to clear the man she once 
accused.

“I joined Tim’s family to exonerate his 
name, because it was the right thing to do,” 
Mallin said.

Rickie Johnson, who was exonerated 
last year by DNA testing after serving 25 
years in prison, also spoke at the event. 
Julius Ruffin and Jeff Deskovic, exonerated 
after 20 years and 16 years respectively, 
were also present. 

“I just hope that what I went through 
no one else has to,” Johnson said. “Thank 
God for DNA.”
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“It’s an Assembly Line in 
the Wrong Direction”

Thirty-five years after Georgetown 
Law’s Juvenile Justice Clinic began 

its pioneering mission to provide children 
with the due process and right to counsel 
mandated by the Supreme Court in the 
case In Re Gault, the Law Center is con-
tinuing to break new ground in the field. 
On March 26, the clinic teamed up with 
Georgetown’s Center for Juvenile Justice 
Reform, the American Constitution Soci-
ety and the Georgetown Journal on Poverty 
Law and Policy to present a symposium 
examining the intersection of juvenile 
justice and poverty.

“Juvenile justice, as we now practice it, 
in too many places lacks the ‘justice’ part 
of that phrase,” said Professor Peter Edel-
man, a poverty law, constitutional law and 
juvenile law expert who serves as the fac-
ulty adviser for the journal. “It is successful 
only at producing a product, people, who 
will be in and out of prison for most of 
their lives and consigned essentially to the 
edges and even the scrap heap of our soci-
ety. … It’s an assembly line in the absolute 
wrong direction, and it’s a system that is so 
inextricably connected to poverty.”

Keynote speaker Robert G. Schwartz, 
executive director of the Juvenile Law 
Center and a national leader in the field, 
looked at the paradox of juvenile justice 
and poverty, noting that — like Bobby 
Kennedy before him — President Obama 
has said that a country like this one cannot 
allow its children to be living in the kind 
of poverty that they currently do.“Today’s 
symposium is a response to his call,” 
Schwartz said, noting that one of the 
paradoxes of the system is that because it 
is punishment-based, it focuses on indi-
viduals more than families, communities, 
schools, prevention or reentry programs. 
“Everyone talks about poverty, but the 
juvenile justice system is hard pressed to 
do anything about it.” 

A Symposium on Poverty and Juvenile Justice

Georgetown Law Professor James 
Forman, a former D.C. public defender 
who co-founded the Maya Angelou Public 
Charter School in 1997, led a panel 
discussion examining social supports for 
at-risk youth including education, health 
care and housing and recommendations for 
improvements in these areas.

“The neighborhood that you grow up 
in makes a difference as to where you’re 
going to be [eventually],” said Michael 
Corriero, executive director of Big Brothers 
Big Sisters of New York City and a former 
juvenile court judge. He told the story of a 
girl named Loretta who, when asked what 
she would change about herself, said she 
would change her country, her family and 
her gender — because she saw herself as 
vulnerable to racism, drugs and abuse. 

“How do you explain the American 
dream to a girl like Loretta who doesn’t 
believe it exists for her?” Corriero asked. 
“What was missing in Loretta’s life was the 
ability to see her neighborhood not as a 
way of life, but as a bridge to a better life.”

Other panels looked at how the juve-
nile justice system is disproportionately 
filled with low-income youth and how 
they are treated within the system; ways to 
change the transfer policies to adult court; 
and strategies for breaking the cycle of 
poverty. 

“We’ve got to begin including our chil-
dren in the country’s mainstream at birth,” 
Edelman said, noting that the country 
needs to be focusing more on education, 
mental health services, career planning 
both inside and outside the system, and 
integration back into the community when 
offenders get out. “The juvenile justice sys-
tem needs to connect to schools and to the 
community and … to keep young people 
from getting any further into the system, 
even when they brush up against it.”

professor heathcote wales heads for the basket 
for the hoya Lawyas. hill’s angels player Mervyn 
L. Jones Jr. holds a jersey with his mother’s num-
ber, which was retired. 
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Home Court
Forget the score (the Hoya Lawyas were 
edged out by the Hill’s Angels team). The 
real winner of this year’s Home Court 
charity basketball game was the Wash-
ington Legal Clinic for the Homeless, 
which raised $335,000 from the game. 
This year’s event honored the long-time 
contributions of Senior Assistant Dean 
Everett Bellamy. Rep. Stephanie Tubbs 
Jones, D-Ohio, who died last year, was re-
membered for her involvement in Home 
Court, and her jersey number was retired.
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Court Competition on April 
2. The panel consisted of 
Justice Samuel Alito of the 
U.S. Supreme Court; Judge 
Thomas L. Ambro (C’72, 
L’75) of the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the 3rd Circuit; 
Judge Sharon Prost of the 
U.S. Court of Appeals for 
the Federal Circuit; Justice 
Laura Denvir Stith (L’78) 
of the Supreme Court of 
Missouri and Judge Diane P. 
Wood of the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the 7th Circuit. 

“We didn’t ask you a lot 
of questions,” Justice Alito 

joked to students when the competition 
was over, causing a burst of laughter in the 
packed auditorium. (The judges, in fact, 
fired off questions at the contestants at an 
alarming rate.) 

While the first years were getting ready 
for the Beaudry, second- and third-year stu-
dents were traveling around the country and 
the world. Randy Nahlé (L’10) and David 
Suozzi (L’10) beat out 12 teams from nine 

Student Litigators Win Honors Here and Abroad

Arguing before state, federal and Eu-
ropean judges on topics ranging from 

tax law to marriage to outer space, students 
competing on Georgetown Law’s moot 
court, mock trial and alternative dispute 
resolution teams had a stellar year. First-
year students Abhi Raghunathan (L’12), 
Elizabeth A. Spavins (L’11), Jack Mellyn 
(L’11) and Virginia Sorrell (L’11) rose to the 
challenge of arguing before five esteemed 
judges at the 58th Annual Beaudry Moot 

Moot Court Victories

abhi raghunathan (L’12), Elizabeth Spavins (L’11), Virginia Sorrell (L’11) 
and Jack Mellyn (L’11) with Supreme Court Justice Samuel alito at the 
58th annual Beaudry Moot Court Competition april 2.
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oNCE aGaiN, SCi MootS thE MoSt 

it was another banner year for Georgetown 

law’s supreme Court institute, which mooted 

a stellar 92 percent of the cases heard before 

the High Court in the october 2008 term. in-

stitute Director and professor steven Goldblatt 

and Deputy Director tina Drake Zimmerman 

were on hand May 1 to celebrate the year’s 

accomplishments with a reception attended 

by, among others, supreme Court Justice An-

tonin scalia, solicitor General elena kagan and 

former solicitor General paul Clement. the 

event was an official “welcome to Washing-

ton” for kagan.

“i’m not sure why you’d want to give 

up the title of ‘Dean’ for ‘General’ — i guess 

some people would think that’s a good 

move,” Dean Alex Aleinikoff joked as he wel-

comed kagan and pam Harris, the institute’s 

new executive director. “for the academic that 

remains within you, we hope that you will 

make this your home away from home.”

kagan said she was honored to join such 

an extraordinary group of appellate attorneys 

who have worn the title of solicitor general. 

“When i think of what i want to be as solicitor 

general, and what i want the solicitor general’s 

office to do, all i have to do is look back at 

solicitors general past,” she said. “it’s a great 

thing to live up to.”

five Georgetown law students — Dan 

kahan (C’06, l’09), Christine Macey (l’10), 

rupal Doshi (l’09), Charles li (l’09) and elana 

Newberger (l’09) — were recognized for their 

research work with the institute. law Center 

ethics Counsel and Adjunct professor Michael 

frisch was also honored (see page 6). 

Clement — an alumnus of Georgetown 

University (f’88) as well as Harvard law — said 

that while he has a great affinity and fond-

ness for both institutions, the supreme Court 

institute was an area where Georgetown has 

Harvard beat. (kagan graciously agreed — but 

don’t tell them that up in Cambridge.)

“You have a group of people whose 

business it is to argue cases in front of the 

supreme Court, to perpetuate the idea that 

having specialized counsel for the supreme 

Court is the way to go, [and who] volunteer 

their time to make first-time advocates look 

better,” Clement said of the institute. “it is a 

model of selfless public service.”

countries to win the European and Interna-
tional Tax Law Moot Court Competition in 
Leuven, Belgium, in March.

“It was a steep learning curve,” said 
Nahlé, who added that when the team first 
read the facts of the problem designed for 
the competition, they immediately real-
ized how little they knew about this area of 
foreign law. Their two-member team was 
also outnumbered — the other law schools 
(all but one from European institutions) had 
four- or five-member teams. “What helped 
us score the most points was oral advocacy, 
especially answering the judges’ questions.”

Georgetown Law 2Ls Christina Calce 
(L’10) and Lorinda Laryea (L’10) didn’t have 
to travel to another galaxy to prevail over 
competitors at the North American Region-
als of the Manfred Lachs Space Law Moot 
Court Competition, hosted at the Law Cen-
ter April 4. The team will now prepare for 
the World Finals to be held in the Republic 
of Korea this fall. Georgetown also took first 
place in the fourth annual National Ethics 
Trial Competition, hosted by the University 
of the Pacific’s McGeorge School of Law 
March 19-21 in Sacramento.
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Graduation 2009
As their professors, family and friends looked on, members of Georgetown Law’s 137th graduating 

class marched across Healy Lawn on May 17, 2009, to receive the diplomas they’d worked so 
hard to achieve. Standing at the podium to greet them were many of the profession’s finest, includ-
ing former Solicitor General Seth Waxman (H’09), a distinguished visitor from practice at George-
town Law who received an honorary degree; and Professor David Vladeck (LL.M. ’77), co-director of 
Georgetown’s Institute for Public Representation and incoming director of the Federal Trade Com-
mission’s Bureau of Consumer Protection. Though the weather was unseasonably cool, Vladeck gave 
the graduates a warm welcome in his commencement address. “You are joining the profession at 
exactly the right moment,” he said, noting that while there might be a million lawyers practicing in 
the United States, the country needs more — and it needs them now. “There are tens of millions of 
Americans who urgently need your help.” Excerpts from Vladeck’s address follow.

Photographs by Sam Kittner
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I want to discuss the choices that young 
lawyers face and the joys of being a law-

yer. Let me start by making a few observa-
tions: First, there are one million lawyers 
in the United States and we need more, 
many more, and we need them now. I know 
that some firms are cutting staff and that 
this retrenchment has affected some of our 
graduates. But don’t despair, Class of 2009, 
you are joining the profession at exactly the 
right time. There is much work to be done. 
There are tens of millions of Americans 
who urgently need your help. 

Second, the majority of practicing 
lawyers in the United States now work in 
law firms that predominantly represent 
institutions, not people. This marks a seis-
mic shift from when I graduated from law 
school in 1976 (known better as the end 
of the Precambrian era) when about two-
thirds of the lawyers worked on their own 
or in small firms that represented people.

This shift has deepened a longstand-
ing problem: Legal services are generally 

out of reach for most Americans; not by 
reason of poverty — most Americans are 
not poor — but because they are not suf-
ficiently rich. For the poor, unless they win 
the legal services lottery, they are denied 
access to the justice system altogether. I 
tried to determine the number of lawyers in 
the United States who regularly represent 
poor people in civil cases. That number, 
I’m sorry to report, is 6,000, including all of 
the lawyers working for public and privately 
financed legal services organizations. Yes, 
6,000. I think I have more lawyers than 
that living on my block. The consequence, 
of course, is that the poor are denied access 
to even the most basic legal services, leav-
ing the most vulnerable in our society the 
least protected by the law. 

Our nation’s economic struggles have 
made the crisis of under-service even more 
acute. Families are losing their homes at 
a staggering rate. Last year, over 850,000 
families lost their homes to foreclosure. 
This year, another one million families will 

suffer the same fate. Unemployment is 
skyrocketing and nearly 40 million Ameri-
cans now live below the poverty line. The 
nation’s financial crisis may be the great-
est challenge our graduates ever face. But 
crisis breeds opportunity. The poor, the 
unemployed and the dispossessed need the 
help of lawyers to reclaim their lives, and 
they need help now. And there is so much 
that lawyers — including the Class of 2009 
— can do to help. 

Depending on your talents and inter-
ests, you can provide direct services to help 
families get their lives in order; you can 
bring test case litigation against unscrupu-
lous lenders; you can lobby Congress and 
state and local legislatures for mortgage 
and foreclosure reform. You can work full 
time; you can work part time; you can hang 
out a shingle and start your own practice. 
Or, like my friend Seth Waxman, you can 
volunteer your time and work pro bono. 
But this is no time to stand on the side-
lines. Indeed, Seth’s selection as this year’s 
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honorary degree recipient could not be 
more fitting. Seth Waxman has never stood 
on the sidelines. Nor, by the way, has our 
faculty. Take a look at the men and women 
sitting on this podium. Their record of 
public service is inspiring. They are why 
I believe that Georgetown Law school is 
the largest public interest law firm in the 
country, thanks in large measure to the 
vision of Dean Aleinikoff and Dean Areen 
and to the Jesuit tradition, whose spirit 
was personified by our beloved colleague, 
Father Drinan. 

Part of this call to service is duty: 
Lawyers have a duty — both moral and 
ethical — to serve the public. A license 
to practice law carries with it powerful 
privileges in our society. Lawyers make and 
enforce the law. Lawyers run government. 
Lawyers invoke the machinery of our judi-
cial system. Lawyers can compel people to 
give evidence and provide testimony. Our 
society invests lawyers with these powers. 
In exchange, society expects lawyers to 

give back. It is a fair bargain. 
But representing people in need isn’t 

just about duty or altruism; it is also an act 
of self-interest. I want to emphasize the 
joys of lawyering — yes, there is joy in be-
ing a lawyer — and especially lawyering to 
serve real people like the millions of Ameri-
cans whose lives have been turned upside 
down by the recession. Using your talents 
and skills to serve people is where the fun 
part of lawyering comes in. I love being a 
lawyer, I believe deeply in the nobility of 
the law, and I want to explain why. Let me 
begin with two stories:

I came to Georgetown in 1976 to work 
with Vic Kramer. Vic ran the clinic I now 
co-direct — the Institute for Public Repre-
sentation. Vic was a mythic figure in Wash-
ington, D.C. He had been the senior lawyer 
in the Antitrust Division of the Department 
of Justice; the managing partner at one of 
Washington’s powerhouse law firms, Arnold, 
Fortas and Porter, and had joined the 
Georgetown faculty a few years earlier.

Lawyers of my vintage all know about 
Vic’s interviewing practices. They were so 
terrifying that even Dick Cheney would 
be appalled. Vic would take out his pocket 
watch, point to a large stack of resumes on 
his desk, and say: “These are resumes from 
the brightest young lawyers in the country. 
You have ten minutes to persuade me that 
you are the best candidate for the job.” 
He would then pace back and forth like 
Groucho Marx as you tried to answer him. 
Terrifying. Having survived that ordeal, I 
spoke up and asked Vic why he worked at 
Georgetown. After all, Vic could have any 
job. Vic’s answer made such an impact on 
me that, over 30 years later, I can quote 
him verbatim: “I just love this job. It is 
the best job. I represent the clients I want 
to represent.” Vic then told me about his 
client, Myron Cherry, a wheelchair-bound 
activist who wanted to make D.C.’s Metro, 
which was then under construction, ac-
cessible to people in wheelchairs. Vic and 
Myron succeeded in forcing Metro to put 
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an elevator in each station. Vic was tremen-
dously proud of their victory. I still think of 
Vic and Myron when I ride the Metro.

During my year at Georgetown, Vic 
arranged for me to interview at the Public 
Citizen Litigation Group. The Group was 
run by Alan Morrison, a pioneering public 
interest lawyer, who had already won a 
string of important Supreme Court cases. 
I asked Alan the same question: What do 
you like about your job? Alan’s answer was 
the same as Vic’s: “I just love this job. It is 
the best job. I get to represent the clients I 
want to represent.” Alan was especially ex-
cited about the Group’s recent win — Pro-
fessor Gerry Spann played a big role in this 
case — on behalf of the Virginia Citizens 
Consumer Council, a group of little old 
ladies who adored Alan and Gerry. Tired 
of driving around Northern Virginia to 
find low-cost medicines, they challenged a 
Virginia law making it illegal for drug stores 
to advertise the price of prescription drugs. 
And with Alan and Gerry’s help, they won 

and in so doing extended the First Amend-
ment’s coverage to commercial speech.

I draw two lessons from these conver-
sations: One is that lawyers should find 
something they love to do and stick with 
it. Next to your family, your job is the most 
important thing in your life. Find some-
thing you love to do. Time is too precious 
not to.

The other lesson is that who a lawyer 
represents matters, and having real people 
with real problems as clients can bring 
great satisfaction. It was the reason why  
Vic and Alan so loved their work. I took 
their lesson to heart. The best cases I’ve 
had are ones in which I was paid in hugs, 
not in dollars.

I spent 15 years handling a succession 
of cases to force the Occupational Safety 
and Health Administration to regulate 
toxic substances in the workplace. My 
practice sounded like a chemistry course 
— ethylene oxide, benzene, formaldehyde, 
cadmium and hexavalent chromium. These 

were dry, technical cases. Nothing glamor-
ous. But I loved them. Why? Because I got 
to know the workers affected by these haz-
ards. Their health and well-being depended 
on the outcome of the case. There is no 
higher calling than fighting for the power-
less. There is no greater satisfaction than 
using your skills to protect another person 
from harm or the loss of freedom.

Take ethylene oxide — maybe the case 
I am most proud of. Ethylene oxide is a 
gas used to sterilize heat-sensitive medical 
equipment; it is used so widely because it 
kills everything. But no one gave thought to 
the 80,000 hospital workers who operated 
the sterilizers. They were exposed to sig-
nificant levels of the gas. Why were these 
workers ignored? They were all women, 
virtually all minorities, and they worked in 
the bowels of hospitals, unseen and invis-
ible. But they were suffering from neuropa-
thy — the loss of feeling in their limbs (one 
woman told me that she could not feel her 
baby as she held it in her arms) — and a 
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frighteningly high rate of miscarriages and 
blood cancers. They asked for help.

The project took seven years. But in the 
end we forced OSHA to issue a tough stan-
dard that protects workers from exposure. 
To celebrate I went back to see my clients 
and got hugs — lots of great hugs. Helping 
these women get safe working conditions 
was the most moving experience of my 
professional life.

These are extraordinary times, and the 
demand for lawyers willing to represent 
people in need is unbounded. I have decid-
ed to take a leave from Georgetown to go 
to the Federal Trade Commission to direct 
the Bureau of Consumer Protection. Yes, 
Julie O’Sullivan, I’ll be back. I was drawn to 
this job because so much important work 
needs to be done. Consumer fraud is out 
of control and the targets of fraud are, as 
always, those who can least afford it. They 
are families on the verge of losing their 
homes. They are parents struggling to feed 
their children. They are people who are 

sick, who can’t afford a doctor, and place 
their hope and their last few dollars on a 
snake-oil supplement that promises a cure 
but delivers nothing.

As I was preparing for this address, 
I read a speech Louis Brandeis gave to 
Harvard students in May 1905, long before 
he was appointed to the Supreme Court. I 
looked to Brandeis for inspiration because 
he was the first “people’s lawyer” — a social 
activist who fought against monopolies, 
campaigned for shorter workdays and 
minimum wage laws, and, fittingly, helped 
create the Federal Trade Commission. 
In his Harvard speech, Brandeis worried 
about the growing influence and size of the 
corporate bar, especially at the expense of 
the shrinking pool of lawyers left to repre-
sent the people’s interest. He called on the 
next generation to rectify this imbalance. 
“Nothing can better fit you for taking part 
in the solution of these problems than the 
study and preeminently the practice of law. 
Those of you who feel drawn to that profes-

sion may rest assured that you will find in 
it an opportunity for usefulness which is 
probably unequaled. There is a call upon 
the legal profession to do great work for 
this country.” 

More than ever Brandeis’s words ring 
true: There is today indeed “a call upon the 
legal profession to do great work for this 
country.”

Let me end with two observations for 
the Class of 2009. One is this: Your energy, 
passions and talents are needed now. 
Millions of Americans urgently need legal 
assistance. As Brandeis put it, there are 
opportunities for your usefulness which are 
probably unequaled; you just have to look 
for them. They won’t be hard to find.

The second is this: Find the part of the 
profession that you love. Law is a big tent; 
there is something wonderful under it for 
each of you. Thank you and again congratu-
lations to the Class of 2009.

Commencement speaker professor David Vladeck, honorary degree 

recipient Seth waxman, former solicitor general, and members of 

the class of 2009 all contributed to a memorable graduation day.
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The Justice Agenda

In the words of Dean T. Alexander Aleinikoff, justice and the public 

interest programs that promote it are “the heart and soul of what we do 

here.” Through its clinics, centers, institutes and programs, Georgetown 

Law excels at promoting service to others. But the work of justice is  

never done, and so this fall the Law Center is launching the Justice 

Agenda, a program that builds on the school’s Jesuit heritage and  

enhances its long history of public service through new programs,  

classes, clinics and fellowships. In the following pages, faculty, students, 

staff and alumni provide their insights on the Law Center’s work for  

justice. We begin with comments from Dean Aleinikoff:

Carved on the wall of our library is this motto: “Law is 
but the means, justice is the end.” These words define 

the Law Center. I talk about them in my introductory speech 
every year to first-year students. Our classes, our faculty, the 
kinds of programs we put on, the fact that we have an Office 
of Public Interest and Community Service (OPICS) open 
to everyone — it would be very hard to miss the message of 
public service at this law school. And the message is impor-
tant not only for students who choose to do public interest 
work but for all students, those who work in large firms or 
small firms, as corporate counsel or in any number of other 
capacities.

The Justice Agenda is about making the world a better 
place at a local, national and international level. Our local 
work includes the pro bono projects that many students un-
dertake; it involves the Institute for Public Representation, the 
Domestic Violence and other clinics’ representation of people 
in the community. We influence the national scene through 
our centers and institutes and their work on national policy 
issues, such as the Harrison Institute’s push for affordable 
housing; as well as through the Loan Repayment Assistance 
Program (LRAP) that helps our students spread out across the 
country and work at public interest jobs upon graduation. On 
the international scene our postgraduate fellows are involved 
in the Jesuit Refugee Service, Human Rights First and other 

international human rights issues, and here at the Law Center 
there are, just to name a few, the Human Rights Clinic; the 
Center for Applied Legal Studies, which does asylum applica-
tions; and the Women’s Law and Public Policy Foundation, 
which brings human rights lawyers from Africa to Georgetown 
Law. 

Most importantly, though, we are helping the needy 
wherever we find them. Abused women, asylum seekers, kids 
caught up in the criminal process — these people will always 
need representation. There is a massive need to work with the 
marginalized, the poor, those who are discriminated against — 
no matter what economic conditions our students find when 
they graduate. In fact, we’ve given newly graduated students 
still looking for employment a stipend to work in a public 
interest job for the rest of the calendar year. The economic 
downturn creates a greater need for public interest work to 
help people who are struggling. 

The Justice Agenda is about taking an already stellar 
program and making it stronger. We’d like to expand the 
number of postgraduate fellowships and create more clinical 
opportunities for students. We’d like to increase our support 
for the LRAP program. We’d like to involve students in more 
pro bono activities during their time here. I think we’re doing 
a great job now, but if we had twice the resources, we could 
do four times as much. 

By Ann W. Parks
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Georgetown Law students Melissa 
Hung (L’09) and Russet Wycuff Perry 

(L’09) were perhaps the last people Angela 
Baylor [not her real name] expected to be 
working with when she showed up at the 
Domestic Violence Unit of the Superior 
Court of the District of Columbia on 
March 30. Tensions between her and her 
youngest daughter’s father, John [also not 
his real name], had escalated to the point 
where she wanted a protection order. So 
when Sara Gold, a visiting professor in 
Georgetown Law’s Domestic Violence 
Clinic, approached the 32-year-old mother 
of three and asked her if she was willing to 
have law students help her with her case, 
Angela was skeptical.

“This was my life, my kids. Basically, I 
was fighting to stay alive,” she says. “At that 
point in my life, to trust someone was hard, 
because I had trusted him,” a reference to 
John.

Law students, she figured, wouldn’t 
really know the law, let alone how to help 
with her complicated problems. But when 
she met Hung — the Georgetown clinic 
student who was doing intake at the court 
that day — and later, Hung’s clinic partner 

Perry, Angela’s doubts rapidly vanished. 
“I felt like, okay, she was honest,” 

Angela says of Hung, who handled her case 
initially. “I felt safe with her.” 

So safe, in fact, that Angela ended up 
talking to the law student for an hour and 
a half that day — describing how John had 
threatened her with a machete in 2007, 
had damaged property she owned and had 
told others in recent weeks that he was go-
ing to kill her. Pen in hand — because the 
temporary protection order form is filled 
out in writing — Hung helped Angela sort 
through the kinds of things that wouldn’t 
help her case, and the kinds of things that 
would. Then she prepped Angela for a 
hearing in front of the judge. By the end of 
the afternoon, Angela had a 14-day protec-
tion order. 

“I felt much better, I felt comfortable, 
I had someone there for me,” Angela says. 
“Sometimes you feel like you’re all alone in 
this world, and nobody else understands. I 
felt like they knew what they were doing. 
… Some things they didn’t know, but they 
found out, and they were really there for 
me. I felt like I was their only case.”

The Teaching of Justice

The Justice Agenda

The following cases represent just two out of the countless numbers of people assisted by Georgetown Law students in 

any given year — through the Law Center’s clinics, experiential learning courses, Office of Public Interest and Community 

Service and numerous student organizations. Each case is a laboratory of justice. 

Tales from the Clinics

“I Was 
Fighting 
to Stay 
Alive”

To understand the full scope of justice programs at the Law 
Center, it helps to see them in order. Here is a timeline of 
milestones:

1960 — Georgetown Law establishes the E. Barrett Prettyman Fellowship 

Program, providing training in courtroom advocacy for recent graduates 

representing indigent clients in District of Columbia courts. 
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For their part, Hung and Perry thought 
Angela’s case sounded a lot more com-
plicated than the other three protection 
order cases they’d worked on earlier in the 
semester as students in the Domestic Vio-
lence Clinic. There were criminal charges 
pending against John relating to the 2007 
machete incident, and there was a child 
support hearing scheduled in a week. 

As it turned out, the case was indeed 
complicated — but not for the reasons that 
Hung and Perry had originally anticipated. 
What followed in the two-week space of 
time between the grant of the temporary 
order at the end of March to the grant of 
the 12-month order on April 13 was, for 
the students, a legal and emotional roller 
coaster ride that changed by the hour. For 
them, it illustrated all too vividly the issues 
faced by victims of domestic violence, 
problems within the system and, of course, 
the hard work they would need to do to 
pull their client through.

“I think we really felt all throughout the 
case how important it was that we were ad-
vocating for [Angela],” Perry says. “People 
wouldn’t listen to her, people wouldn’t help 
her — at least we had a little bit of extra 
force to try and get things done. We could 

call other people, and sometimes [Angela 
would learn that] people are not just saying 
no to her, they’re saying no to us too.”

ProbLems

Three days later — on Thursday, April 
2 — Angela met with Hung and Perry at 
the Law Center to start preparing for the 
one-year protection order hearing sched-
uled for Monday, April 13. “At the [second] 
interview, we sat down and we really tried 
to pull out what she was thinking, what she 
was feeling, why she’s afraid and the exact 
moment-by-moment of each incident that 
she was alleging in her petition.”

In the initial meeting, besides filling 
out the petition for the protection order 
and preparing her client for the temporary 
protection order hearing, Hung had also 
directed Angela to others working at the 
intake center who could help her — a 
child support expert from the Office of the 
Attorney General; an advocate from a D.C. 
organization, SAFE, to discuss matters 
of safety and housing; and employees of 
the Crime Victim’s Compensation Fund. 
Hung had put Angela on the phone with a 
victim’s advocate from the U.S. Attorney’s 
Office, since the related machete case was 

pending in the D.C. Superior Court, with a 
warrant outstanding for John’s arrest. These 
were important first steps. But in the sec-
ond interview, they met for three hours.

“We went into my past, and when I 
clammed up, they understood,” Angela says 
of these first two meetings. “They said, let’s 
take a break, and they talked to my kids, 
and I got myself together.”

Angela says that she no longer had any 
doubts at this point about whether she 
wanted to be represented by law students. 
Hung and Perry were still unsure, though, 
as to whether Angela would pursue her 
case. Domestic violence clients, as they’d 
learned in the clinic, may be juggling a 
whole universe of problems in addition to 
a job and family, and even if the students 
can work on the case full time, that doesn’t 
mean the client can. 

“A lot of these clients will come in and 
get their [temporary protection order] and 
then decide in those two weeks that they 
can’t pursue it, for all different reasons,” 
Perry says. “It could be, ‘I’m afraid,’ ‘we 
have children in common,’ ‘I don’t have 
the money to do this,’ or ‘I can’t support 
myself.’”

1963 — The D.C. Bail Project is established at the Law Center — led by 

Former Dean and Professor David J. McCarthy Jr. — to research Washington’s 

bail system. It continues today as a federal agency, the District of Columbia 

Pretrial Services Agency.

1965 — The Institute of Criminal Law and Procedure is established with a 

grant from the Ford Foundation. Headed by Professor Samuel Dash, it studied 

the criminal process from police investigation to appellate and other post-

conviction procedures. 

Russet Wycuff Perry (L’09), Melissa Hung (L’09) and Visiting Professor Sara Gold
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When the weekend went by with no 
word from Angela — with the protection 
order hearing deadline looming in a week 
—  the students were concerned; but on 
Monday, April 6, Angela called to say that 
everything was fine. Relieved, the students 
headed to class on Tuesday, only to receive 
word from the SAFE advocate that some-
thing was wrong; the client had called in 
the middle of the night. 

“[John] showed up at her house again 
Monday night, and our client called the 
police, but the temporary protection order 
hadn’t been served on him yet so it wasn’t 
in effect,” Hung says. “So as soon as we got 
out of class, we’re trying to call our client. 
We couldn’t find her, we couldn’t get hold 
of her and that’s when everything started to 
hit the fan.”

ArresT

According to Angela, John attempted with-
out permission to enter the house that she 
shares with her mother, trying the front and 
back doors. The late-night visit prompted 
Angela to seek help from the police in 
serving the temporary protection order at 
his place of employment the following day. 
She also wanted the police to execute the 
outstanding arrest warrant. Unbeknownst 
to the students — who were in class at the 
time — Angela and the police arranged a 
plan whereby Angela would go to John’s 
place of employment, meet the police there 
and identify John in order to serve him with 
the papers. 

But when Angela arrived at John’s place 
of work, he produced copies of an earlier 
protection order the couple had entered 
into by consent in Maryland, a docu-
ment that had given Angela custody of the 
couple’s two-year-old daughter. And since 
that protection order stated that she wasn’t 
supposed to be at his place of work, the 
police turned around and arrested Angela 
instead. 

“I’m sitting there going, ‘I’m the one 
who called you! How can you lock me up?’” 
Angela recalls. “This wasn’t something that 
I bargained for. They just snatched my 
daughter out of my arms and gave her to 
him and I was handcuffed and arrested.”

It wasn’t something the students 
expected to happen, either. “So here we 
are, back at school, we are making all these 
phone calls and eventually we find out that 
she’s been arrested and that he has the child 
now,” Hung says. “It was getting worse.”

GeTTinG worse

Angela called her mother, who in turn 
called Hung and Perry. From Georgetown 
Law, the students hurried to meet their 
clinic client in jail. “They said, we’re going 
to try to do everything we can to get these 
charges dropped so you won’t be held, 
but they couldn’t move my arraignment 
up,” Angela says, adding that she was very 
scared at that point. “They talked to me, 
walked me through everything that would 
go on. They just stayed with me.” 

Since the arraignment hearing would 
not be held until the next day, however, the 
students learned that Angela would have to 
remain in jail overnight. The only thing they 
could do was have their client draft a letter 
that gave temporary custody of the two-
year-old daughter to their client’s mother. 
The problem was that the little girl and her 
father were nowhere to be found.

“We realized that we should obviously 
be concerned about the child, even though 
that’s not something that’s necessarily part 
of our case,” Perry says. It was hard not to 
get involved, though. The following day, 
as Hung headed to the domestic violence 
intake center to obtain an extra copy of the 
service packet from the protection order 
matter, she spied the father and daughter.

“I’m not sure why he came, but when 
he came, he was obviously served with the 
papers, so instead of doing whatever he was 

going to do, he filed an answer to our peti-
tion,” Hung says. 

John, with Angela’s daughter and anoth-
er child of his own, then proceeded down 
an emergency exit stairwell, according to 
the students. Fortunately, the stairwell was 
locked at the bottom — giving Hung and 
Perry time to notify courthouse security 
about the situation. Meanwhile, their client 
was about to be arraigned for violating the 
Maryland protection order.

“We’re calling our supervisor, going, 
what do we do, we don’t want him to leave, 
certainly not on our watch,” Perry says. “We 
don’t want this guy to just walk out with 
this little girl, particularly since it’s about 
[noon] at this point and our client is sup-
posed to be arraigned at one o’clock.”

THe LonGesT dAy

The students had also notified the U.S. 
Attorney’s Office of the situation before the 
arraignment. And, in the end, their client 
was not charged for violating the Maryland 
protection order — but soon there was 
another problem. While others were busy 
with the hearing, John walked out of the 
courthouse with both children. 

It was, the students said, the lowest 
moment of the case.

“It’s great, she got out, but guess what? 
Her child was here and she was so close to 
having her child back and then the child 
just got taken from her again,” Perry says. 
The least they could do, they thought, 
was to accompany Angela and the police 
to an address they had for John in Prince 
George’s County, trying to locate the child. 

“They went to Maryland, which was 
above and beyond the call of duty,” Angela 
says. “They talked to the police officers and 
helped me to try to go over to this other 
address … they never stopped. They never 
gave up on getting my daughter back.” 

But on that day, unfortunately, the stu-
dents were unsuccessful. Eventually Hung 

1967 — A grant provided by the National Legal Aid and Defender Agency 

leads Kenneth Pye, David McCarthy, William Greenhalgh, Gary Bellow and 

others to prepare materials on criminal procedure, inspiring a required first-

year course in criminal justice. 

1968 — Georgetown Law students and faculty assist thousands of defen-

dants charged in the Washington, D.C., riots following the assassination of 

Martin Luther King Jr. 

The Justice Agenda | The Teaching of Justice
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and Perry went home, knowing that their 
client would be spending another night 
without her two-year-old daughter.

“It was a very long day,” Hung said.

emerGenCy CusTody

The next day — Thursday, April 9 — the 
students had a strategy. Fearing that John 
would file for emergency custody in Mary-
land, the students called several courts in 
that state apprising them of the situation. 
Then they headed back to class.

“During the break, we got a phone 
call from a paralegal in Maryland who 
says, ‘Miss Hung, he’s here, he’s filing for 
emergency custody,’ ” Hung says. “At that 
point we were just panicked, because we 
knew that [if that happened], he could pull 
out this emergency custody order and say, 
‘I have this and it trumps yours,’ and then 
there would be nothing we could do.”

The students quickly typed up an af-
fidavit, convincing the paralegal and the 
judge involved in the case to make it a con-
tested hearing. They sent the affidavit, the 
custody order, the warrant for John’s arrest, 
and the client to Maryland. 

“They told me, you need to get over 
there, and I said, there’s no way in the 
world I’m going to make it there, because 
it was close to one thirty and the [hear-
ing] was at two,” Angela says. “They got an 
affidavit they prepared to send the judge in 
case I didn’t make it in time, and to ask the 
judge to wait if I didn’t get there, and they 
were on the phone with me the whole time 
I was going up there.”

Angela made it in time — but then 
things took another unexpected turn. Ac-
cording to Angela, as they were waiting for 
their case to be called, her child’s father 
convinced her to leave, promising that he 
would give her the child if she walked away 
from the hearing. So Angela accompanied 
John back to Washington, D.C., and waited 
outside a house for him to produce the  
 

child — calling her student lawyers to let 
them know about the situation.

“Our initial reaction is, get out of there 
right now, he’s going to call the police, the 
police will then arrest you and give him 
the child,” Perry says. “So once again, we’ll 
have the same situation.”

This time, though, the story had a 
happy ending. A police detective, working 
with Angela and the students on the case, 
was able to contact John that afternoon and 
persuade him to return the child. Elated, 
Hung, Perry, and their supervisor, Domestic 

Violence Clinic Co-Director Laurie Kohn, 
hurried over to the family division of the 
Superior Court for the reunion.

“I had my life back, that’s the only way 
I can describe it,” Angela says. “Laurie, Me-
lissa and Russet were all there for me when 
I got my daughter back. They didn’t have to 
come, but they were all there for me. They 
were with me every step of the way.”  

ePiLoGue

On Monday, April 13, Hung and Perry 
accompanied Angela to the one-year civil 
protection order (CPO) hearing.

“We went over everything, the ques-
tions they were going to ask me,” Angela 
says. “I was relieved … at least I know that 
if someone did do something to me, the 
first person they would look at was him.”

Hung says that joining the Domestic 
Violence Clinic meant gaining valuable 
experience in client work, something that 
she hadn’t yet done in her Georgetown 
Law education. And it has definitely had an 
impact; though she will eventually join Sid-
ley Austin in Chicago after taking the bar 
exam, Hung has elected to defer her start 
date for a year in order to do policy work 
at the D.C. Coalition Against Domestic 
Violence, a deferral funded by the firm.

“I don’t know that I would have opted 
to go that route had I not found an op-
portunity I was excited about,” she says. 
“I know I certainly encountered a lot of 
obstacles in my clinic work that made me 
think about what could be done on a more 
systemic level to improve things for victims 
of domestic violence.”

Similarly, the clinic offered Perry expe-
riences that she wasn’t sure that she would 
ever have — specifically, working with 
victims of domestic violence. She plans 
to pursue opportunities as a prosecutor in 
Virginia after taking the bar exam. “There 
aren’t a lot of attorneys who represent [vic-
tims of domestic violence], so for me it was 
an opportunity that I thought I would never 
have again,” she says.

And though Angela hopes she’ll never 
need another lawyer, she has nothing but 
the highest praises now for Hung, Perry and 
Kohn. In early July, Hung and Perry were 
busy studying for the bar — and Angela was 
already planning a celebration. “I think once 
you get the right lawyer, [the law] is good,” 
she says. “They never turned their back on 
me. I’d do anything for these people, be-
cause they helped me so much. They have 
the education to help people, and you want 
those kinds of people in the world.”

“Sometimes you feel like 

you’re all alone in this 

world, and nobody else 

understands. I felt like 

they knew what they were 

doing. … Some things 

they didn’t know, but they 

found out, and they were 

really there for me. I felt 

like I was their only case.”

1968 — Law Students in Court, a program made up of students from five 

area law schools including Georgetown, is founded to represent indigent 

clients. 

1969 — Professor Joseph Page offers a seminar on lawyering in the public 

interest; among other things, students petitioned the Food and Drug Ad-

ministration to ban lead-based paint for household use.

The Justice Agenda
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“I Was Hoping Someone 
Would Care”

Tales from the Clinics

The Justice Agenda | The Teaching of Justice

Kevin Hairston was frustrated. This 
single dad — a former Air Force police 

officer who works the midnight-to-eight 
shift as an offset pressperson for the Gov-
ernment Printing Office — thought he had 
a good shot at a promotion in August 2006 
when he spied a job posting at work for an 
advanced position involving a larger press. 
The position, second offset pressperson, 
was open only to GPO employees, and the 
job posting stated that knowledge of GPO 
practices and workflow was an element of 
the job. 

Hairston had been working his way up 
the ladder since he joined the organization 
in 1987. “I had acquired the skills to do the 
job, and just needed the opportunity,” says 
Hairston, who in 2001 scored third highest 
out of 134 people on an examination to 
enter the GPO’s offset press apprentice 
training program. Since completing the pro-
gram more than three years later, Hairston 
received consistently positive performance 
reviews as a full-time pressperson. “I be-
lieved that I was qualified.”

Others thought so too. According to 
documents later filed by Hairston in the 
U.S. District Court for the District of 
Columbia, a selecting official told him that 
he had been chosen for the position. A 

human resources officer was allegedly told 
to offer him the job and later investigations 
revealed that a “selection acknowledgment” 
form was even prepared for Hairston to 
sign. 

“i wondered wHAT wAs GoinG on”

But the offer never came. Instead, the 
announcement was pulled — only to be 
reposted less than a month after Hairston’s 
application. This time, there was no re-
quirement that the candidates be employed 
by the government or have knowledge of 
GPO procedures and work standards. For 
Hairston, who started out at the GPO more 
than 20 years ago as a police officer and 
has worked as an industrial cleaner, book 
packer and press feeder operator before be-
coming a pressperson, it was like slamming 
into a wall. “I wondered what was going 
on,” he says.

Concerned that the hiring decisions 
might be motivated by racial discrimina-
tion, Hairston, who is African American, 
contacted GPO’s Equal Employment 
Opportunity (EEO) office. There, he says 
he was told that without proof of discrimi-
nation, nothing could be done and that he 
should apply for the reposted position. He 
reapplied and was subjected to an inter-

view process, something he had not had 
to go through before. Still, he did not get 
the job. Months later, he learned that the 
position had been awarded to an outsider, a 
Caucasian man who, to Hairston’s knowl-
edge, had no previous experience at the 
GPO or any other federal agency. It was 
another blow for Hairston, who not only 
cares about advancing his career but has a 
10-year-old daughter to support, a straight-
A student. 

“Despite my two decades of service to 
the GPO, I have not been allowed to prog-
ress beyond my current position,” Hairston 
stated in court filings. “I have applied and 
been qualified for promotions … but in 
spite of the very positive evaluations I have 
consistently earned, I have repeatedly been 
denied.”

After learning that a white man had 
received the job he applied for, Hairston re-
turned to GPO’s EEO office and reiterated 
his concerns about racial discrimination in 
the hiring process. He believed at the time, 
and still does, that he was discriminated 
against on the basis of race — in violation 
of Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. 

The office commenced an investiga-
tion, but now there was a new problem. 
Hairston began suffering “what felt like a 

1971 — Professor Addison Bowman founds the Criminal Justice Clinic, 

with students representing criminal defendants in D.C. and Maryland. 

1971 — The Institute for Public Representation (IPR) — a public interest 

law firm and clinical education program — is founded to assist parties  

appearing before administrative agencies, courts and other decision-making 

bodies. 
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campaign of harassment” from a supervi-
sor. Co-workers had told Hairston about 
Georgetown Law’s Institute for Public 
Representation, the Law Center’s public 
interest law firm and clinical education pro-
gram, so he e-mailed the clinic. 

“I don’t think [my experience at work] 
was something that was personal. I just 
think it was an agenda that they have and 
I happened to be in the way of it. I didn’t 
feel it was right, and that’s why I asked 
Georgetown Law to help me out,” Hairston 
says. “I was hoping someone would read it 
and care.” 

 
HeLPinG ouT

Someone did. In fact, many people did. 
The first students to work on the case 
were Matt Teaman (L’08) and Emil Bove 
(L’08). While waiting for GPO’s EEO office 
to complete its investigation — a prereq-
uisite to filing suit in court — Teaman 
and Bove interviewed Hairston to learn 
his story and began researching his legal 
claims. And when the EEO investigation 
was completed without satisfactory results, 
IPR fellow Kathryn Sabbeth and Professor 
David Vladeck — then the director of the 
Institute’s civil rights and public interest 
division — filed a lawsuit on Hairston’s 
behalf, alleging unlawful discrimination as 

1972 — Professor William Greenhalgh founds the Prisoner Counseling 

Clinic, which was combined with the Criminal Justice Clinic later that year.

1972 — Professor Sherman Cohn establishes the Appellate Litigation Clinic, 

modeled after the Appellate Section of the Civil Division of the Department 

of Justice.

Kathryn Sabbeth, Kevin Hairston and Chris Dalton (L’09)
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well as retaliation. The lawsuit was filed in 
federal district court in September 2008.

From there, Rich Trumka (L’09) and 
Melissa Ku (L’09) took over, research-
ing further the facts of Hairston’s case as 
well as the legal theory. In December, the 
government responded with a motion to 
dismiss the case, asserting that Hairston 
had failed to timely exhaust his administra-
tive remedies. (Each federal agency has an 
EEO office, with a procedure that employ-
ees must follow before filing an employ-
ment discrimination case in federal court.) 

“I understood the maneuvering,” 
Hairston says, explaining that Sabbeth 
had given him a copy of the government’s 
response and explained what was going on. 
“That’s when I was really understanding 
how the law works, with technicalities and 
loopholes and things. I was just hoping that 
their strategy wasn’t successful.” 

And that’s where things stood when 
Chris Dalton (L’09) — in his final semester 
in law school — joined the clinic to work 
on Hairston’s case, with Sabbeth working 
as his supervisor. 

Hairston’s was just the sort of case that 
Dalton was hoping to work on when he 
joined the civil rights group at IPR in Janu-
ary 2009 — a race or gender discrimination 
case that would give him some experience 
with litigation. 

“There’s plenty of evidence that 
the GPO has felt for a good while that 
he’s not only qualified for this position 
but that he’s a good employee,” says 
Dalton, who worked on Hairston’s case 
into the spring. “He’s proven himself 
to be qualified for the position and 
the agency recognized that he was 
qualified, and then they pulled the 
job. They said, no one’s qualified, we 
will now offer it to people outside the 
organization, and lo and behold, [the 
job went to] a white guy.” 

But by the time Dalton joined 
the case the government was claim-
ing that the federal district court did 
not have authority to consider the 
merits of Hairston’s race discrimina-
tion suit, alleging that he failed to visit 
his EEO office within 45 days of the 
alleged discrimination and retaliation. 
So the underlying issues that Dalton 
had hoped to work on — namely, race 
discrimination in employment — were 
swept aside in a flurry of procedural 
maneuverings that, as it turned out, 
would consume the rest of his time in 
the clinic. 

“We spent this semester filing 
papers over [the timing] argument; 
we’re refuting that claim and they keep 
reiterating it, so we haven’t gotten to 
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1972 — Jason Newman (L’65) starts the Street Law Clinic, in which law stu-

dents taught — and continue to teach — high school students criminal law 

and procedure as well as consumer, family, housing and individual rights law. 

1973 — The Juvenile Justice Clinic is founded due to the efforts of Profes-

sor Judy Areen; Professor Wallace Mlyniec (L’70) is recruited to direct the 

clinic. 

the merits yet,” Dalton said last April. “We 
had to oppose the motion to dismiss and 
that’s what I worked on initially … there’s 
been nothing that we’ve done this semes-
ter that has anything to do really with the 
discrimination part of the case, and one of 
my successors down the line will [have] to 
pick up that ball and run with it — as long 
as we survive the motion to dismiss.”

CHess GAme

Surviving the motion to dismiss, of course, 
first meant opposing that motion. And 
in the process, student and client both 
learned that what lawyers do in any racial 
discrimination case involves much more 
than merely arguing that a particular fact 
pattern violates Title VII of the Civil Rights 
Act of 1964. 

“It was like a chess game,” Hairston 
says. A chess game in which his attorneys 
were prepared to meet opposing counsel 
point for point. Dalton and Sabbeth met 
with Hairston in early 2009 to discuss the 
timing issue — particularly, what happened 
when he had gone to an EEO counselor 
within the prescribed time but, accord-
ing to Hairston’s sworn declaration, was 
discouraged from pursuing a claim of race 
discrimination — on the grounds that there 
was no proof of discrimination.

“That’s really not for [the EEO coun-
selor] to do … to give any legal advice 
whatsoever, let alone discouraging him from 
pursuing a claim that he has to pursue as an 
administrative prerequisite to filing a case,” 
Sabbeth says. 

To help clarify the timing issue for 
the court, Dalton and Sabbeth met with 
Hairston to help him complete a declara-
tion, a sworn and signed statement of the 
facts as he remembered them. On January 
30 they submitted this declaration to the 
court together with their opposition to the 
motion to dismiss.

“I felt from reading [the government’s 
motion to dismiss] that I was out of time, 
and then I read what we were submitting, 
and I felt pretty confident again,” Hairston 
said. “[I felt like] any reasonable judge 
would read this and understand exactly 
what the situation was.”

And when the government came back 
a few weeks later with a reply denying 
that Hairston’s conversation with the EEO 
counselor ever took place, Dalton and 
Sabbeth decided that the situation called 
for an additional move on their part — a 
surreply, with an additional declaration 
from Hairston — since the EEO counselor 
interviewed by the government was appar-
ently not the same counselor that Hairston 
had spoken to. For Dalton, the student 
attorney, it was a matter of learning as he 
went along.

“I’m going, okay, what’s a declaration, I 
know I need to write one, I’ll figure it out. 
To say it was educational is an understate-
ment,” Dalton said in April. “So we wrote 
the declarations, we wrote the surreply, 
we filed all that, and that’s where it stands 
now.”

As of late August, Hairston was still 
waiting for a decision from the judge on the 
motion to dismiss, still working the  

midnight-to-eight shift, and still waiting 
for the promotion, back pay, lost benefits 
and damages he is seeking in the lawsuit. 
Ironically, after the suit was filed, Hairston 
was asked to temporarily perform the role 
of second offset pressperson — because 
the person who was originally hired for the 
job was soon promoted to another position. 
Hairston performed the job, without extra 
pay, for two months until a new person was 
hired. 

reAL Life

Through Hairston’s case — and many more 
like it — students have the chance to work 
directly with clients, an opportunity they 
might not get while doing research at a law 
firm during the summer. “You go to law 
school so that at some point in your life you 
will be working with clients,” Dalton says. 
“I wanted to get into a situation where I 
was doing something that felt real — and 
civil rights is very much real.”

By late June, Dalton had graduated 
from Georgetown Law and had accepted 
an offer to practice aviation law at a firm 
in San Diego. Sabbeth, whose Georgetown 
fellowship was ending, had accepted a 
teaching position at the University of North 
Carolina Law School; Leah Nicholls will be 
taking her place. And a new director, Brian 
Wolfman, was moving into David Vladeck’s 
position. Assuming that a judge will allow 
his case to go forward, Hairston will have 
to get used to working with a new round 
of student attorneys, and new IPR staff, in 
the fall. Based on his experience with the 
clinic so far, though, he’s not complaining. 
“Whatever needs to be done is fine with 
me … I’m just happy to be represented,” 
he says. 

“You go to law school so that at some point in your life you will 

be working with clients,” Dalton says. “I wanted to get into a 

situation where I was doing something that felt real — and civil 

rights is very much real.”

The Justice Agenda | The Teaching of Justice
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1978 — The Harrison Institute for Public Law begins with a state legisla-

tion division, headed by Professor Robert K. Stumberg (L’75, LL.M. ’79), 

and a housing division, led by Jason Newman (L’65). 

GL: How is justice taught in the legal 
academy?
RW: I noticed early in my own teaching 
of jurisprudence that the idea of justice 
as the goal of legal activity was not a very 
pronounced part of the jurisprudence 
curriculum. The stereotypical “Paper 
Chase” conception of what happens in the 
classroom is that when students talk about 
justice they’re just spouting emotional 
sentimental instincts. There’s something 
almost taboo about making claims of 
justice on behalf of some position you want 
to argue for in the classroom. And that is 
very, very strange. No medical school would 
deny that health is the goal of medicine, 
and likewise justice, everyone would agree, 
is the goal of law. But for some reason you 
can’t talk about it that way. So it struck me 
that this idea of justice as in some way be-
ing forbidden in scholarship and pedagogy 
must have a history. 

GL: Can you give us a little background 
on this history?
RW: The short story, I think, is this: Back 
at the turn of the century, from the 19th 

to the 20th century, there were two major 
philosophical movements about the nature 
of law that dominated in the law schools, 
and for very different reasons both of them 
eschewed the notion of justice. Legal for-
malism was wedded to the view that legal 
questions have fully determinant and com-
plete answers that can be derived directly 
and completely from pre-existing legal 
materials. So from a formalist perspective, 
there’s never a need to talk about justice. 

The realists disagreed with that 
vehemently and thought of law as much 
more open-textured. There are plenty of 
open questions and there are all sorts of 
legal questions that can’t be answered by 
reference to legal materials alone. But they 
thought that what should fill the gaps when 
a question can’t be answered by references 
to law alone is something more forward 
looking and more utilitarian and more 
scientific and more grounded in the social 
sciences than some argument grounded in 
concepts of social justice. 

The only time in the American legal 
academy that justice has been regarded 
as the value to which judges and lawyers 

The Scholarship of Justice
Professor Robin West, associate dean for research and academic programs, has been thinking and writing about legal 
justice for much of her career. In her view, the idea of legal justice is very much an “under-theorized concept.”  Here, in a 
conversation with Georgetown Law magazine, she explains why. 

The Justice Agenda

Professor and Associate Dean Robin West
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1981 — The Equal Justice Foundation — a student-run organization — is 

established to promote public interest law. The foundation provides fellow-

ships for Georgetown Law students working in unpaid summer internships in 

organizations in Washington, D.C., across the nation and around the world.

1981 — The Sex Discrimination Clinic is founded to represent federal 

employees with sex discrimination employment claims before administrative 

agencies.

should turn when the law is unclear, re-
ally predates both the formalists and the 
realists. And it was when the pre-classical 
scholars had a sort of renaissance view of 
law as including the great texts of Western 
culture — Shakespeare, Aristotle and the 
Bible — and thought that a good lawyer 
would learn all of that high culture, and 
then reason from those texts toward some 
notion of justice which then could inform 
legal reasoning. 

This pre-classical view was out of 
the picture by the beginning of the 19th 
century. But it was what informed Thomas 
Jefferson’s and the framers of the Consti-
tution’s view of law. By the beginning of 
the 20th century, however, the formalist/
realist fight had completely taken over. And 
throughout the 20th century the debate has 
been between formalists who believe that 
law is sufficient to answer all legal ques-
tions, and the realists, who deny that law is 
sufficient but think that where there’s a gap 
one should turn to the social sciences, eco-
nomics, utilitarian conceptions of special 
policy, etc.

GL: it sounds almost as if the academy 
is afraid of pondering concepts of legal 
justice. is this the case?

rw: I once gave a speech on this topic and 
began with a quote from Justice Holmes — 
who was a great realist, or at least the intel-
lectual godfather of realists — and who 
famously said “I hate justice” and “When 
somebody talks about justice it shows they 
don’t know any law, they just don’t have 
anything else to say.” This Holmesian an-
tipathy to justice was a real bullying thing. 
But it worked. Holmes did intimidate 
people — he scared people away from the 
topic. You don’t want to be talking about 
justice if it means Holmes or his ghost will 
see that you’re just a fuzzy brained person 
carrying on about nothing.

GL: what’s up now with the teaching of 
justice? 
rw: John Rawls in the 1960s famously 
invigorated the study of justice as a moral 
concept. He was addressing issues of dis-
tributive justice, social justice, how much 
should we redistribute wealth to create a 
more equal society, etc. Other philosophers 
then took up the topic of retributive justice, 
how much punishment should there be 
when somebody has broken the law? Still 
to this day there are not a lot of scholars 
studying the idea of legal justice. It’s still 
an under-theorized concept, which is just 

very striking to me. When you ask most 
legal academics or lawyers or judges today 
what legal justice is, they will tell you that 
it means deciding like cases alike. So the 
idea of justice for lawyers, the idea of legal 
justice, has become extremely captive to 
this notion of deciding like cases alike, 
which is really just a restatement of the 
rule of precedent, the way that common 
law develops. It’s a very narrow moral idea 
if you’re talking about ethical guideposts, 
because there’s only so much wisdom you 
get from the idea that you should treat like 
cases alike. But I think that pretty much 
exhausts the terrain. I think this is a dispir-
iting message to tell students. I also think 
it’s just wrong. The courts are obviously 
doing much more than just deciding like 
cases alike. 

GL: who are some of the major thinkers 
now philosophizing about justice? 
rw: Two major figures who have addressed 
legal justice in creative ways over the last 
40 years are Richard Posner, who famously 
defined justice as efficiency, and Ronald 
Dworkin, who famously defined legal jus-
tice as deciding cases as best fits the best 
interpretation of existing legal authority. 
Posner’s is forward looking, in that he’s say-

“There’s something almost taboo about making claims of justice on behalf of some position you want to argue for in the classroom,” says Professor Robin West.

Sa
m

 H
o

ll
en

SH
ea

d



39F a l l / w i n t e r  2 0 0 9   •   G e o r G e t o w n  l a w

1981 — The Center for Applied Legal Studies (CALS) is launched by Profes-

sor Philip Schrag to manage cases including Social Security administrative 

hearings and consumer protection litigation on behalf of low-income consum-

ers. Since 1995, it has worked exclusively on asylum cases.

1985 — The Domestic Violence Clinic is established to represent victims of 

partner abuse in protection order cases; Professor Deborah Epstein is hired as 

director in 1998.

ing the courts should look to consequences 
when doing the work of justice. What that 
means is that they should do something 
that makes sense from a consequential-
ist perspective; they should do something 
that’s good. But then he defines the good 
as efficiency, which is extremely narrow, as 
hundreds of critics have now pointed out. 

Dworkin’s is not narrow; it’s quite 
broad, it’s the best interpretation of pre-
existing material. But on the other hand 
it’s quite explicitly backward-looking. He 
regards that as a virtue. I’m not sure. But 
at any rate, to my mind, those are the two 
compelling treatments of legal justice in 
the legal literature. And they’re both pretty 
inadequate. Of course there are hundreds 
of important theorists of justice in the 
philosophical literature, where the topic is 
social justice or retributive justice, but legal 
justice is almost virginal terrain. 

GL: do you see any changes on the 
horizon?
rw: There’s been in the last 20 years a 
regeneration of natural law as a secular 
movement, natural law outside the confines 
of Catholic theology and those people obvi-
ously talking very explicitly about justice as 
the common good, following Thomas Aqui-
nas’ lead, but trying to do it secularly, which 
is kind of daunting. There’s also a younger 
generation of legal philosophers who are 
looking at law but don’t think of themselves 
as trained lawyers, so they’re more open to 
different philosophical questions, and that 
is shaping and reshaping the conversation 
in some ways.

And then a second development that I 
think will change this significantly is that a 
number of public philosophers, including 
Martha Nussbaum and Amartya Sen, are 
developing very rich and philosophically 

interesting theories of what the public good 
is, and from those theories I think one can 
draw some understandings of legal justice 
that are more complex and nuanced.

GL: so the public law people, the natural 
law people, anyone else?
rw: And then there’s a general crowd of 
utilitarian types who are unhappy with the 
economic definitions of the good, those are 
where I see some movement that will even-
tually bring about a re-examination of the 
idea of justice in law schools. But I think 
it’s a hard task to take on because of our 
heritage, because of what we’ve inherited 
from a realist/formalist paradigm. It was 
that debate that set the law school curricu-
lum, and that set the sort of resistance to 
these ideas in the law school curriculum. 
From formalism you got contracts and torts 
and civil procedure and all that kind of 
stuff, and from realism you got a push for 
clinics, a push for night education, skepti-
cism regarding the autonomy and com-
pleteness of law and for empirical inquiries 
into law as it is experienced — everything 
that was sort of different and anti-classical 
came in some way from the realist move-
ment. But if you look at the whole formal-
ist-realist debate taken collectively, it had 
some limits and one of them was that it 
pushed aside the question of what justice 
requires and what justice demands. 

GL: do students want to know more?
rw: Oh yes! This is a completely unmet 
need, and has been since I was a law 
student and for several generations. Law 
students go to law school and they think 
sensibly enough that one thing they will 
certainly learn is a theory of justice. Not 
that there should be eight theories of 
justice pushed down everyone’s throat, but 

that this is an inquiry that will be invited 
and there should be debate and there 
should be lots of stuff going on, because 
it’s carved into the walls all over the place, 
and then they are rather surprised — some 
of them don’t care but many I think are 
quite surprised — to realize by the end of 
the first year how denigrated the concept 
is by their teachers, by the judges whose 
opinions they’re reading and by lawyers 
themselves. 

Here at Georgetown Law we have a 
course that’s called Legal Justice, for Sec-
tion 3 first-year students, where we do take 
up what we call legal justice. But even in 
a course called Legal Justice it’s very hard 
to structure a conversation that is, in fact, 
about legal justice. I think it contributes to 
this sense that we all complain about but 
don’t get a grip on which is that by the time 
students graduate they feel themselves to 
have some degree lost their moral bearing. 
Having a Justice Agenda at Georgetown is 
a good spur to the systematic scholarly and 
pedagogical study of the idea of justice in 
the law school classroom and in our legal 
scholarship. 

— Anne Cassidy

The Justice Agenda

“No medical school would 

deny that health is the goal of 

medicine, and likewise jus-

tice, everyone would agree, is 

the goal of law. But for some 

reason you can’t talk about it 

that way.”
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1986 — The Loan Repayment Assistance Program (LRAP) is created to 

assist J.D. graduates in pursuing legal careers in the public interest. By 

1998, an endowment fund had been created to provide permanent funding 

for the program.

1987 — The Public Interest Law Scholars program is started by Professor 

Philip Schrag to encourage students intending to pursue careers in public 

interest law. 

David Lane (L’06)
After graduating from college in 1994 with 
a degree in philosophy, David Lane spent 
four years as a paralegal for a firm that did 
asbestos and other complex litigation — 
and came to the conclusion that a life in 
the law was not for him.

Fortunately, this San Francisco resident 
then made a move to the Habeas Corpus 
Resource Center, an organization created 
in 1998 as part of California’s judicial 
branch to provide indigent defendants 
with counsel in state and federal habeas 
corpus proceedings and to provide training 
and support for private attorneys doing the 
same. 

Lane liked this work so much that, after 
a few more years as a paralegal, he decided 
to apply to Georgetown to pursue a career 
in the law. “I went to Georgetown knowing 
that I wanted to do either capital habeas 
work specifically or some type of public 
interest work generally,” says Lane, who 
returned to the Habeas Corpus Resource 
Center as an attorney immediately after 
earning his law degree in 2006. 

California has the most populated 
death row in the country, with nearly 
700 men and 15 women serving capital 
sentences — and a severe shortage of at-
torneys either willing or qualified to handle 
their habeas corpus and executive clem-
ency proceedings.

“It can be difficult for the California 
Supreme Court to find habeas counsel for 
death row inmates, partly because capital 
habeas petitions are extraordinarily compli-
cated and there is a substantial investiga-
tion, including a lot of travel, involved in 
preparing a habeas petition,” Lane says, 
noting that the California legislature cre-
ated the Habeas Corpus Resource Center 
in order to address the needs of those attor-
neys. “We take as many assignments from 
the Supreme Court as we can.”

Lane frequently visits prisons to 
interview clients for their habeas petitions, 
something he did not do when he was 
working on large and complex litigation 
cases as a law firm paralegal. The satisfac-
tion, he says, comes from “the combination 
of learning about our clients’ lives … and 
essentially trying to reinvestigate all the 
events that led up to the alleged crimes.” 

Were it not for Georgetown’s Loan 
Repayment Assistance Program (LRAP), 
Lane probably wouldn’t be able to do this 
kind of work at all. Living in expensive San 
Francisco, with a wife and an infant son, he 
would have found it very difficult to pursue 
a career in public interest law otherwise. 
LRAP “has been the difference between 
me doing what I want to do in a job I like 
to think is needed — and not being able to 
do that.”

Elizabeth Matos (L’07)
Elizabeth Matos was one of those law 
students who came to Georgetown Law 
absolutely certain that she was going to do 
public interest work — probably in the field 
of immigration. Having worked for several 
years as a program director for undocu-
mented immigrant rights at the Massa-
chusetts Immigrant and Refugee Advocacy 
Coalition (MIRA), this Brown University 
graduate applied and was accepted to 
Georgetown’s Public Interest Law Scholars 
Program for the fall of 2004. 

Today, Matos is a staff attorney at 
South Coastal Counties Legal Services, 
a Massachusetts-based nonprofit serving 
low-income clients — where her primary 
focus is education, not immigration. “I was 
taking classes my second and third year [at 
Georgetown Law] with Professors James 
Forman and Charles Lawrence who do a 
lot of work around education, and I became 
very interested in that as a human rights 
issue and connected to larger issues of pov-
erty in the United States,” Matos explains.

Part of her job entails direct client 
work, such as representing students in dis-
cipline and expulsion hearings. It can also 
take a broader scope, such as when she’s 
working on legislative reforms to address 
expulsion rules. Other legal services work 
has included eviction defense and foreclo-
sure defense for low-income clients. She 

The Justice Agenda

The Pursuit of Justice
Georgetown Law’s Loan Repayment Assistance Program (LRAP) gives those who’d like to practice public interest law a chance 

to do so by providing financial assistance after they’ve graduated. LRAP was just enhanced with a gift from John Delaney (L’88) 

and April McClain-Delaney (L’89), which means LRAP will help even more people. Here are profiles of three alumni who couldn’t 

do what they do without LRAP:
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1993 — Professor Chai Feldblum is hired to direct the Federal Legisla-

tion Clinic — now the Federal Legislation and Administrative Clinic — 

designed to advance the regulatory and policy agendas of public interest 

clients in areas such as disability rights and workplace flexibility. 

1996 — The Office of Community and Public Service (now OPICS) 

is established under the leadership of Associate Dean Wallace Mlyniec. 

OPICS is one of only a handful of stand-alone public interest career 

offices. 

also defends tenants who live in buildings 
that are being foreclosed.

While Georgetown Law was high on 
Matos’ list of potential schools for several 
reasons, the Law Center’ s public interest 
program and LRAP were important factors 
when it came time to make a decision. 
“One of the most important things about 
LRAP and one of the things that I appreci-
ate most about it is, I don’t come from a 
family of wealth; I had a lot of assistance in 
terms of being able to attend Georgetown,” 
she says. “It’s hard because the public in-
terest world often cannot take into consid-
eration the drastic increase in the expense 
of law school in the last decade … LRAP 
helps to soften the blow.” Without loan 
repayment assistance, Matos notes, public 
interest jobs become accessible mainly to 
people who have family resources or other 
income — preventing some who are genu-
inely passionate about the work from being 
able to engage in it. And that, in turn, does 
a disservice to would-be clients. “There’s a 
lot of talk about the importance of diversity 
in the workplace. …” she says. “I think that 
gets compromised when people who have 
diverse backgrounds are precluded from 
doing public interest work.”

Kevin Ryan (L’92)
Just past noon on a Wednesday afternoon, 
it’s already been a busy day for Kevin Ryan. 
He’s taken a flight from New Orleans to 
Washington, D.C., for a morning meeting 
of the American Bar Association’s Center 
for Children and the Law; at 1 p.m., he’ll 
head over to the White House to meet with 

members of the president’s staff on home-
lessness issues. 

It’s all in a day’s work for Ryan, who 
was recently named president and CEO of 
Covenant House, a nonprofit agency help-
ing homeless youth throughout North and 
Central America. 

“Covenant House serves and protects 
70,000 homeless kids every year, kids who 
are all alone on the streets of America’s 
biggest cities. In Latin America, we protect 
thousands of children who have been 
stolen from their families and trafficked 
for commercial sexual exploitation or sold 
into drug rings and forced to serve as drug 
mules,” he explains. “[We help] them to 
recover, to detox, because many of the kids 
come hooked on drugs — it’s the way that 
the traffickers keep the kids sedated — and 
it’s also the way that the kids over time 
learn to numb the pain of their separation 
from their families … Covenant House in-
stills in these kids a sense of deep affirma-
tion and sanctuary and love.”

For Ryan, his new role represents the 
completion of a circle. Raised by civic-
minded parents, Ryan read the story of the 
fictional lawyer Atticus Finch in To Kill a 
Mockingbird in the ninth grade and knew 
then that he wanted to do public interest. 
He was attracted to Georgetown because of 
its reputation for nurturing public interest 
lawyers. Georgetown’s faculty, especially 
Professor Peter Edelman and former Dean 
Judy Areen, introduced him to many of 
Washington, D.C.’s great public interest 
lawyers, including Peter’s wife Marian, 
several current and former Supreme Court 

justices, and the late homeless advocate 
Mitch Snyder.

He found his own calling, though, 
when his girlfriend Clare — now his wife 
— began working with homeless kids at 
Covenant House in New Orleans. In law 
school then, Ryan signed up to work with 
an outreach van in Washington, D.C. “I 
didn’t decide; it got decided for me,” he 
says. “I was just so riveted by the kids and 
uplifted by the work that I knew it was the 
thing I wanted to do.”

Thanks to a fellowship and George-
town’s Loan Repayment Assistance Pro-
gram, he was able to join Covenant House 
full time after graduation, representing kids 
in family court, housing court and immi-
gration proceedings for the next 10 years. 
Married by then, with more than $120,000 
in debt and a growing family — he and 
Clare now have six children — LRAP was 
“like oxygen” to him. “It was the platform 
upon which I was able to build a career 
serving children.”

And that career has been a significant 
one. In 2002, Ryan became New Jersey’s 
first child advocate, monitoring the juvenile 
justice system, child welfare system and 
other agencies serving children. He also 
served as commissioner of human services 
in New Jersey and was the first United Na-
tions Envoy for Malaria before returning to 
Covenant House earlier this year. “It’s very 
hard work, but it’s also hugely uplifting,” he 
says, “because there are successes all over 
the place.” 

Kevin Ryan (L’92), David 
Lane (L’06) and Elizabeth 

Matos (L’07)
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1996 — The Loan Repayment Assistance Program is expanded to include 

assistance for J.D. graduates pursuing legal careers in federal, state or local 

government.

1996 — The Asylum and Refugee Law Fellowship is created in partnership 

with the Jesuit Refugee Service and Catholic Legal Immigration Network 

Inc.

GL: How does Georgetown Law prepare 
students to serve others in the com-
munity, both as students and later on in 
their careers?
deborah epstein: Through the clinics, 
students serve indigent clients in D.C., the 
nation and around the world. Students en-
gage in direct representation, policy work, 
legislative work and collective representa-
tion. The clinical program’s philosophy 
is to push students to take on the role of 
professionals — of practicing attorneys 
— so they will emerge not only with the 
skills to practice law in a particular area, 
but broader and more transferable skills, 
including a deeper understanding of judg-
ment and ethics.  
barbara moulton: One thing the clinics do 
that is a little bit similar to what we try to do 
with the Pro Bono Pledge, is getting all of 
our students to realize the role they are go-
ing to have as a lawyer — the responsibility 
to provide for those who don’t have access 
to the legal system. We want to inculcate in 
students the importance of making sure they 
have equal access to the legal system regard-
less of what their wealth is or regardless of 

what their political power is. 
de: For some of our students, the clinics 
or pro bono work provide one of the first 
experiences they’ve had with injustice — 
on an individual rather than an abstract 
scale. And that’s a very powerful thing. It’s 
quite different from simply understanding, 
conceptually, that  there are people living 
below the poverty line who can’t afford to 
hire a lawyer. In the clinics, it’s personal — 
this is my client who can’t get help and if 
not for me, would have no access to justice.

GL: Tell us about experiential learning 
classes and how they fit in.
de: This year we’ll have experiential learn-
ing classes such as an animal protection 
litigation seminar, a wrongful convictions 
course, a death penalty litigation course 
and others. We’ve had a handful of experi-
ential learning classes for a long time and 
we’re building on those and adding more. 
The basic concept of these experiential 
classes is that the professor who’s teaching 
the course is in some way involved with 
field work the students are doing, either 
supervising it themselves or working with 

someone who’s supervising it. And the 
hope is that the students will bring into the 
classroom what they’re learning in the field. 

GL: The Justice Agenda is to advance 
what is already an excellent program. 
where would you like to see more 
resources going and more emphasis 
placed?
de: We need to expand the clinics. We 
need a clinical opportunity for every 
student who wants one. And we need to 
add to that by having experiential learning 
courses and pro bono opportunities and a 
whole integrated curriculum of externships 
and opportunities for students. For me, the 
most important part of our program is the 
intensity of the learning experience and the 
profound impact of role assumption, which 
helps students to see and understand and 
deconstruct justice in the clinical environ-
ment. And we need to be offering that to 
everyone.  
bm:  I would add more postgraduate 
fellowship opportunities. We have to get 
to where students feel like being able to 
pursue public interest even at graduation is 

The Practice of Justice

The Justice Agenda

Professor Deborah Epstein, associate dean of clinical education, and Barbara Moulton, assistant dean of public  

interest and community service, run Georgetown Law’s top-ranked clinical programs and Office of Public Interest 

and Community Service (OPICS) respectively. Here, they talk about how students are educated to seek justice. 
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1998 — Professor Susan Deller Ross founds the International Women’s 

Human Rights Clinic, with a focus on challenging discriminatory laws 

and policies in African countries. 

an easier route than it appears to be now. 
Beyond the financial considerations — and 
we have a great LRAP program and sum-
mer funding — the entry level job market 
for public interest students is very com-
petitive. If we can offer more postgraduate 
opportunities specifically for our students, 
more of them will hopefully stay committed 
to public interest causes.

GL: How is the current economy affect-
ing students’ choices?
bm: I think a lot of students will be look-
ing at, and should be looking at, having a 
much wider array of possibilities including 
smaller firms, government and nonprofit. 
These opportunities are not easy to get, but 
I do think a potential silver lining out of all 
this is that students would actually be look-
ing at a wider array of things earlier in their 
law school careers so they might be able to 
try a lot of different things and figure out 
as they go what is the best environment for 
them.
de: And that’s going to affect students’ 
thinking about justice, because the area 
that has traditionally been given the short-

est shrift by all except a dedicated core of 
public interest students is public interest 
work. For so long there’s been such an 
easy conveyor belt to law firm jobs. That’s 
different now, and more students are likely 
to start thinking more deeply about their 
options. Maybe they can get a law firm job, 
but they’ll need to be open to other pos-
sibilities as well, including public interest 
and government. As students start thinking 
this through, they’ll end up facing hard 
questions: How do I figure out what I want 
from my career?  Who am I as a profes-
sional person?  It’s not that you can’t do 
justice in a law firm — but there’s often a 
more abstract relationship to justice in that 
context then in the public interest one.

GL: How many chances do young law-
yers have to do pro bono work if they’re 
working in a large law firm and they 
have to work long hours?  is it some-
thing that they can realistically do right 
away?
bm: They can realistically do it; firms 
are all very different. … I think there will 
always be a huge need for pro bono work. 

The legal profession is just barely skimming 
the surface of providing for the needs of 
people who can’t afford legal representation 
in this country. So there’s always going to 
be a big need for firm pro bono work and 
people are always going to be able to inte-
grate that somehow in their careers. 
de: One of the things that Barb’s office has 
spent a lot of time thinking about is how to 
help students get there, what we can do to 
help them in that thinking process. We’ll 
move through this crisis, but the piece of 
educating students about the different 
choices they have in the profession will 
be done in a very different way than it has 
been in the past. 

GL: maybe when the dust of this settles 
there will be less of a discrepancy be-
tween the salaries of public interest and 
law firm work?
bm: I think it remains to be seen. My own 
hope is that if not in the salaries, which 
would be great, at least in the process 
of looking for jobs, because that process 
is heavily skewed right now toward the 
private sector. It’s done earlier, it’s done in 

The Justice Agenda

Orientation service projects introduce students to the practice of justice from their first days at the Law Center.
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far bigger numbers, it’s done in ways that 
allow students to know where they’re going 
much earlier for the private sector than 
the public sector. That piece of it actually 
could change as time goes on. 

GL: so, in summary, how does the Law 
Center help students “walk the talk” 
about justice?
de: The Justice Agenda is building on very 
strong career and curricular programming, 
but its essential idea is that no student 
should leave this law school without think-
ing  hard about what justice means and the 
role it’s going to play in their professional 
lives. That can happen in a wide variety of 
ways; we want to expand the opportunities 
to do that and be sure we’re creating inten-
tional reflective moments, where students 
are not just exposed to ideas about justice, 
but are forced to grapple with  the concrete 
role justice will play in their professional 
lives. 
bm: And not only individual students but 
as an institution — what faculty write 
about and pursue, what we do in the clin-
ics, what we do in all the curricular pieces 
and what we do through the pro bono 
program as an institution. How do we bet-
ter serve our community? And how do we 
advance the cause of justice?  So it’s both 
in terms of trying to inculcate that in terms 
of individual students but also to walk the 
talk as an institution. That is what we are 
all about, I think. That is our core.

— Anne Cassidy

2000 — The Pro Bono Pledge is instituted, challenging every student to 

perform 75 hours of law-related pro bono service before graduation. The 

faculty adopts a pro bono policy encouraging at least 50 hours of pro bono 

legal service per year for law faculty. 

2007 — The Loan Repayment Assistance Program is enhanced to provide 

100 percent funding for qualifying graduates and to shorten the loan 

forgiveness period. 

The Justice Agenda

“I think there will 

always be a huge need 

for pro bono work. 

The legal profession is 

just barely skimming 

the surface of pro-

viding for the needs 

of people who can’t 

afford legal represen-

tation in this country.” 

— Barbara Moulton 
(L’89)

“The Justice Agenda 

is building on very 

strong career and cur-

ricular programming, 

but its essential idea 

is that no student 

should leave this law 

school without think-

ing  hard about what 

justice means and the 

role it’s going to play 

in their professional 

lives.”  

— Deborah Epstein
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2008 — Dean Alex Aleinikoff guarantees funding for all students working 

in unpaid summer public interest or government internships. 

2009 — Georgetown Law launches the Justice Agenda.

One of the late Father Robert Drinan’s 
favorite quotations about justice was 

from the Athenian lawmaker and poet 
Solon, who said, “We can have justice 
whenever those who have not been injured 
by injustice are as outraged by it as those 
who have been.” 

Georgetown Law is the first law school 
in the country established by a Jesuit institu-
tion of higher learning, and the Jesuit dedi-
cation to service underlies the Law Center’s 
devotion to justice. This is one reason 
why there is a strong connection between 
Georgetown Law and the Jesuit Volunteer 
Corps, a nonprofit serving the poor in the 
United States and around the world.

Georgetown’s Jesuit heritage attracts 
several former Jesuit Volunteers to the 
Law Center each year — students who 
often see the program as another step in a 
continuous chain of service. Michael Grant 
(L’09), who attended Catholic schools his 
whole life, saw JVC as a great opportunity 
to not only continue the call to service but 
to do something completely different from 
what his family and friends had done.

“I wanted to make sure that I wasn’t 
just [going to law school] because that’s 
what my father did and that’s what my 
brother did; I wanted to be sure that there 
was something that was authentically me,” 
says Grant, who spent a year in Aberdeen, 
Washington, tutoring youth with the Jesuit 
Volunteer Corps northwest division before 
he came to Georgetown Law. That experi-
ence influenced him to do similar work 
later on for an after-school program in 
Cleveland called America Scores that offers 
soccer and poetry coaching for inner city 
students. (Grant continued to work at the 

D.C. branch of the organization full time 
while taking evening classes his first year at 
Georgetown Law.)

Jesuit volunteers not only work with 
underserved communities from nine to 
five each day but they also live in those 
communities. Cristina Stella (L’11) spent a 
year with the JVC working with immigrant 
and refugee farmers in Portland, Oregon. “I 
was very much into social justice issues and 
Catholic social teaching, and I knew it was 
a career path that I wanted to pursue, but 
I felt like I was talking the talk and needed 
to walk the walk,” says Stella. 

Stella not only worked with the farmers 
to break down access barriers to markets 
but helped to set up community-supported 
agriculture programs and even helped give 
healthy cooking classes to low-income 
moms. “I felt like it was my chance to have 
a little bit of solidarity with the people that 
I intended to serve as a lawyer,” Stella says.

Since JVC volunteers live together in a 
community, they must go without such lux-
uries as TV and Internet — not easy, when 
you’re applying to law schools — and live 
on a stipend of just $80 a month. But for 
many, the experience shapes their future. 
Grant, who participated in Georgetown 
Law’s Juvenile Justice Clinic as a 3L, plans 
to do pro bono work on the side after he 
starts work at a D.C. law firm in January; as 
of July, he was exploring public interest op-
tions to fill in the five-month gap between 
the bar exam and work. Stella spent her IL 
summer at Food and Water Watch, a Wash-
ington, D.C.-based consumer advocacy 
organization that works to ensure clean 
water and safe food, and she has signed up 
for Georgetown’s environmental law clinic 

this fall — in part to gain an understand-
ing of how environmental issues intersect 
with food issues. “Food and food safety, 
the vibrancy of family farms and local and 
organic food are really pressing issues that 
cut across income levels and affect every-
one … anyone who eats is affected,” Stella 
says. “I definitely see myself in this line of 
work as a public interest lawyer.”

In Service to Justice 

The late Father Robert Drinan, S.J., (L’49, LL.M.’51) 
inspired many students to work for justice. Cristina 
Stella (L’11) and Michael Grant (L’09) both served 
on the Jesuit Volunteer Corps before entering 
Georgetown Law.

The Justice Agenda
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The Region
When Patricia Mullahy Fugere (C’81, L’84) was 
a law student at Georgetown in 1983 she worked 
with a firm that was assisting the Community for 
Creative Nonviolence in its efforts to secure the 
homeless shelter at 2nd and D Street. Although 
Georgetown Law at that time had the Harrison 
Institute Housing and Development Clinic, it was 
still not common to think about the legal aspects of 
homelessness.

More than 25 years later, students have numer-
ous opportunities — through the Law Center’s 
Office of Public Interest and Community Service 
as well as student groups — to do community 
service at soup kitchens and homeless shelters 
in the Washington, D.C., area; to participate in 
student-led “sleepouts,” food drives and voter reg-
istration drives; and to take in seminars and clinics 
addressing housing and poverty issues as part of 
their academic coursework. And many students, of 
course, go on to tackle these issues in summer jobs, 
internships and in their permanent careers.

“There are incredible challenges to doing this 
work. You are invited into the lives of your clients, 
lives that are often turned on end — because of 
the economy, because of poor health, because of 
disability, because of a whole array of different 
circumstances,” says Fugere, an adjunct profes-
sor here who helped to co-found the Washington 
Legal Clinic for the Homeless (WLCH) in the 
mid-1980s with a group of other Washington, D.C., 
lawyers. Since 1991, she has served as the orga-
nization’s executive director. “It’s very real and it’s 
often very raw. We are challenged to discern how to 
best use the gifts and skills that we’ve developed as 

The Scope of Justice

The Justice Agenda

Justice not only “rolls down like water.” It also ripples out in hundreds of concentric circles: from the region, to the 

nation, to the world. The Law Center’s influence can be felt in the most likely (and unlikely) of places.
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lawyers to help our clients move their lives to 
a better place.”

Since 1988, the Law Center has had a 
special tie with WLCH. In his third year 
of law school, a former student named Jeff 
Schwaber (L’88) got together with friends to 
brainstorm ideas for a clinic fundraiser and 
came up with the wildly successful Home 
Court, an annual basketball game that pits 
Georgetown Law professors against mem-
bers of Congress. In its inaugural game, 
Home Court raised $42,000, enough to pay 
for WLCH’s first full-time staff attorney; 
in 2009, it raised approximately $330,000. 
Home Court now provides for a quarter to a 
third of the organization’s budget every year 
— more than $3 million over the past two 
decades. 

“It has made such a huge difference,” 
says Fugere, noting that the clinic’s con-
nection to the Law Center feels “very much 
like a family connection.” In addition to a 
staff that includes attorneys Amber Harding 
(L’03) and Andy Silver (L’07) — and intern 
Lori Leibowitz (L’10) — the clinic has seen 
a number of Georgetown alumni and faculty 
serve on its board of directors, including 
Senior Assistant Dean Everett Bellamy and 
Professor Jeff Bauman. “It has been really 
wonderful to have, over the years, main-
tained a connection with the Law Center, 
and to see the growth and development of its 
public interest culture,” says Fugere. “I can’t 
imagine where we would be without George-
town by our side in this important work.”

The Nation
In September, Seema Ahmad (L’09) began a 
one-year fellowship to work on Guantánamo 
issues at the Open Society Institute in 
Washington, D.C., having won one of three 
human rights fellowships offered by George-
town Law last spring. Ahmad’s interest in 
these issues began before she entered law 
school, when she worked at the Center for 
Constitutional Rights in New York. So when 
she learned as a 3L — through conversations 
with Rachel Taylor of Georgetown Law’s 

Human Rights Institute and Assistant Dean 
Barbara Moulton and Lauren Dubin of the 
Office of Public Interest and Community 
Service — that Georgetown Law would fund 
one of the three fellowships in human rights 
on a project of the winner’s own choosing, 
Ahmad went to work.

“I networked with all the people I had 
previously worked with, trying to figure out 
what I wanted to do,” she says. “I knew I 
wanted to stay in Washington, because there 
were interesting things happening with the 
new administration around the closure of 
Guantánamo. So I talked to my old col-
leagues about who in D.C. was doing the 
most interesting and the best work with 
Guantánamo, which organizations were in-
terested in a fellow … and I ended up being 
connected with three attorneys at the Open 
Society Institute that way.”

From there, she interviewed with the 
people at OSI and created a proposal to work 
on the legal issues surrounding Guantánamo 
and possibly renditions, accountability for 
torture and the state secrets privilege as well.

Once OSI had agreed to take her on, she 
applied for the Georgetown Law fellowship, 
interviewing with Deputy Director Taylor 
and Professor Rosa Brooks of the Human 
Rights Institute. Not long afterwards, Taylor 
told Ahmad she’d won, along with classmates 
Tori Andrea (L’09) and Shana Tabak (L’09). 
Andrea will pursue a fellowship with Human 
Rights First; Tabak will be with the Interna-
tional Court of Justice.

Ahmad came to Georgetown in the fall 
of 2006 as one of eight Public Interest Law 
Scholars in her entering class. During the 
summers, she worked at D.C.’s public de-
fender service and at the ACLU of Southern 
California, getting funding from the PILS 
program and Georgetown’s Equal Justice 
Foundation. “I think public interest law is a 
unique and separate discipline in some ways 
than other types of law … and it really was 
the only thing I could ever consider doing.”

The Justice Agenda

Opposite page: The Law Center’s influence is 
felt at a local, national and international level: 
Patricia Mullahy Fugere (C’81, L’84) and her 
Home Court partners with this year’s check for 
the Washington Legal Clinic for the Homeless 
(top), students at a Public Interest Proud recep-
tion at the Law Center in April (middle), and 
Professor Susan Deller Ross with Georgetown 
Law’s International Women’s Human Rights 
Clinic students on a 2006 fact-finding mission to 
Swaziland (bottom). This page: Fugere (top) and 
Seema Ahmad (L’09).
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As for life beyond the fellowship, 
Ahmad’s plan as of last summer was to wait 
and see. She notes that the legal profes-
sion as a whole is still not geared as much 
toward public interest work as it might be 
— although the legal landscape is definitely 
changing: “I think that Georgetown wants 
to and really could be a leader in terms of 
changing the dynamics of the profession to 
enable more people to do public interest.”

The World
On her first day as a summer intern with 
Conectas Human Rights in São Paulo, 
Brazil, last June, Georgetown Law stu-
dent Bianca Santos (L’11) was assigned a 
research project relating to Brazil’s position 
on human rights issues in the United 
Nations Security Council. To get herself 
started, she whipped out her notes from In-
ternational Law I, a course she’d just taken 
with Professor David Koplow. “You know 
that’s a good sign,” says Santos, who spent 
two months this summer working for the 
nonprofit, nongovernmental organization 
devoted to advancing human rights and the 
rule of law in the southern hemisphere. 

It was an auspicious beginning for 
someone who, just weeks earlier, was a 
first-year law student back at Georgetown. 
Fluent in Portuguese — with a desire to 
do international law, human rights and 
development work — Santos had applied 
to Georgetown’s international internship 
program, which places students with gov-
ernment agencies, NGOs, intergovernmen-
tal organizations, law firms, and corporate 
in-house legal departments abroad. She 
was chosen for the internship with Conec-
tas last spring.

“Georgetown sends the students’ re-
sumes, and then [the organization] chooses 
which of the Georgetown students they 
want to take,” Santos explains. What is 
remarkable, as far as Santos is concerned, 
has been the funding of her summer 

dream job. Once she found out that she 
was headed to São Paulo for the summer, 
she was counting on support from George-
town Law’s Equal Justice Foundation, the 
student-run organization that provides 
fellowships for Georgetown Law students 
working in unpaid summer internships. In 
2008, the Law Center made a commitment 
to guarantee funding for all EJF applicants.

As it turned out, she didn’t need EJF 
— because she was selected to participate 
in the new Clifford Chance Interna-
tional Public Interest Summer Fellowships 
Program. The fellowships, made possible 
through a gift to the Law Center from 
the law firm Clifford Chance, support 15 
Georgetown IL students doing summer 
work in internationally based public inter-
est or government organizations. 

It was definitely a different sort of 
summer than what she would experience 
at an NGO back home in Washington, 
D.C. The majority of her colleagues were 
Brazilian, and office communications were 
conducted in Portuguese, though online 
research was in English. It’s an experience 
that — like her notes in International Law 
— Santos will be able to carry with her 
across the globe, back to Georgetown and 
beyond. 

 “The EJF funding, the fact that there 
are so many students who apply for it and 
that [the Law Center] has made a com-
mitment to do it — and then this Clifford 
Chance fellowship that I got was incred-
ible,” she says. “I think it’s great.” 

The Justice Agenda
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More than 500 students have completed the Pro Bono 
Pledge and more than 77,720 hours of service have been 
logged since its inception in 2000.  

In 1981, the student-run Equal Justice Foundation 
funded three students to work in unpaid summer public 
interest and government internships. In 2009, the Law 
Center funded 360 students to pursue opportunities in 
the public sector — every student who applied. 

The Office of Public Interest and Community Service 
was launched in the 1996-1997 school year and now 
boasts a staff of six. Georgetown remains one of only a 
few law schools across the country that has a stand-alone 
public interest career center. 

Students established the organization SPICE — Stu-
dents for Public Interest Community Enhancement 
— during the 2007-2008 academic year to enhance 
opportunities and encourage students to pursue careers 
in public interest law. 

In March 2009, 27 students volunteered more than 
1,000 hours of legal service at the New Orleans city 
attorney’s office, at Orleans Public Defenders and at 
the Capital Appeals Project, a nonprofit organization 
representing indigent defendants sentenced to death in 
Louisiana. 

Georgetown Law Habitat for Humanity volunteered 
nearly 1500 hours helping build homes for low-income 
families during 2008-2009. Sixteen Law Center students 
and staff members went to Panama for spring break to 
dig and pour a foundation for the future home of an 
indigenous family and also raised $1,000 for the local 
Panama Habitat for Humanity affiliate. Other students 
helped build houses in Chatham, North Carolina, and in 
the Washington, D.C., area.

During National Homeless and Low Income Voter Reg-
istration Week last fall, Georgetown students registered 
more than 350 of D.C.’s homeless to vote. 

In 2008-2009, the Georgetown Outreach student group 
rendered over 675 hours of community service to the 
local community. 

In recent years, Georgetown students have traveled 
to Ecuador to study refugee policy reform, to Haiti to 
advocate for better policies for the admission of immi-
grants with HIV/AIDS, and to Kenya to propose reform 
of inheritance and property laws that discriminate against 
women. 

Every year in Washington, D.C., more than 300 George-
town Law clinic students represent victims of domestic 
violence, immigrants denied political asylum, residents 
deprived of housing, and indigent criminal defendants; 
defend our civil rights and our environment; and work to 
improve health care delivery systems, create more family-
friendly workplaces, and strengthen local governments. 

Ninety percent of people needing civil legal representa-
tion in the District of Columbia lack access to lawyers, 
according to a 2008 report by the D.C. Access to Justice 
Commission, chaired by Georgetown Law Professor 
Peter Edelman.  

More than 100 of Georgetown Law’s former clinical 
teaching fellows now teach in the classrooms and clinics 
of other law schools, training students to provide legal 
services to indigent clients around the country. 

A Workers’ Solidarity Group (WSG) formed during the 
2007-2008 academic year now advocates on behalf of 
campus workers individually and collectively and offers 
English as a Second Language classes to Georgetown 
employees. In 2009, WSG started the Legal Resource 
Center, where students provided workers with legal refer-
rals for landlord/tenant, child custody, immigration and 
other issues.

In 2008-2009, 23 students assisted asylum-seekers 
or refugee families and individuals who have recently 
resettled in the D.C. area, thanks to the Georgetown 
Human Rights Advocacy’s Refugee Assistance Program. 
The students are working with these immigrants to help 
acclimate them to their new home.

The Facts of Justice

The Justice Agenda
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The Chesapeake Project:

Preserving 
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The New York Police Department report “Radicalization in the 

West: The Homegrown Threat” made a splash when it came out in 

August 2007. Discussed on blogs and in the New York Times and 

other publications, the report examined terrorism cases in New 

York City and elsewhere in an attempt to understand what drives 

“unremarkable” people to become terrorists. Like so much born-

digital information, however, the report is no longer available on its 

original URL — and if you find it elsewhere, its authenticity may 

be compromised. But thanks to the Chesapeake Project, a digital 

preservation effort spearheaded by the Georgetown Law Library in 

conjunction with the state law libraries of Maryland and Virginia, 

you can access the original report and thousands more like it.

The digital universe is growing at a mind-boggling rate. If you 

were to print out its estimated 500 billion gigabytes of information 

into books, the volumes would stretch to Pluto and back 10 times. 

Preserving and storing digital information has become a major 

challenge for companies, governments and universities around 

the world. 

the Digital Future
By Anne Cassidy
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Sometimes it seems like a losing battle. A study in the Journal of Information Science 
found that three-quarters of the more than 700 Web site URLs it followed between 1997 
and 2004 disappeared from their original locations during that time. Web sites vanish 
during routine maintenance, because of a change in management or administration or 
when Web masters update URLs. In some cases, this may be only a minor annoyance, 
but when Web-born information is cited in legal journal articles or used in court cases, it’s 
especially important to guarantee longevity.

“The average lifespan of a Web site is 44 to 75 days,” says Georgetown Law’s digital 
preservation librarian Sarah Rhodes, who manages the Chesapeake Project. But a funny 
— and telling — thing happened when she tried to source that fact. “I first saw this 
statistic on the Library of Congress’s digital preservation page. And then I saw it again on 
an Internet Archive page,” Rhodes says. “I looked and looked for the source of this statistic 
and found that it was a study that was only published online. The original version is no 
longer available.”

It’s to avoid such occurrences that the Chesapeake Project was born. While it’s by 
no means the only such project of its type, it’s certainly one of the most comprehensive. 
More than 4,300 digital items were harvested from the Web and preserved in the project’s 
archive during its first two years. “I wouldn’t say we’re ahead of others [in harvesting digital 
information], but we’re definitely in the forefront,” says Janice Anderson, Georgetown 
Law’s associate librarian for collection services. 

Anderson has been involved in the Chesapeake Project from the beginning. In 2003, 
the Law Library, under the directorship of the late Bob Oakley, gathered publishers, 
library directors, archivists and others for a conference called “Preserving Legal 
Information for the 21st Century: Toward a National Agenda.” 

“We were concerned that enough wasn’t being done by law libraries to preserve digital 
legal information,” says Anderson, who was at the meeting. From this gathering grew 
the Legal Information Preservation Alliance, dedicated to providing the organizational 
framework and professional commitment to bring about a “national consistency” in the 
preservation of print and electronic legal information. “Nothing less than transmission of 
the permanent, accurate record of legal knowledge to future generations is at stake,” reads 
LIPA’s mission statement. 

While the Chesapeake Project began under the auspices of LIPA, it was Georgetown 
Law that spurred it on, recruiting Maryland and Virginia to join the effort — because 
partnership is crucial to meeting such lofty preservation goals — and hiring Rhodes, 
who has devoted much of her time to the project for its first two years. The name 
“Chesapeake” comes from the D.C., Maryland and Virginia partnership.

How Harvesting Happens
It is no small irony that in seeking to name various technological tasks we adapt the 
language of the past, even the long-ago past of our agrarian ancestors. The highly skilled 
librarians who select and safeguard Web content, therefore, are said to “harvest” it. But 
before they harvest, they must comb the Web to learn what is endangered. They do so by 
keeping abreast of news and legislative services and by monitoring the availability of state 
documents. They may subscribe to a resource such as WatchThatPage.com, which notifies 
users whenever pre-selected Web pages are changed. Often in looking for one document 
librarians find another, and another and another. In some cases — increasingly more often 
these days — they hear directly from a publisher that a report’s hard copy days are over. And 

If you were to print out 

the estimated 500 billion 

gigabytes of information 

[available on the Internet] 

into books, the volumes 

would stretch to Pluto and 

back 10 times.
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this, given the short life span of Web sites, puts the publication on a de-facto warning list. 
“I may get an e-mail saying, ‘We’re not printing this anymore — we’re publishing it on 

the Web,” says Mary Jo Lazun of the Maryland State Law Library. “If we don’t harvest the 
Web version [of that document] soon we know that within six months or a year or two it’s 
going to disappear or move.”

Due to the unique nature of legal documents, 95 percent of the material harvested 
is in PDF format. But the type of document depends in part upon the entity doing the 
harvesting. The Virginia State Library primarily harvests circuit court reports and annual 
state-of-the-judiciary reports. Katherine Baer of the Maryland State Law Library says she 
preserves Web-born documents produced by various agencies, task forces and governor’s 
commissions — most anything produced by state entities. “We go pretty broad, anything 
that may be related to the law, but we also get annual reports for state agencies, various 
statistical reports, that sort of thing.” 

The Georgetown Law Library leads in the harvesting effort. “We’re pulling documents 
from all over the place — the American Bar Association, the Urban Institute, the 
Department of Homeland Security, the U.S. Department of Justice and the Conference 
of Mayors,” Rhodes said during an interview, as she perused the Web site of the project’s 
digital repository (www.legalinfoarchive.org) from her office in Georgetown Law’s Williams 
Library. Of special interest are journalism, copyright law, public health law, environmental 
law and policy, conflict resolution and problem solving, human rights and the Supreme 
Court — all areas of Law Center expertise.  

Librarians must certify that the material they’re harvesting is authentic, which the 
Law Library does via a periodic review of files.  One way to do this is with a program that 
adds up all the 1s and 0s that make up a digital file, creating a number called a checksum. 
“If there’s a change in that number [from one measurement to the next] then that file is 
considered corrupt,” Rhodes says. The librarian also creates descriptive metadata for each 
file — including what format to use to retrieve the document, which law library harvested 
it, whether there are any permission or copyright restrictions and other information. 

Fully Searchable
When the Chesapeake Project began, no one could have imagined the hurdles it would 
face — beginning with Oakley’s death, at the age of 61, in September 2007. “Bob was 
in a lot of ways the vision behind the whole project, and losing his leadership was really 
something. But we’ve worked together well since then,” Rhodes says.

When the project began, Rhodes and others had to decide how the preservation piece 
would be handled. Rather than using their own homemade digital repository with open-
source software, they decided to use the Online Computer Library Center, the nonprofit 
computer library service and research organization that also produces WorldCat, the 
worldwide library catalog.

“One year into the project we were notified by OCLC that they were migrating 
our materials to a new, more sophisticated archive,” Rhodes explains. So only months 
after learning one system of cataloging and coding, Rhodes had to learn another, the 
Contentdm digital collection management software. But this was fortuitous, she says. 
Whereas with the previous system, users tapped directly into the archived copy of a file, 
the new system provides users with an access copy, while the original remains safely 
archived. “It’s a two-tiered system,” Rhodes explains, “with a dark archive on the back end, 
which the user cannot access, and a content management system on the front end.”

A study in the Journal of 

Information Science found 

that three-quarters of the 

more than 700 Web site 

URLs it followed between 

1997 and 2004 disappeared 

from their original locations 

during that time.

0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0



The Chesapeake projeCT

54 F a l l / W i n t e r  2 0 0 9   •   G e o r G e t o W n  l a W

Another advantage to this system is that it’s fully searchable by Google and other 
search engines, as well as via library catalogs, which is the only way it was available 
before. This made user figures soar so high (from 6,612 hits to 177,152) that at first 
Rhodes thought there was some mistake. But there wasn’t. Rhodes knew then that there 
was a tremendous audience for the material she was preserving. 

Petabytes and Link Rot 
During its first two years, the Chesapeake Project has grappled with issues familiar to 
digital preservationists everywhere — starting with what to preserve, which Rhodes 
likens to fly fishing. “We’re identifying very targeted things that we’re preserving, as 
opposed to throwing a whole net in and capturing a gigantic Web site that has all sorts of 
different files.” But such pinpointed preservation entails countless decisions and much 
collaboration. One important philosophy behind the Chesapeake Project is that “one 
library couldn’t do this alone,” Rhodes says.

And then there’s the storage issue — and the world of terabytes (1000 gigabytes), 
petabytes (1000 terabytes) and beyond. Because an outside vendor is hosting the 
Chesapeake Project, it has been spared some of these concerns, but every preservationist 
is keenly aware of the space it takes to store vast amounts of digital material. At a 
conference hosted by the Library of Congress two years ago, Ken Thibodeau, director 
of the Electronic Records Archives system for the National Archives and Records 
Administration, said ERA would require 250 petabytes of storage space, which was more 
than could be mustered at the time. 

State governments, the Library of Congress Web Archives, the Government Printing 
Office’s Federal Digital System (FDsys) — all these organizations are grappling with the 
best ways to store vast amounts of digital data. As for protecting the data once it’s stored, 
OCLC keeps files at two different geographic locations and at any given time there are 
multiple copies of each file. 

 Obsolescence is another concern. Although the PDF format seems relatively stable 
and flexible now, “who knows whether it will exist in 20 years,” Lazun says. There are two 
ways of looking at this issue, Rhodes explains. One is to transfer files to new formats so 
they can be accessed (much as you would migrate old home videos from VHS to DVD). 
Another school of thought says that the authenticity of the original is lost in that process 
and that it’s purer to use emulator software that allows the old to function within the new. 
(It’s emulators that allow Pac-Man fans to play their favorite game in its “original” format.)

One of the most challenging aspects of digital deliquescence is the colorfully named 
condition known as link rot, which describes what happens when you click on a link and 
get a “file not found” message. During the two-year pilot phase of the Chesapeake Project, 
almost 16 percent of the information harvested from sites with a .state or .us domain 
vanished from the original Web locations — and 26 percent of the items with an .edu 
address disappeared. 

Rhodes was surprised. “You would expect a .com or a .org to be less stable than a 
state government URL,” she says, “but we found that a lot of these state government 
publications were also disappearing.” The Chesapeake Project’s first-year evaluation found 
that 8.3 percent of the titles archived between February 27, 2007, and February 29, 
2008, were inactive by their one-year mark. And by the second year of the project, URL 
inactivity had increased to 14.3 percent. In one year’s time, URL inactivity increased by 
73 percent. By March 2009, one in seven of these URLs had become inactive.

During the two-year pilot 
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Still, the librarians of the Chesapeake Project know they are helping stem the tide of 
digital disappearance. “One of the successes of the Chesapeake Project is that there are 
so many things that have been harvested that are no longer on the Web,” says Dee Dee 
Dockendorf of the Virginia State Law Library.  “It’s nice to know we’re doing something 
useful.”

Needle in the Haystack
Now that the Chesapeake Project just ended a successful two-year pilot stage, it is set to 
become a model for user-friendly digital preservation. Not only are the archived documents 
important for libraries and researchers, but “a lot of students are using them, too,” Rhodes 
says. The project is reaching even further than it might because catalogers are taking the 
records and downloading them into their system, which means they’re putting digital archive 
links directly into their catalog. This is “really what we want them to do,” Rhodes adds. 

The goal, she continues, is to evolve into a regional digital archive. “We may find that a 
single project like ours can become a national project. Or we may also find regional pockets 
that spring up all over the country. We like to think that our project will provide a foundation 
for other projects to build on in the coming years.”

It makes sense that the preservation of legal information might serve as a catalyst 
for other forms of digital protection. “I’m not sure if law librarians are leading the way 
here,” Dockendorf says. “But I do think law librarians are a little more concerned [about 
preservation] because a lot of times it’s that needle in the haystack that people look for 
that can really affect a case or argument.”

Even though Rhodes has been mired in the everydayness of the Chesapeake Project for 
the last two years, she knows that what the project is really about is the future. “The real 
value of this is how we might look back at it in 20 years,” she says. “When I look at the big 
picture it feels like we’re doing something for the future. I think it’s a noble project.” 

The research value, reliability and 

preservation of blogs were the topics 

discussed at “The Future of Today’s 
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Should the United States seek to bring its constitutional law into harmony 

with that of a transnational community of nations? Should it resist efforts to do 

so as a matter of first principle, rejecting even the consideration of foreign or 

international sources as bearing on constitutional meaning? The first approach, 

a convergence posture, risks ignoring the singular and long history of the U.S. 

Constitution; the second, a posture of general resistance, would deny to our 

judges the many benefits of considering foreign and international law arising 

from constitutions, treaties, and human rights instruments to which the United 

States has contributed. Engagement offers important insights for constitutional 

adjudication, both from a deliberative perspective concerned with improving the 

decision-making of the U.S. Supreme Court, and from a relational perspective 

in accommodating and mediating the developing relationships among and 

between constitutional and supranational legal systems.

Why Engage the 

Transnational?
Constitutional Adjudication in the U.S. Supreme Court

By Vicki C. Jackson

Excerpted from Vicki C. Jackson, Constitutional Engagement in a Transnational Era (forthcoming 2009). Reprinted with permission of Oxford University Press.

faculty article
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The U.S. Supreme Court and its jus-
tices have been involved in deliberative en-
gagements with foreign and international 
law episodically over the course of our con-
stitutional history, and in many of our most 
important constitutional decisions. It is 
thus emphatically not “foreign to our Con-
stitution” to engage with the constitutional 
approaches of other nations.1 And there is 
more reason in the twenty-first century to 
look to outside sources as an aid to inter-
pretation than in the past, both because 
there are more transnational legal resourc-
es that bear on problems of constitutional 
interpretation in the United States and 
because the legitimacy of national states 
in the international community depends 
more than in the past on their adherence 
to transnational norms of democracy, the 
rule of law, and the protection of individual 
rights. I discuss deliberative engagement 
below.

Deliberation and Engagement:  
An Internal Perspective

The deliberative model of engagement is 
grounded in longstanding interpretive prac-
tices of the Supreme Court. As the Court’s 
jurisprudence suggests, deliberative uses 
of foreign and international law serve many 
legitimate roles in constitutional interpre-
tation. Comparison is an inevitable part of 
the project of national self-expression that 
is so distinctive a feature of constitutions 
and constitutional law. To the extent that 
constitutions commit their polities to the 
protection of “inalienable” human rights, 
or to a common ideal of governance (for 
example, separation of powers, or judicial 
independence), constitutional interpreters 
are engaged in what is, in some sense, an 
overlapping project from which reciprocal 
learning is likely. Outsider perspectives, 
moreover, can help provide a check on er-
ror, as illustrated by the Court’s allusions 
to avoiding totalitarian practice in its mid-
twentieth-century decisions,  as well as by 
some justly famous dissents, noted below. 
Constitutional law is also in part about 

solving functional problems of governance; 
these functions are sometimes addressed 
by other countries similar enough to offer 
useful experience or information, and the 
Court has looked to that experience from 
time to time. Finally, because the role of an 
independent judge interpreting a written 
constitution in a democracy is a common 
one exercised under varying institutional 
and legal frameworks, considering such 
comparative sources of law may improve 
judging by providing a distinctive  external 
perspective or lens through which famil-
iar problems can be reexamined. In short, 
knowing more is generally better than 
knowing less. And judicial candor through 
written justification generally contributes 
more than silence to the legitimacy of the 
judicial process.

 

Reflective Comparisons and  
Expressive Aspects of Interpreta-

tion in U.S. Constitutional History 
The U.S. Constitution functions as some-
thing more than a binding legal instru-
ment. As often observed, it has taken on 
over time something of the character of 
a civic religion — in the sense that com-
mitment to the Constitution is a central, 
indeed constitutive, element of national 
identity. Pride in its existence and longev-
ity, a tendency to conflate the Constitution 
with the normative good, and a recognition 
of the Constitution’s text as what David 
Strauss calls a “common ground” are all 
characteristic of its role.2 Although many 
constitutions express a national identity, 
the United States Constitution is viewed 
not only as expressing national identity but 
also as helping to construct it.  Constitu-
tional interpretation then, in some ways, 
helps define who the “we” in the Ameri-
can “We the People” are, and who we are 
not. Its expressive role is an important one; 
what the Court says matters. While its de-
cisions are surely not the only source of 
national identity, the Court’s existence and 
work is an important strand in American 
self-understanding. 

Transnational comparisons have long 
reinforced the expressive aspects of the 
Court’s work. If national states are in some 
respects “imagined communities,”3 they can 
exist as communities only where “others” 
exist or are envisioned.  Understanding of 
a “self” — whether of an individual or col-
lective entity — may require some sense of 
differentiation from the “other.” The differ-
entiation may consist only of geographical 
or territorial space, and the imagined com-
munity may share many values or charac-
teristics of other communities — or it may 
be imagined as entirely exceptional and 
distinctive. In either case, or those fall-
ing in between, awareness of the “other” is 
implicated in the process of national self-
definition.  That being so, comparison is 
an essential part of the project of national 
identity and self-expression, in constitu-
tional as in other terms.

Self-expression in governance cannot 
be based on an uninformed imagination. 
If the United States is to be a “city on a 
hill,” as some proponents of American ex-
ceptionalism argue it has been and should 
remain,4 the surrounding terrain must be 
known: one cannot be a “city on a hill” if 
one is not surrounded by valleys or plains. 
One cannot be a “beacon of light” if one 
operates below the terrain of those who 
are supposed to see it. One cannot be a 
leader in the protection of freedom if one 
ignores baselines of freedom elsewhere or 
resorts to the procedures of dictatorships.  
The assertion of American exceptionalism 
as a basis for resisting comparative inquiry 
is thus internally inconsistent.

American constitutional identity (in-
cluding its exceptionalist strands) has 
been linked to elements of our experience 
viewed comparatively in constitutional ad-
judication. Examples in five areas are sug-
gestive. 

Freedom and Equality
In Plessy v. Ferguson,  the Court rejected 
a challenge under the Fourteenth Amend-
ment to a state law requiring racial segre-
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gation in public transportation, legitimat-
ing a regime of racial separation and subor-
dination that lasted as a formal matter for 
nearly six decades (until Brown v. Board of 
Education ), a regime whose vestiges, some 
believe, continue to this day.5 As the sole 
dissenter in Plessy, Justice John Marshall 
Harlan wrote that state-mandated racial 
segregation “is a badge of servitude wholly 
inconsistent with the civil freedom and 
the equality before the law established by 
the Constitution,” that “cannot be justified 
upon any legal grounds.” This well known 
statement would now be accepted by virtu-
ally all U.S. lawyers as embodying a core 
constitutional principle. But Justice Har-
lan went on, in a comparative vein, stat-
ing, “We boast of the freedom enjoyed by 
our people above all other peoples. But it 
is difficult to reconcile that boast with a 
state of the law which, practically, puts the 
brand of servitude and degradation upon a 
large class of our fellow citizens, our equals 
before the law.”  Harlan’s reference to the 
freedom of “our people above all other peo-
ples” cuts to the heart of the comparative 
nature of exceptionalism: how, he asks, 
can the United States profess an ideology 
of freedom and liberty superior to all oth-
ers while at the same time failing to extend 
that freedom and liberty to all of its own 
citizens?

 In more modern times members of 
the Court have referred to transnational 
sources of law to reflect on issues of per-
sonal freedom and race equality. Refer-
ences to the avoidance of totalitarianism 
in U.S. conceptions of personal freedom 
are found in cases like Griswold v. Con-
necticut, dealing with marital privacy and 
the right to use contraceptives.6 In a 1990 
dissent, Justice Kennedy quoted from a 
South African apartheid-era government 
document to support his argument for 
“strict scrutiny” of all racial classifications, 
even those purportedly justified by benign 
motivations, implying that we should take 
care not to end up like apartheid-era South 
Africa;  the Court has since adopted Ken-
nedy’s position on strict scrutiny.7 More 

recently, in 2003 the Court in Lawrence 
v. Texas invoked European conceptions of 
personal freedom in striking down a Texas 
law prohibiting homosexual sodomy and 
Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg relied on  
international human rights covenants  in 
her concurrence in Grutter v. Bollinger, 
to support the compatibility of temporary 
race-conscious special measures in law 
school admissions with core commitments 
to equality.8  

 

Due Process and  
Criminal Procedure

Justice Harlan’s comparative vantage in 
Plessy was in a lone dissent. In Miranda v. 
Arizona,  an iconic case from the 1960s, it 
was the Court itself that spoke in a com-
parative vein.9  The issue involved the con-
stitutionality of custodial interrogation of a 
suspect without the presence of counsel. 
The Court held that, in order to protect 
the Fifth Amendment right against self in-
crimination, statements made by a suspect 
in custodial interrogation — absent prior 
police advice of the  constitutional rights 
to remain silent and have counsel — were 
not admissible. Invoking the traditions of 
American exceptionalism as a reason to 
embrace learning from the experiences of 
nations such as England, Scotland, India, 
and Ceylon (which at the time evidently 
provided greater protections for custodial 
interrogations), the Court wrote: “[I]t is 
consistent with our legal system that we 
give at least as much protection to these 
rights as is given in the jurisdictions de-
scribed. We deal in our country with rights 
grounded in a specific requirement of the 
Fifth Amendment of the Constitution, 
whereas other jurisdictions arrived at their 
conclusions on the basis of principles of 
justice not so specifically defined.” 

Executive Power 
The Court’s opinion in Miranda, like 
Harlan’s dissent in Plessy, can be read to 
express a vision of American exceptional-

ism — the idea of the United States as a 
“city on a hill,” with its liberty protecting 
Constitution — as a positive reason to look 
at how U.S. practices compare to those 
of other countries. But the importance of 
comparison, the inevitability of compari-
son in the project of self-definition, and 
the utility of negative comparisons, are il-
lustrated in many other cases. Justice Fe-
lix Frankfurter’s concurring opinion in the 
Youngstown Steel case observed:

“It is absurd to see a dictator in a repre-
sentative product of the sturdy democratic 
traditions of the Mississippi Valley. The ac-
cretion of dangerous power does not come 
in a day. It does come, however slowly, 
from the generative force of unchecked 
disregard of the restrictions that fence in 
even the most disinterested assertion of 
authority.”10

Comparing Harry Truman and recent 
“dictators” (Hitler, Mussolini, Stalin) by 
denying one is doing so (a form of rhe-
torical preterition) should not obscure the 
aversive use of comparison here:  “We” are 
a country of “sturdy democratic traditions” 
and not a country of “dictators” — but we 
risk becoming what we are not and do not 
want to be if we abandon the fences that 
check power.

Citizenship and Immigration 
In closely divided cases, contested visions 
of national identity have been played out 
through invocation of foreign comparisons. 
In Fong Yue Ting v. United States,  the Court 
upheld a statute authorizing the deportation 
of Chinese laborers who did not possess a 
required residency certificate unless, on the 
testimony of at least one “white witness,” 
they met the conditions to excuse them 
from the certificate requirement.11 In so rul-
ing, the majority began by noting the univer-
sal practice of sovereigns to retain the right 
to expel aliens, “an inherent and inalienable 
right of every sovereign and independent na-
tion” that the Court found unconstrained by 
the Constitution.  For four pages the major-
ity opinion addressed international law, as 
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enunciated by treatise writers, and the laws 
of both England and France concerning the 
power to expel aliens. 

While the majority in Fong Yue Ting in-
voked the practices of other sovereigns as a 
positive reason to read the U.S. Constitu-
tion to provide such powers, the dissenting 
justices invoked American exceptionalism. 
According to Justice David Brewer, “[t]he 
expulsion of a race may be within the in-
herent powers of a despotism. . . . [The] 
framers [of this Constitution] were famil-
iar with history, and wisely . . . they gave to 
this government no general power to ban-
ish.” Justice Field also dissented, denying 
that the majority had correctly described 
the powers of other countries, and arguing 
that in any event, other countries’ practices 
“would have no bearing in these cases . . . 
Spain expelled the Moors; England, in the 
reign of Edward I, banished fifteen thou-
sand Jews; and Louis XIV, in 1685, by re-
voking the Edict of Nantes . . . drove out 
the Huguenots . . . Within [the last] three 
years Russia has banished many thousands 
of Jews, and apparently intends the expul-
sion of the whole race . . . . All the instances 
mentioned have been condemned for their 
barbarity and cruelty, and no power to per-
petrate such barbarity is to be implied from 
the nature of our government, and certainly 
is not found in any delegated powers under 
the Constitution. The government of the 
United States is one of limited and delegat-
ed powers. It takes nothing from the usages 
or the former action of European govern-
ments, nor does it take any power by any 
supposed inherent sovereignty.”12

 Thus, two contrasting narratives: “We 
the People” are not constituted under a ba-
sic law that permits barbarism, cruelty or 
despotism, in the dissenters’ view; or, ac-
cording to the majority, “We the People” 
have equivalent powers to other sovereign 
peoples around the world.

Cruel and Unusual Punishment
In a number of cases involving Eighth 
Amendment issues, the Court has com-

pared U.S. practices to those of other “civi-
lized” nations. In at least one case, how-
ever, the foreign origin of a punishment, its 
“alien source,” helped demonstrate that it 
was “barbarous” and “cruel and unusual” 
within our system.13 In several other cases, 
an international consensus against a prac-
tice helps establish or confirm that a U.S. 
practice should be regarded as cruel and 
unusual. In Trop v. Dulles, for example, 
four members of the majority concluded 
that imposing the loss of citizenship as 
punishment for a crime violated the Eighth 
Amendment, in part noting that “[t]he 
civilized nations of the world are in vir-
tual unanimity that statelessness is not to 
be imposed as punishment for crime.”14  
Thus, not only do we “take nothing” from 
the practices of barbarous European dicta-
tors, but our practices ought to accord with 
those of the “civilized nations of the world” 
in order to assure the stature of the United 
States as among those “civilized nations.”

* * *
 

In short, the Constitution and consti-
tutional law express or help constitute a 
national identity, which is understood, 
in part, in comparison with that of other 
nations. As these and many other cases 
show, “we” are not a country hospitable 
to “despotism” or dictators; we are part 
of the group of “civilized nations” in the 
world. We have those powers “inherent 
in sovereignty,” which can be determined 
by examining the powers and practices 
of other nations. And we are a freedom-
loving country, that should do “at least as” 
well in protecting liberty as other coun-
tries. All of these assertions require some 
degree of reflective comparison.
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1958
An article on Albert D. Brault (C’55) 
— entitled “Some Little Ol’ Lawyer 
in Rockville” — appeared as the cover 
story in the April 2009 Washington, 
D.C., issue of Super Lawyers. Brault, 
whose practice now focuses on pro-
fessional malpractice and commercial 
litigation, has handled all types of 
cases in his long career.

An in-depth 
interview with 
Willis Riccio 
(LL.M. ’60) — of 
counsel in the 
litigation practice 
group at the 
Boston law firm of 

Looney & Grossman and former New 
England regional administrator of the 
U.S. Securities and Exchange 
Commission — has been added to 
the Virtual Museum and Archive of 
the Securities and Exchange 
Commission Historical Society. The 
interview includes reminiscences 
about Riccio’s first job at the SEC in 
1958, his investigations of fraud and 
Ponzi schemes, and his efforts that 
resulted in the tripling of the regional 
staff during his tenure as SEC 
regional administrator from 1978 to 
1985. 

a l u m n i

1963
John A. Hoffman, 
a shareholder of 
Wilentz, Goldman 
& Spitzer, was 
included in the 
2009 New Jersey 
“Super Lawyers” 
list. The list was 

published in the April 2009 edition of 
New Jersey Monthly and New Jersey 
Super Lawyers. 

1964
Francis Thomas 
(“Tom”) Coleman 
Jr. (C’61, LL.M. 
’70) has joined the 
Washington, D.C., 
office of Bracewell 
& Giuliani as 
counsel in the 

labor and employment group. His 
practice focuses on labor, litigation 
and employment law. Coleman 
previously served as associate deputy 
general counsel in the Office of 
Litigation Counsel for the U.S. 
Department of Defense.

1966
John M. Elliott, chairman and chief 
executive officer of Elliott Greenleaf 
and Siedzikowski, has again been 
selected as one of the top 100 lawyers 
in Philadelphia and Pennsylvania by 
Philadelphia magazine and Penn-
sylvania Super Lawyers. He recently 
won a $6.6 million professional 
liability verdict in the Philadelphia 
Commerce Court and a $6.8 million 

verdict in the U.S. District Court for 
the Eastern District of Pennsylvania 
— the largest single-plaintiff age dis-
crimination jury verdict in the history 
of that court. He is currently lead trial 
counsel defending the Philadelphia 
Inquirer in a defamation action and 
also represents CBS in a legal action 
by a discharged anchorwoman. He 
and his wife, Eileen (also a lawyer) 
enjoy their 10 grandchildren and 
reside in Blue Bell, Pa. 

1967
Richard N. Friedman (LL.M.), who 
has his own practice in Miami, Fla., 
was commissioned a “Kentucky Colo-
nel” in December 2008 by Kentucky 
Gov. Steven L. Beshear. The Honor-
able Order of Kentucky Colonels, 
founded in 1932, is a charitable 
organization that contributes money 
to worthy causes. The Colonels are 
commissioned because of contribu-
tions to the community, state or 
nation and for special achievements 
of all kinds.

Daniel Toomey 
was honored in the 
2009 issue of 
Chambers USA: 
America’s Leading 
Lawyers for 
Business in the 
area of construc-

tion law. He is a partner in the 
Washington, D.C., office of Duane 
Morris. 

1960 
James F. Neal 
(LL.M.) was 
honored at a 25th 
anniversary event 
of the Best Lawyers 
in America 
publication in 
April. Neal is one 

of a select group of U.S. attorneys 
who have been listed in the 
publication every year since it began 
rating lawyers in 1983. He is a 
founding member of Neal & Harwell 
in Nashville, Tenn. 

1961
Donald Brown 
(LL.M.) has been 
recognized by 
Chambers USA 
2009 in the 
corporate/mergers 
and acquisitions 
field. Brown is of 

counsel at Davis Brown in Des 
Moines, practicing in the business 
division.

1962
Tom Begley Jr. (C’59) received the 
Lifetime Achievement Award from 
the New Jersey State Bar Associa-
tion’s Elder and Disability Law Sec-
tion. Begley, who practices at Begley, 
Begley & Bookbinder in Moorestown, 
is one of the founding members of 
the Special Needs Alliance — a 
nonprofit organization of attorneys 
dedicated to the practice of disability 
and public benefits law. 
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John F. Butler (C’01, L’06) was awarded the 
Navy and Marine Corps Achievement Medal and 
selected as Junior Officer of the Year by the Naval 
Legal Service Office Southwest. The award reads, 
“Lt. Butler’s accomplishments, perseverance and 
devotion to duty reflected credit on himself and 
were in keeping with the highest traditions of the 
United States Naval Service.” Butler deployed to 
Afghanistan in 2009, and he now serves as the 
principal legal adviser to the U.S. base commander 
at the Kandahar Airfield. 

Patricia Mullahy Fugere (C’81, L’84), a co-
founder of the Washington Legal Clinic for the 
Homeless, was honored by the D.C. Bar as the 
2009 recipient of the William J. Brennan Jr. Award 
— the bar’s highest honor — for her extraordinary 
efforts in the pursuit of equal justice. Fugere was 
recognized during the annual business meeting 
and awards dinner on June 25. (See story on her 
work on page 46.)

Lisa Gilford (LL.M.’95), a partner in the Los Ange-
les office of Alston & Bird, was installed as the new 
president of the National Association of Women 
Lawyers at its annual awards luncheon in New York 
City in July.

Mary Jane (Inglesby) Hall (L’84) was elected 
to the Circuit Court of the City of Norfolk by the 
Virginia General Assembly in February and was 
sworn in on March 20. Her elevation to the bench 
marks the first time that the circuit court has had 
two female judges (of nine total). She is the third 
woman jurist in the court’s history. 

Michael E. Levy (L’83) was elected a judge of the 
Spotsylvania General District Court of the 15th 
Judicial District by the Virginia General Assembly 
on January 22, 2009.

Nancy Lindbloom (L’75) was honored by the 
State Bar of Georgia Access to Justice Committee 
with the Dan Bradley Award, presented by State 
Bar President Jeff Bramlett, during the annual 
meeting of the State Bar of Georgia on June 19. 

Lindbloom was recognized for her advocacy and 
vision for justice, and her exemplary service and 
dedication to the delivery of legal services to the 
poor and to the ideals of the legal profession. Lind-
bloom has been employed by the Georgia Legal 
Services Program since 1975, when she began her 
career as a staff attorney. She currently serves as a 
specialist attorney for the program. 

Susan M. Liss (L’77), who directs the Democracy 
Program at the Brennan Center for Justice at New 
York University, was awarded the 2009 Judge 
Learned Hand Award by the Washington chapter 
of the American Jewish Committee. The award 
is given annually to an outstanding leader of the 
legal profession who demonstrates high principles 
in the tradition of the late Judge Learned Hand 
of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 2nd Circuit. 
Georgetown Law Professor Peter Edelman spoke at 
the event.   

Thomas Tamm (L’77) was honored by the 
National Press Club with the Ridenhour Prize for 
truth-telling after blowing the whistle on the Bush 
Administration’s warrantless wiretapping program 
in 2004. Tamm was the subject of a December 
2008 cover story in Newsweek. After being 
introduced by Ambassador Joe Wilson, Tamm 
delivered remarks that stressed the importance of 
upholding the Constitution and the rule of law 
and thanked the late William Greenhalgh, one of 
his Georgetown Law professors. Tamm has since 
been interviewed by MSNBC Television, Democracy 
Now, Alter Net and Voice of America. He was also 
named in Esquire magazine’s article “Sixty-Six Guys 
to Emulate,” along with President Obama, Bruce 
Springsteen and George Clooney.

John F. Butler (C’01, L’06), Mary Jane (Inglesby) Hall (L’84), Susan M. Liss (L’77) in green with Jamie Gorelick.

1968
Frank N. Fleischer (LL.M) has been 
designated a 2009 Florida “Super 
Lawyer” in the area of bonds/gov-
ernment finance. He is chair of the 
government finance practice group at 
GrayRobinson in Tampa, Fla.

Roger Sabo has 
been named to the 
2010 edition of 
Best Lawyers in 
America in the 
field of labor and 
employment law. 
Sabo is a partner 

at Schottenstein Zox & Dunn in 
Columbus, Ohio.

1970
Charles W. 
Jirauch was 
recognized in the 
2009 issue of 
Southwest Super 
Lawyers in the area 
of intellectual 
property litigation. 

He is a partner in the Phoenix office 
of Quarles & Brady.

As outgoing general counsel to the 
Washington, D.C., Road Runners 
Club, Thomas D. Lohrentz received 
special recognition for his 27 years of 
practice with this 1,300-member club 
— the Washington, D.C., area’s pre-
mier running organization. Lohrentz 
has published numerous articles on 
legal issues in road running. 

1971
Joel Bennett has been named a 
2009 “Super Lawyer” in the field of 
employment litigation (plaintiff) for 
Washington, D.C., by Super Lawyers 
magazine. He practices at his own 
firm, the Law Offices of Joel P. Ben-
nett, in Washington, D.C.

1972
James C. Hood 
was recognized by 
Chambers USA: 
America’s Leading 
Lawyers for 
Business as a 
leader in the field 
of corporate/

commercial law. He is a partner in 
the Manchester, N.H., office of 
Nixon Peabody.
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Elizabeth Bagley (L’87), who 
was a senior adviser during the 
term of former Secretary of State 
Madeleine Albright and a former 
ambassador to Portugal, was sworn 
in as the special representative for 
global partnerships in the office 
of the Secretary of State on June 
18. Bagley was asked by Secretary 
of State Hillary Clinton to lead the 
department’s global partnership 
initiative, an effort to increase the 
department’s engagement with the 
private sector and with civil society 
organizations. The announcement 
was made by Clinton during her 
April 22 remarks at the Global 
Philanthropy Forum Conference in 
Washington, D.C. 

Laurie S. Fulton (L’89) was nomi-
nated by President Obama as U.S. 
Ambassador to Denmark on June 
4 and was confirmed by the U.S. 
Senate on July 10. 

Mark Gitenstein (L’71) was nomi-
nated by President Obama as U.S. 
Ambassador to Romania on June 11 
and confirmed by the U.S. Senate 
in July. 

David C. Jacobson (L’76), special 
assistant to the president in the 
White House Office of Presidential 
Personnel, has been nominated as 
ambassador to Canada.

OTHEr NOMINaTIONS aND  
aPPOINTMENTS:

In June, President Obama nominat-
ed Ernie DuBester (LL.M. ’79) to 
be a member of the Federal Labor 
Relations Authority. 

Susan Tsui Grundmann (L’86) was 
nominated by President Obama to 
be chairman of the Merit Systems 
Protection Board. 

Bonnie D. Jenkins (LL.M. ’94) was 
nominated and confirmed as coordi-
nator for threat reduction programs 
at the Department of State. 

Neal Kemkar (L’06) was appointed 
special assistant to the counselor to 
Secretary of the Interior Ken Salazar. 

Frank Kendall III (L’03) was 
nominated in July to the post of 
deputy undersecretary of defense 
for acquisition and technology at 
the Department of Defense. 

Elizabeth King (L’93) is the new 
assistant secretary for legislative af-
fairs at the Department of Defense. 
She was confirmed by the U.S. 
Senate in May. 

Mercedes Marquez (L’85, 
LL.M.’87) was confirmed in June to 
be assistant secretary for communi-
ty planning and development at the 

Department of Housing and Urban 
Development. 

rahul “richard” Verma 
(LL.M.’98), a former partner with 
Steptoe & Johnson, is now assistant 
secretary for legislative affairs at 
the State Department. The Senate 
confirmed him on April 3.

MOrE IN GOVErNMENT:

Georgetown Law noted in the 
Spring/Summer 2009 issue that 
Jane Holl Lute (L’99) was nomi-
nated deputy secretary of the De-
partment of Homeland Security in 
January. Lute was confirmed by the 
Senate April 3. Christine Varney 
(L’86), nominated for the post of 
antitrust chief in the Department of 
Justice in February, was confirmed 
by the Senate April 20.

Larry Brown (L’98) is serving a five-
year term at the Defense Nuclear 
Facilities Safety Board, having been 
appointed in October 2006. He was 
previously with the Department of 
Energy, most recently serving as 
the deputy assistant secretary for 
corporate business operations in the 
Office of Nuclear Energy. 

Louisville, Ky., mayor Jerry abram-
son (L’73) will run for lieutenant 
governor of Kentucky in 2011, the 
Lexington, Ky., Herald-Leader re-

ported July 30. Kentucky Gov. Steve 
Beshear announced that Abramson 
would be his running mate in the 
next election after current Lt. Gov. 
Daniel Mongiardo announced ear-
lier this year that he is running for 
the U.S. Senate and will not be on 
the ballot with Beshear in 2011. 

OTHEr NEwSMaKErS:

“The Intersection of Islam, America 
and Identity,” an article in the New 
York Times on June 4, featured 
Negar ahkami (L’96).

“Testimony by ABA Official from 
Dallas Counters Sotomayor’s Crit-
ics,” an article in the Dallas Morn-
ing News on July 20, featured Kim 
askew (L’83), head of the Ameri-
can Bar Association’s Committee on 
the Federal Judiciary. She testified 
at the confirmation hearings for 
then Supreme Court nominee Sonia 
Sotomayor.

Doug Band (G’97, L’01) and 
John Podesta (L’76) accompanied 
former President Bill Clinton on 
his historic trip to North Korea to 
obtain the freedom of two Ameri-
can journalists, as reported by the 
Associated Press and the New York 
Times on August 5.
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Newsmakers

Mark Gitenstein (L’71), David C. Jacobson (L’76), Neal Kemkar (L’06), Elizabeth King (L’93), rahul “richard” Verma (LL.M.’98), Esther Mayambala Kisaakye (LL.M.’94),  
John Farmer Jr. (C’79, L’86), Sarah Shullman (L’04)

Georgetown Law alumni have been tapped for a wide variety of 
jobs in the new administration and elsewhere: 
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The Newark Star-Ledger reported 
on April 17 that former New Jersey 
Attorney General John Farmer Jr. 
(C’79, L’86) has been named dean 
of the Rutgers School of Law in 
Newark. 

“Franken’s Victory in Minnesota 
Election Is Win for Perkins Coie,” 
a post in the AmLaw Daily on June 
30 featured Ben Ginsberg (L’82), 
lead counsel for Norm Coleman in 
the Minnesota Senate election case, 
and Kevin Hamilton (L’85), lead 
co-counsel for Al Franken. 

The Catholic Sentinel reported on 
March 5 that william M. Keller 
(L’51), a pro-tem circuit court judge 
and member of St. Agatha Parish in 
Portland, Ore., was honored for his 
commitment and service to seniors 
in Clackamas County. The county’s 
Senior Citizens Council gave Keller 
its first “Citizen for Seniors” Award 
at an awards dinner in March. 
Keller, who practices at Keller and 
Keller with his son and grandson, 
lives in Milwaukie with his wife 
Frances; they have seven children, 
16 grandchildren and one great-
grandson.

Kira Koch Kimhi (L’99) was fea-
tured in “Silicon Scene,” an article 
in the Recorder (California) about 
a $7.38 billion deal to sell Sun Mi-
crosystems to Oracle Corp. Kimhi is 
an intellectual property associate at 
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati, 
working in its Palo Alto office. 

The Daily Monitor reported on 
July 30 that Esther Mayambala 
Kisaakye (LL.M.’94) has been 
named to the Supreme Court of 
Uganda. 

The Associated Press reported July 
9 that Gov. John Lynch (L’83), D-
N.H., has nominated former Deputy 
Attorney General Michael Delaney 
(L’94), as New Hampshire’s attorney 
general. Delaney is currently the 
governor’s legal counsel.

The Associated Press reported on 
June 16 that then-Gov. Sarah Palin 
(R-Alaska) appointed Daniel S. Sul-
livan (L’93, G’93), as Alaska’s new 
attorney general.

“Soccer Mom,” a profile of Vicki S. 
Veenker (L’88), general counsel of 
Women’s Professional Soccer, ap-
peared in the National Law Journal 
on May 4.

STUDENT STUDY MAKES NEWS

A study of Supreme Court cases 
carried out by Sarah Shullman 
(L’04) while she was a law student 
at Georgetown was the subject of 
a May 25 New York Times article, 
“When the Justices Ask Questions, 
Be Prepared to Lose the Case.” The 
article, by Adam Liptak, reported 
that Shullman’s study — concluding 
that the party who gets the most 
questions from the justices during 
a Supreme Court oral argument is 
likely to lose — has recently been 
backed up by four political scientists 
who studied 2000 arguments and 
over 200,000 questions from the 
judges. (According to the article, 
the study, which was originally pub-
lished in the Journal of Appellate 
Practice and Process in Fall 2004, 
was once tested by none other 
than Chief Justice John Roberts, 
before he became a member of the 
Court.) “It turns out Ms. Shullman 
was right,” Liptak reported. “The 
relative number of questions asked 
is a powerful predictor of who will 
win.” 

Shullman, now an associate 
at Squire, Sanders & Dempsey in 
West Palm Beach, Fla., said it was 
an honor to have her study — the 
brainchild of Georgetown Law Pro-
fessor Richard Lazarus — replicated 
by these scholars as well as Roberts. 

“As evidenced by the New York 
Times article, people find the sub-
ject fascinating and the results can 
have a myriad of implications, not 
only at the highest level of our court 
system but in local courts as well,” 
she said. “I learned a tremendous 
amount from observing the finest 
of our profession argue before the 
justices of the Supreme Court.” 

For more information see 
“Alumni in the News” at www.
law.georgetown.edu/news/ain 
and for up-to-date administra-
tion appointments, see www.law.
georgetown.edu/news/ 
appointees.html.

Newsmakers
Patrick Oot (LL.M. ’05) knows that keeping up with technol-
ogy can give you an edge. When he was an undergraduate 
at Syracuse University in the mid-1990s, he took advantage 
of the newly developing Internet to start his own entertain-
ment marketing business — out of his college apartment in 
upstate New York.

“Back then, e-mail was something that was unique and 
not everyone had it,” says Oot, who is now the director of 
e-discovery and senior counsel at Verizon. “But the majority 
of college students had e-mail addresses and computers in 

their dorm rooms, so it was the 
smartest way to market.”

So what did he market to 
college kids in Syracuse? Con-
certs, of course. Oot would cre-
ate a series of events, booking 
acts like the singer/songwriter 
Moby and hip-hop group 
Run DMC; seek sponsorship 
from various companies and 
round up an eager audience of 
twenty-somethings — all by us-

ing the Internet. “I was one of the first event producers to 
have an actual Web site, when there were not programs like 
Front Page or DreamWeaver to help you,” he says. 

Now, as one of the advisory board members of the 
Advanced E-Discovery Institute, part of Georgetown Law’s 
Continuing Legal Education program, Oot is helping oth-
ers stay abreast of the latest developments in electronic 
discovery. After joining Verizon as senior counsel in 2004, 
Oot started putting information on the Web regarding e-
discovery and was asked by CLE director Larry Center if he’d 
like to share that knowledge in a continuing legal education 
context. Oot said yes. “I really enjoy solving new problems,” 
he says. 

At the annual E-Discovery Institute — scheduled for No-
vember 12 and 13 at the Capital Hilton, Oot will speak on a 
panel about the new Federal Rule of Evidence 502, signed 
into law in 2008. It established a new framework for resolv-
ing cases of inadvertent production of privileged documents 
in connection with electronically stored information, or ESI. 
He testified before a federal rulemaking committee on this 
in 2007.

How did Oot go from booking Run DMC concerts 
in Syracuse to holding court on Federal Rule of Evidence 
502? He went to Syracuse for law school, graduated in 
2001, moved to Washington, D.C., to work on licensing 
and trademark issues at a law firm but decided to pursue 
an LL.M. in tax at Georgetown when “the bottom fell out 
of the entertainment industry” after 9/11.  He switched to 
Verizon, so to speak, one year before completing his LL.M.

What’s interesting, Oot says, is that in the 1990s, 
technology was what set his company apart from the rest. 
And now it’s “these continuing legal education programs 
and the networking that they provide” that are giving him 
a new edge.

cle profile: pAtrick oot (ll.m.’05) 
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1973
Joseph L. Fink III received the 
Robert G. Zumwinkle Student Rights 
Award at the University of Kentucky 
in April. The award is presented by 
the student government association 
to a faculty member, staff member or 
student who has protected, enforced 
and furthered student rights. Fink, 
a professor of pharmacy law and 
policy in the university’s College of 
Pharmacy, has served as the school’s 
hearing officer and chair of the ap-
peals board for 10 years.

1974
Daniel R. 
Levinson has 
headed the Office 
of Inspector 
General for the 
U.S. Department 
of Health and 
Human Services 

since September 2004. As inspector 
general, Levinson is the senior official 
responsible for audits, evaluations, 
investigations and law enforcement 
efforts relating to HHS programs and 
operations. He manages an 
independent and objective nation-
wide organization of over 1500 
professionals dedicated to promoting 
economy, efficiency and effectiveness 
in HHS programs.

Geoffrey Tobias, a principal with the 
Baltimore-based firm Ober Kaler, was 
included in The International Who’s 
Who of Shipping & Maritime Lawyers 
2009. He has practiced for more than 
30 years in the areas of general ad-
miralty and maritime law, represent-
ing ship owners as well as utilities, 
marine suppliers and domestic towing 
and dredging companies.

1975
Joseph F. Tigani III (LL.M. ’79) 
writes, “After 30 years of practice in 
Los Angeles and Las Vegas, I have 
relocated my practice [in taxation] to 
Omaha, Neb., to join five grandchil-
dren and pursue teaching history at 
Metro Community College.”

1977
Thomas F. Schlafly (C’70) has be-
come a partner at the St. Louis firm 
Thompson Coburn. He is also the 
president of the St. Louis Brewery, 
which brews Schlafly Beer and is now 
the largest American-owned brewery 
in St. Louis.

1978
Jim Astrachan (LL.M.) has joined 
Creative Dispute Resolutions, a 
Montgomery County, Maryland-
based group of approximately 30 legal 
professionals engaging in alterna-
tive dispute resolution. Astrachan, a 
senior principal at Astrachan Gunst 
Thomas in Baltimore, will add intel-
lectual property, technology licensing, 
software and advertising disputes to 
the areas of law available through 
Creative Dispute Resolutions. 

Henry D. Fellows 
Jr. was honored at 
the Atlanta Bar 
Association’s 
annual meeting 
with one of several 
awards for 
distinguished 

service to that organization. He was 
also selected as one of the top 10 
attorneys in the state of Georgia 
through the 2009 Georgia “Super 
Lawyers” program. Fellows is a 
partner and trial lawyer at Fellows 
LaBriola in Atlanta. 

Joseph J. Feltes 
has been named 
managing partner 
of the Canton, 
Ohio, office of 
Buckingham, 
Doolittle & 
Burroughs. Feltes 

is a partner in the health and 
medicine, litigation and employment 
and workers’ compensation practice 
groups. He also chairs the firm’s 
retention committee.

1979
Dennis Becker, a 
partner with 
Barnes & 
Thornburg in Fort 
Wayne, Ind., was 
included in the 
2009 edition of 
Indiana Super 

Lawyers. He is a member of the firm’s 
business department.

1981
James Coleman has been named 
to the 2010 edition of Best Lawyers 
in America in the field of labor and 
employment law. He is a partner in 
the Fairfax, Va., office of Constangy, 
Brooks & Smith.

2009 supreme court sweAring-in ceremony

Steven Hall Atherton L’89

Ashley Nicole Bailey C’96, L’99

John E. Beck L’65

Scott Russell Boalick L’99

Lynn A. Bowers L’94

Esteban Buljevich LL.M.’99

Janelle Marie Carter L’04

James C. Castle L’04

Aaron Michael Clemens L’04

Emilie Beth Cooper L’04

Marcia Gerber Cotler L’89

Sterling Adams Darling Jr. L’04

Dionne Andrea Fraser L’04

Brian Xavier Gaul L’89

Scott Alan Haenni L’99, G’99

Eddy Hayes LL.M.’04

Scot A. Hinshaw L’99

Melissa Hodgman L’94, LL.M.’07 

William Knight Holbrook LL.M. ’93

Kendell Renee Kelly L’04

Lara Chapman Kelley L’99

Hilary Claudette Lane L’89

Maren Kay (Minnaert) Lively L’04

L. Dan Loy LL.M.’04

Col. Richard A. Magnan L’89

John P. Mancini L’89

Jonah E. McCarthy L’04

Mary Helen Medina L’84

Suhail Afaq Mir LL.M.’94

Monica Nicklin L’99

Patrick James O’Connor L’99

Jennifer Danella Oliva L’04

Mary Elizabeth Parr L’04

Jill Patrice Reber L’84

Kenneth Jerome Rexford L’94

Jennifer Maria Ryan L’04

Philip Andrew Sechler L’89

Jennifer Michelle Sepic L’04

Sarah Shullman L’04

Eugene Sim L’04

Jonathan Yong-bi Suh L’04

James Michael Sullivan L’04

Joshua Tzuker L’04

James Turner Wakley L’04

Shelley A. Williams L’94

Lydia Rose Wilson L’89

William E. Wolf L’04

Christopher D. Wood LL.M.’04

Jim W. Yu L’99

Anthony J. Zarillo L’89

The Supreme Court swearing-in ceremony is an annual event sponsored 
by the Law Center’s Office of Alumni Affairs for alumni who become 
members of the Supreme Court Bar.

The following alumni took part in this year’s ceremony on June 22:

BI
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John L. Knorek was named one of 
the top 25 “Super Lawyers” in Hawaii 
in 2008. He is the chair of both 
Hospice Hawaii and the Chamber 
of Commerce of Hawaii. Knorek 
practices at Torkildson Katz Moore 
Hetherington & Harris.

Margaret T. 
Stopp, a Paul 
Harris fellow, is 
president of the 
Rotary Club of 
Pensacola, 
organized in 1915 
and the second 

oldest Rotary Club in Florida. The 
club regularly engages in and 
supports service projects locally, 
regionally and internationally; 
members of its Paul Harris Society 
contribute funds to support a wide 
range of humanitarian grants and 
educational programs. She is a 
shareholder in the law firm of Moore, 
Hill & Westmoreland.

Richard J. Tyler (C’78) has been 
elected to serve a three-year term on 
the governing committee of the Amer-
ican Bar Association’s (ABA) Forum 
on the Construction Industry. Tyler is 
a partner in the New Orleans office 
of Jones Walker and serves as chair of 
the firm’s construction practice.

1982
Richard Blau was recently included 
in Florida Trend magazine’s “Legal 
Elite” in the field of alcohol beverage 
and food law. He was also designated 
a 2009 Florida “Super Lawyer.” Blau 
practices at GrayRobinson in Tampa, 
Fla., chairing the firm’s alcohol 
beverage and food department and 
presiding over its alcohol industry 
team. Blau and his colleagues focus 
on the rules, regulations and business 
practices that govern the marketing, 
sale and consumption of distilled 
spirits, wine, beer and other licensed 
beverages.

Susan K. Eggum 
was named a 
fellow of the Trial 
Lawyer Honorary 
Society of the 
Litigation Counsel 
of America and 
has been asked to 

serve as an editor of the Oregon state 
bar’s treatise on Federal Civil 
Litigation. She is the chair of the 
employment practices and litigation 
group at Cosgrave Vergeer Kester.

Dear Fellow Alumni,

It is with great pride that I write to you for the 

first time as National Chair of the Georgetown 

Law Annual Fund, a volunteer role that I as-

sumed on July 1. Over the last several years, 

my engagement with the Law Center has 

grown, from funding an Opportunity Scholar-

ship in honor of my class’s 25th Reunion, to taking on the role of 

Law Firm Challenge agent for my firm, Simpson Thacher.  

Through these experiences, I have learned more about the 

life of Georgetown Law today, and how it compares to the Law 

Center that I remember. Certainly the campus is more impres-

sive — and significantly more green — and the students are 

better than ever, boasting record-high GPAs and LSAT scores.

But one thing that has not changed is that law school re-

mains a massive financial undertaking. In fact, over 90 percent 

of Georgetown Law students demonstrate need, meaning that 

they require financial aid to complete their education, leaving 

the average graduate with over $115,000 in law school debt. The 

issue of rising student debt has concerned Dean Aleinikoff for 

some time, but the current economic climate and challenging 

legal job market bring greater urgency to the need to make the 

cost of law school less daunting.

I was proud to find out that the Law Center is doing ev-

erything it can to help talented students pursue their dreams 

of a legal career. This year after intense budget scrutiny, Dean 

Aleinikoff recommended and the University Board of Direc-

tors ratified the smallest tuition increase in thirty years, and 

the Dean has pledged that all gifts to the Law Annual Fund 

this year, unless otherwise designated by the donor, will be put 

towards financial aid. I cannot think of a better use of these 

funds than for them to directly lessen the burden on our deserv-

ing students, and I am happy to be assuming this role at a time 

when my work and my gifts will have such an impact.

You, too, can make a difference for Georgetown Law 

students this year with your own donation to the Law Annual 

Fund. Please consider a generous gift this year in support of the 

students who need us now more than ever.

Sincerely, 

       

Sarah E. Cogan (L’81)   

National Chair, Law Annual Fund

updAte on the AnnuAl fund
David H. Lichter, 
a partner with 
Higer Lichter & 
Givner in 
Aventura, Fla., was 
accepted to the 
Commercial Panel 
for the American 

Arbitration Association panel of 
arbitrators. His practice focuses on 
the mediation, arbitration and 
litigation of business disputes and the 
mediation of securities arbitration 
matters. He was also named one of 
Florida Trend’s 2009 Florida “Legal 
Elite” for his practice in arbitration 
and mediation.

Jeffrey M. Tanenbaum was recog-
nized by Chambers USA: America’s 
Leading Lawyers for Business as a 
leader in the labor and employment 
field. He is a partner in the San Fran-
cisco, Calif., office of Nixon Peabody.
 

1983
Ilise Feitshans, who heads an ency-
clopedia project on occupational safe-
ty and health through her work with 
the International Labor Organization 
in Switzerland, reported that the ILO 
has recently signed a memorandum 
of understanding with the American 
Society of Safety Engineers commit-
ting the two organizations to work 
together to prevent workplace injuries 
and illnesses. The ILO will provide 
international standards, legislation, 
accident and disease standards. 

Andrew P. 
Loewinger was 
recognized by 
Chambers USA: 
America’s Leading 
Lawyers for 
Business in the 
area of franchising 

law. He is a partner in Nixon 
Peabody’s Washington, D.C., office.

Richard Sindelar (F’71) has joined 
the Houston office of Jackson Walker 
as a partner, practicing in areas 
including energy, labor and employ-
ment, immigration and international 
law. He represents a range of do-
mestic and international companies 
on all aspects of employment-based 
immigration matters, including off-
shore matters for the energy industry, 
shipping, treaty investors/traders and 
foreign investment.
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If you didn’t already know that author Ashley 
Merryman (L’98) was a Georgetown lawyer 

you might get a clue from the 7000 words of 
notes that appear in the back of the new book 
NurtureShock: New Thinking About Children 
(Twelve), which she wrote with Po Bronson. 

“Research has always been important to me. 
My legal training always underscored accuracy,” 
says Merryman, who spoke to Georgetown Law 
just weeks before the book’s September 3 pub-
lication date. It’s Merryman’s first book; Bronson 
has several bestsellers to his name. 

One thing that law and nonfiction writing 
have in common, Merryman says, is “understand-
ing and communicating an idea.” The idea in 
NurtureShock, which has already garnered glow-
ing reviews, is dispelling some of the “myths” 
of child-rearing: that children excel when they’re 

praised (telling them 
they’re smart can 
actually cause them to 
underperform), that 
watching  television 
causes obesity (lack of 
sleep does the same 
thing and has reached 

epidemic proportions among young people) or 
that kindergarten intelligence tests can accurately 
predict academic success (when in fact they miss 
the best kids 73 percent of the time). Merryman 
and Bronson back up their claims with reams of 
research, which is where those 7000 words of 
notes (from 700 sources) come in.

“We were definitely looking for interesting 
things, questions we had about kids, what makes 
a kid honest, what makes a kid good,” Merryman 
says. After that, she adds, “We just followed the 
science.” 

Merryman was an evening student at the 
Law Center while writing speeches for then Vice 
President Al Gore. She has an undergraduate de-
gree in screen writing — and nothing but praise 
for her law school experience. “I loved my night 
school classmates, loved Julie O’Sullivan and Mitt 
Regan. There was something remarkable in each 
of my classes,” she says, although she admits 
that “sometimes just getting there was a huge 
accomplishment.” Merryman has authored a play, 
“Metanoia,” has written for Time magazine and 
just started a new blog with Bronson on News-
week.com.  And one of the reasons she’s so eager 
to learn the truth about child development is that 
she runs a church-based tutoring program for 
inner-city kids. She always knew when she had hit 
on something important, she says, “when it made 
me angry. Because if I’d known it before, I could 
have already done something about it.” 

Robert Paulson (L’63) grew up on a farm in 
Kansas, feeding and milking cows and walk-

ing a mile (really) to a one-room schoolhouse. 
From these humble beginnings, he became one 
of Kansas State University’s first nuclear engineer-
ing students and then made his way east, where 

he became an evening 
student at Georgetown 
Law while working days 
at the Atomic Energy 
Commission. 

Paulson’s memoir 
Not in Kansas Anymore 
(Gemma Publishing), 

which has been praised as an “inspirational 
must-read,” in the New York Times, is full of 
stories about life on the prairie before electricity, 
his mother’s determination to keep the family of 
eight together on the farm after his father’s death 
and Paulson’s career as an intellectual property 
lawyer in New York for 40 years. 

“I am a lucky man,” says Paulson — lucky 
to have married his wife, Maureen, and to have 
three sons, Joshua, Luke and James. And lucky to 
be alive, even though he has amyotrophic lateral 
sclerosis (ALS; also known as Lou Gehrig’s Dis-
ease) and has lost the ability to walk and speak.

The “lucky man” line harkens back to Geh-
rig’s famous speech when he retired from the 
New  York Yankees after being diagnosed with 
the disease. And Paulson (like Gehrig) means 
it. Paulson has wrestled disability and won — 
because ALS has not removed his ability to think 
or love or write a 250-page book. The latter he 
accomplished with one million clicks of his right 
eye in front of an eye-controlled computer. Paul-
son continues to do pro-bono work, to research 
energy issues and to communicate with family 
and friends via his computer. 

At one point, Paulson had to decide whether 
he would live the rest of his life on a respirator. 
He chose life. But a “very high percentage of 
persons diagnosed with ALS elect not to undergo 
the tracheostomy/mechanical ventilator option, 
also known as invasive life support,” Paulson 
writes. “As many as 90 percent of people say 
no.” Paulson says he is fortunate that respirators 
are now portable and that he can be cared for at 
home. He writes his book in part to encourage 
others with this illness to choose life.

“A diagnosis of this disease need not be a 
death sentence. Patients should know they can 
exist with it indefinitely, and successfully, as I have 
done for the past 12 years. ... Life is everything,” 
he continues. “And what is it but the ability to 
feel, think and communicate? Thanks to today’s 
technologies, ALS can’t take any of these from 
you.” 

Alumni Authors
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Thomas C. Fischer (L’65) — a former dean 
and professor of law emeritus at New England 

School of Law and a senior scholar at the Center 
for Global Justice at Seattle University School of 
Law — recently penned What’s Wrong with “Glo-
balization”!? (Carolina Academic Press, 2009). 
Unlike many books that lionize or demonize 
globalization, Fischer’s work “seeks to show that 
globalization is neither an unvarnished virtue nor 
an unmitigated vice. Rather, it is a subtle process 
that has both virtues (economic growth) and vices 
(dislocation).” Another book, the fourth edition 
of The Sum and Substance of Conflict of Laws, 
was published by Thomson Reuters in March.  

Michael J. Kelly (LL.M.’96), a professor 
at Creighton University School of Law, 

published Ghosts of Halabja: Saddam Hussein 
and the Kurdish Genocide (Praeger, 2008), with 
a foreword by Judge Ra’id Juhi al Saedi, the chief 
investigative judge on the Saddam Hussein trials. 
As a result of the book, Kelly was invited by the 
Kurdish interior minister for northern Iraq to 

visit the country and 
consulted with the 
Kurdish Parliament on 
a new draft constitu-
tion. He was also 
elected president of the 
U.S. National Chapter 
L’Association Interna-

tionale de Droit Pénal, a Paris-based society of 
international criminal law scholars, judges and 
attorneys; he chairs the Association of American 
Law Schools section on national security law; and 
last December he led the opening panel of the 
Phillips University Conference commemorating 
the 60th anniversary of the Genocide Convention 
in Marburg, Germany. 

Claude Laferrière (LL.M. ’07) has written Five 
Essays on U.S. National Security Law (Wilson 

& Lafleur, 2009), tackling concerns of the U.S. 
geopolitical agenda, including the uncertain rela-
tions of the president and Congress; the nuclear 
nonproliferation undertaking; the oversight of 
intelligence in the post-9/11 landscape; the threat 
of protectionism against international trade and 
risk assessment to prevent money laundering. 
Laferrière, a Canadian lawyer living in Montreal, 
based the book on some of his work as an LL.M. 
student at Georgetown Law.  

After many years in New York City, Linda 
McClain (L’85) relocated to Boston, where 

she is a professor of law and Paul M. Siskind 
research scholar at Boston 
University. She recently 
published her second 
book, Gender Equality: 
Dimensions of Women’s 
Equal Citizenship, co-
edited with Joanna L. 
Grossman (Cambridge 
University Press, 2009). 
The book presents a col-

lection of original works that examine persisting 
gender inequality through the lens of citizenship. 

Barbara N. McLennan (L’83) has published 
Reagan’s Mandate: Anecdotes from Inside 

Washington’s Iron Triangle — a book that 
recounts McLennan’s years working for the 
federal government in the 1970s and 1980s and 
describes how the “Iron Triangle” of Congress, 
lobbies and the administration changed our 
national government 30 years ago. One of the 
few women to earn a Ph.D. in political science in 
1965 (from the University of Wisconsin), McLen-
nan moved from university professor to minority 
staff member on the House Budget Committee to 
the Treasury Department and then to the Com-
merce Department, where she served as deputy 
assistant secretary for trade information and 
analysis. McLennan was the only congressional 
staff member to work both on Ronald Reagan’s 
first budget in the House and his first tax bill in 
the Senate. 

Chet Nagle (L’71) has published his first book, 
Iran Covenant — hailed as “a page-turning 

tale of counterterrorism, as explosive as today’s 
headlines.” The book can be viewed at amazon.
com or www.irancovenant.com. 

“Peace Warriors,” a play co-written by 
Deborah Goldberg Pollack (L’84), was 

performed at the Warehouse Mainstage Theater 
in Washington, D.C., in July as part of the Capitol 
Fringe Festival.

READERS RESPOND

In response to our call for “Stories of 

Service” in the Spring/Summer issue 

of Georgetown Law, Col. Richard 

Galvin (LL.M.’02), a U.S. Army judge 

advocate, writes from Naples, where 

he serves as legal adviser to the 

Allied Joint Forces Command. “The 

Georgetown LL.M. was a tremen-

dous experience,” he says. “It helped 

position me for some excellent as-

signments with an international law 

focus.”

Galvin told us about his friend and 

colleague, Col. Jody Prescott (LL.M. 

’90), who just returned from a year’s 

duty as the legal adviser for the com-

mander, International Security Assis-

tance Forces in Afghanistan. Prescott 

is now at West Point, teaching a 

survey class for upperclass students 

on constitutional and military law. He 

is also the deputy director for devel-

opment of the U.S. Military Acad-

emy’s Rule of Law Center. “I worked 

extensively on Rule of Law when I 

was in Afghanistan,” he writes, “and 

hopefully some of those experiences 

will transfer.”

Thaddeus Hoffmeister (LL.M. ’02), 

a law professor at the University of 

Dayton, was an active-duty JAG 

officer in the Army while earning his 

LL.M. “I found the Law Center to 

be very amenable and flexible with 

respect to the demands of my military 

work schedule,” he e-mails. “In fact, 

while I was assigned to Korea for a 

year, I took law school courses in 

China during the summer and had the 

credits transferred over.” Hoffmeister 

also writes a blog on juries. You can 

read it at www.juries.typepad.com.
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Rod Sullivan 
(LL.M.) is an 
assistant professor 
at Florida Coastal 
School of Law in 
Jacksonville, Fla., 
where he teaches 
constitutional law 

and maritime law. He was previously 
a visiting professor there. In March, 
he argued before the U.S. Supreme 
Court in a maritime case involving 
punitive damages, Atlantic Sounding 
Co. v. Townsend. 

1984
Ronald B. Cohn was elected to the 
executive committee of Arnstein 
& Lehr for a two-year term. Cohn 
shares in the management duties of 
the firm and assists in representing 
the Florida offices when the commit-
tee convenes. He has practiced law 
in the Tampa Bay area for more than 
20 years, in fields including creditor’s 
rights, bankruptcy law, business and 
commercial law, litigation and ap-
peals, and real estate law.

September

22

Global Antitrust Enforcement 

Symposium 2009 (co-sponsored 

by Howrey)

LAW CENTER

OcTObER 

2

Bankruptcy 2009: Views from 

the Bench (co-sponsored by the 

American Bankruptcy Institute)

LAW CENTER

NOvEMbER

12–13

Advanced E-Discovery Institute 

2009

CAPITAL HILTON 

FEbRuARy 

25–26  

International Trade Update 2010

LAW CENTER

MARcH

8–12

E-Discovery Training Academy

LAW CENTER

11–12 

Corporate Counsel Institute 

2010

LAW CENTER

25–26

Section 1983: Civil Rights Litiga-

tion 2010

LAW CENTER

APRiL

7–9

Advanced Commercial Leasing 

Institute 2010

LAW CENTER

15–16

Corporate Counsel Institute 

Europe

LONDON, ENGLAND

22–23

Representing and Managing Tax 

Exempt Organizations

HYATT REGENCY,  

WASHINGTON, D.C.

MAy 

20–21

State and Local Tax Institute 

2010

LAW CENTER

Dates are subject to change. 

For more information, contact 

the Continuing Legal Education 

office at 202-662-9890. E-mail: 

CLE@law.georgetown.edu

Web site: www.law.georgetown.

edu/cle/.

cONTiNuiNG LEGAL EDucATiON cALENDAR
FALL 2009 – SPRING 2010

Robert P. 
Diffenderfer, 
shareholder at 
Lewis, Longman & 
Walker, in West 
Palm Beach, Fla., 
participated on a 
panel titled “The 

End of ‘Growth’?: Can the Law Really 
Deal with Population Growth, in 
Florida and Elsewhere, Head On?” at 
the Southeastern Association of Law 
Schools (SEALS) annual meeting at 
the Ritz Carlton in Palm Beach on 
August 6. Diffenderfer maintains a 
diverse governmental practice that 
includes complex environmental and 
land use matters; growth manage-
ment counseling; comprehensive plan 
adoption, implementation and 
defense; environmental resource 
permitting and related litigation.

George T. 
Magnatta 
(LL.M.), a partner 
and chair in Saul 
Ewing’s public 
finance depart-
ment, has been 
appointed to the 

Internal Revenue Service’s Advisory 
Committee on Tax Exempt and 
Government Entities (ACT). ACT 
members are appointed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, generally 
serve two-year terms and advise the 
IRS on operational policies and 
procedures.

1985
Richard E. Marsh Jr. (LL.M.), of the 
Marsh Law Firm in Charlotte, N.C., 
was invited to speak on the topic 
of “The Marital Deduction” at the 
Mecklenburg County Bar. Materi-
als on the topic are available upon 
request by contacting the firm. Marsh 
is a board-certified specialist in pro-
bate and estate planning law.

1986
Larry Greenfield has joined the 
Claremont Institute for the Study of 
Statesmanship & Political Philosophy as 
vice president and fellow in American 
Studies. He lectures widely on national 
security and political issues. His pod-
casts are at www.redcounty.com. 

1987
Diane Savage is a 
solo practitioner in 
Durham, N.C., 
where she handles 
death penalty 
cases; she is also 
certified by the 
North Carolina 

Dispute Resolution Commission to 
conduct Superior Court, family 
financial and District Court 
mediations. Savage was recently 
named a panel mediator for Carolina 
Dispute Settlement Services and 
elected to the Council of Dispute 
Resolution Section of the North 
Carolina Bar Association. She 
lectures extensively on forensic 
science issues, including DNA and 
the Duke lacrosse case, and the 
National Academy of Science report 
on “serious deficiencies” in the 
nation’s crime labs.

Mary Alice 
Smolarek, a 
partner with the 
Baltimore-based 
Wright, Constable 
& Skeen, became 
president of the 
Bar Association of 

Baltimore City in June 2009. She 
practices estates and trusts law and 
was named a Maryland “Super 
Lawyer” for estate planning and 
probate in 2007, 2008 and 2009. 

Scott L. Vernick, 
the managing 
partner of Fox 
Rothschild’s 
Philadelphia 
office, was named 
one of the 
“Leaders in Law” 

in the area of litigation in the 2009 
Chambers USA Guide. 
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David Kern (LL.M.), a partner in the 
Akron, Ohio, office of Buckingham, 
Doolittle & Burroughs, has been 
named the Akron Corporate Lawyer 
of the Year by Best Lawyers 2009. 
Kern was also listed in the 2009 
Corporate Counsel edition of Super 
Lawyers (Business Services) in the 
area of tax law.

Steven B. 
Nesmith is senior 
vice president and 
assistant general 
counsel for 
Strategic and 
Government 
Initiatives at 

Ocwen Financial, one of the nation’s 
largest mortgage servicers. He was 
most recently a partner at Holland & 
Knight, where he served in the 
affordable housing, financial services 
and international trade practice areas. 
He also served as assistant secretary 
of the U.S. Department of Housing 
and Urban Development, responsible 
for congressional, intergovernmental 
and industry relations.

1992
Jennifer A. Manner (LL.M.), a 
former executive at Skyterra Com-
munications and senior counsel 
at the Federal Communications 
Commission, is the Entertainment 
Software Association’s new senior 
vice president for government affairs. 
Manner is responsible for heading the 
association’s federal and state govern-
ment relations team, which works 
directly with elected officials and 
regulatory agencies on behalf of the 
entertainment software industry. 

Kevin M. Ryan has been named the 
new president and CEO of Covenant 
House, a privately funded nonprofit 
agency helping homeless youth. The 
agency serves 70,000 street youth in 
six countries, including the United 
States, Canada, Mexico, Guatemala, 
Honduras and Nicaragua. Ryan was 
named New Jersey’s first child ad-
vocate in 2003, before being tapped 
by Governor Jon Corzine to lead a 
reform of the state’s child welfare 
system in 2006. [See story p. 41.]

Timothy Whitford has joined Wald-
heger Coyne in Cleveland, Ohio, as 
a partner, focusing his practice on 
insurance law, personal injury and 
long-term care defense. He was previ-
ously a partner with Ritzler, Coughlin 
& Swansinger. 

1988
Bruce Casino 
recently spoke on 
export and 
economic sanctions 
enforcement at the 
American Bar 
Association’s 2009 
Section of 

International Law spring meeting, as 
well as at the organization’s 23rd annual 
National Institute on White Collar 
Crime. Casino is a litigation partner in 
the Washington, D.C., office of Katten 
Muchin Rosenman. 

Louis K. Rothberg 
(LL.M.), of 
counsel in 
Dilworth Paxson’s 
international law 
group, spoke at the 
American 
Conference 

Institute’s “ITAR [International 
Traffic in Arms Regulations] Boot 
Camp” in San Francisco in February. 
Rothberg focuses his practice on such 
areas as export controls; matters 
before the Committee on Foreign 
Investment in the United States 
concerning foreign investments that 
could threaten U.S. national security; 
international trade compliance issues 
and Defense Department contracts.

1989 
Ethan Burger, senior counsel at Max-
well & Barke and adjunct professor at 
the Law Center teaching interna-
tional economic crime and corrup-
tion, has given several presentations 
in the past year at various universities 
on Russian politics and rule of law. 
He has also written many articles — 
several recent ones dealing with Rus-
sia — and is a regular contributor to 
the Expert Panel of the online journal 
Russia Profile.
 

Jeffrey Rambach 
(LL.M.) is of 
counsel for 
Doerner, 
Saunders, Daniel 
& Anderson in 
Tulsa, Okla. He 
concentrates his 

practice in all areas of federal and 
state taxation, trusts and estates, 
mergers and acquisitions, business 
formations, tax litigation and 
tax-exempt organizations. 

Susan Tahernia is associate general 
counsel at Canam Steel Corporation, 
which is headquartered at Point of 
Rocks, Md.

1994
Long Island 
Business News has 
named Nora V.  
Demleitner 
(LL.M.) one of 
Long Island’s “Top 
50 Most 
Influential Women 

in Business.” Demleitner is the dean 
of Hofstra Law School.

Debbie L. Parker has joined 
Ameriprise Financial as a financial 
adviser. She lives in Washington, D.C.

1995
Tedd Kochman, a shareholder in 
the Newark, N.J., office of Littler 
Mendelson, a labor and employment 
law firm, was recently named to 
the 2009 “40 Under 40” awards list 
sponsored by NJBIZ, a New Jersey 
business news publication. The 
program honors men and women 
who have excelled in their field and 
who share a commitment to business 
growth, professional excellence and 
the community.

1996
John Anzalone 
was named on a 
list of legal “Rising 
Stars” published in 
the April 2009 
edition of New 
Jersey Monthly and 
New Jersey Super 

Lawyers. He is an attorney with 
Wilentz, Goldman & Spitzer.

John K. Carson 
(LL.M.) has 
joined the Denver 
office of Snell & 
Wilmer as of 
counsel. His 
practice includes 
housing and 

community development, (HUD)/
Federal Housing Administration 
(FHA) financed development, 
financial services, the federal 
response to the economic and 
foreclosure crisis and government 
relations. He was previously a 
regional director of the U.S. 
Department of Housing and Urban 
Development (HUD).

Matt Taylor was 
honored in the 
2009 edition of 
Chambers USA: 
America’s Leading 
Lawyers for 
Business in the 
litigation-general 

commercial field. He is a partner in 
the Philadelphia office of Duane 
Morris. 

1990
Sandra M. 
(Jenkins) 
Desbrow (LL.M.) 
was recently 
appointed general 
counsel of the 
West Virginia 
School of 

Osteopathic Medicine. She 
previously taught law as a visiting 
assistant professor at the Naval 
Postgraduate School and practiced 
law in West Virginia.

Patti Richards was honored at the 
Atlanta Bar Association’s annual 
meeting with one of several awards 
for distinguished service to that orga-
nization. She is a member/manager of 
the Richards Law Firm in Atlanta.

1991
Francis A. Connor 
III (C’86) was 
recently named 
administrative 
partner of the 
Providence office 
of Taylor Duane 
Barton & Gilman, 

a civil litigation firm. He will continue 
his full-time practice as a trial lawyer, 
specializing in business litigation, 
professional liability matters, medical 
malpractice and personal injury.

Dan Forman has joined the Los 
Angeles office of Carlton DiSante & 
Freudenberger as a partner. Forman 
represents employers throughout 
California in litigation and provides 
advice and counsel to California em-
ployers on human resource issues.

Steven D. Heller recently established 
his own U.S. immigration law prac-
tice in Brighton, England. It is a solo 
practice devoted to serving the U.S. 
immigration and citizenship needs of 
people in the United Kingdom.
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Georgetown Law alumni continue to 
demonstrate their generosity and com-

mitment to the school. April McClain-Del-
aney (L’89) and John Delaney (L’88) have 
recently made a seven-figure gift to establish 
the Delaney Family Professorship in Public 
Interest Law and to enhance Georgetown’s 
Loan Repayment Assistance Program, or 
LRAP, for alumni working in the public 
interest or government sectors (see story p. 
40). The professorship will be held by Pro-
fessor Philip Schrag (see story p. 6). 

The gift is one more way in which the 
Delaneys — who in the past funded an 

Development News
endowed scholarship, contributed to the 
Robert F. Drinan, S.J., Chair in Human 
Rights and who continue to serve the uni-
versity (John on the Board of Directors and 
April on the Law Board of Visitors) — show 
their appreciation for the school that has 
given them so much: careers, connections 
and even each other (they met at the Law 
Center in 1987).

“For a lot of reasons, Georgetown 
helped us get started with a life that I feel 
very lucky to have lived so far,” John said 
in a 2004 Georgetown Law interview. “So 
we’re very fond of the university and the 
law school, and giving back is a way of stay-
ing involved and linked.” 

Georgetown Law students are putting 
donors’ gifts to good use — and one 

of the ways they do so is through their 
summer public interest jobs. Many of the 
summer internships that students under-
take with nonprofits in Washington, D.C., 
and around the world are unpaid, and the 
Equal Justice Foundation (EJF) summer 
fellowship is one way students make up the 
difference.  

Recent alum Jarod Taylor (L’09) says 
his first-year EJF grant helped him do an 
internship with the Human Rights Law 
Foundation, an organization he continued 
to work with through his three years of law 
school. He’ll be doing business litigation 
in the Tokyo office of a firm that he says is 
“committed to public interest and human 
rights” and sees himself doing human rights 
litigation at some point in the future.

How important was that EJF grant? “It 
paid for my food,” he says, adding that he 
was able to make it through the summer 
because of EJF.

Alumni can donate to EJF through the 
Georgetown Law Annual Fund at www.
law.georgetown.edu/giving/; all donations 
are tax deductible. Please make sure to des-
ignate your donation to EJF. Questions can 
be addressed by e-mailing: annualfund@
law.georgetown.edu.

“To all the donors who have made my 
coming to Georgetown possible, 

thank you,” student speaker Neal A. Fisher 
(C’06, L’09) told those assembled at the 
Sport and Fitness Center on March 28 
for Georgetown Law’s Annual Scholarship 
Luncheon. “Thank you for not only giving 
me the chance to receive a quality educa-
tion but for welcoming me into your home.”

It was deep and sincere praise from a 
double Hoya who knows all too well the 
impact that Georgetown can have on a 
student’s life — both as an educational 
institution and as a place to belong. Fisher, 
whose law school journey was the subject 
of three feature stories in Georgetown Law 
(Spring/Summer 2007, 2008 and 2009), 
grew up poor on the Eastern Shore of Vir-
ginia and is the first in his family to enter a 
profession. At the scholarship luncheon, he 
spoke frankly about his life before coming 
to Georgetown, a life of poverty, hardship 
and even hunger that would be impossible 
for many to imagine, let alone to endure.

“I will remain forever grateful to you for 
your kindness, and I hope that I will be in 
a position to do for someone what you have 
done for me,” Fisher said.

The luncheon also gave donors an 
opportunity to share their stories. Alumni 
speaker Leslie T. Thornton (L’83) said that 
she gives back to Georgetown Law because 
she never had to worry about paying for 
school the way some of her classmates did. 

“It was important to me to try to give 
that back,” said Thornton, who has estab-
lished an endowed scholarship in honor of 
her parents. “It’s the proudest thing I have 
ever done.”

Other donation news includes: Work-
place Flexibility 2010 has received a 

$2,589,612 grant from the Alfred P. Sloan 
Foundation to support work to create a bet-
ter alignment between the “workplace” and 
the “workforce.” The initiative, located at 
the Law Center, aims to develop consen-
sus-based policy solutions to expand Ameri-
cans’ access to flexible work arrangements 

John Delaney (L’88) and april McClain-Delaney 
(L’89) at a 2008 Georgetown Conversations event 
at their home, and Dean alex aleinikoff with Neal 
Fisher (C’06, L’09) at the Scholarship Luncheon. 
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cHAiR
Robert F. Ruyak (L’74)
Howrey LLP
Washington, D.C.

vicE cHAiRS
J. clifford Hudson ( L’80)
Sonic Corp.
Oklahoma City, Okla.

The Honorable Margaret  
McKeown ( L’75)
United States Court of Ap-
peals for the 9th Circuit
San Diego, Calif. 
 

bOARD
Kim J. Askew (L’83)
K& L Gates LLP
Dallas, Texas

caryl S. bernstein (L’67)
The Bernstein Law Firm 
PLLC
Washington, D.C.

George W. bilicic Jr. (L’88)
Lazard
New York, N.Y.

bruce blume (L’80)
The Blume Company
Seattle, Wash.

Edmund W. burke (c’70, 
L’73)
Steptoe & Johnson LLP
Washington, D.C.

Theodore burke (L’86)
Freshfields Bruckhaus 
Deringer LLP
London, England

Joan claybrook (L’73)
Public Citizen
Washington, D.C.

John P. “Sean” coffey 
(L’87)
Bernstein Litowitz Berger & 
Grossmann LLP
New York, N.Y.

Edward L. cohen (L’71)
Lerner Enterprises
Washington, D.C. 

Lloyd Devos (L’73)
DeVos & Co. PLLC
New York, N.Y.

Paul J. Diaz (L’88)
Kindred Healthcare Inc.
Louisville, Ky.

The Honorable Arthur J. 
Gajarsa (L’67)
United States Court of Ap-
peals for the Federal Circuit
Washington, D.C.

James A. Gilbert (L’74)
Live Oak Equity Partners
Atlanta, Ga.

Theresa M. Gillis (L’74)
Howrey LLP
New York, N.Y.

Scott Ginsburg (L’78)
DG FastChannel, Inc.
Dallas, Texas

Franklin M. Gittes (L’73)
Skadden, Arps, Slate, 
Meagher & Flom LLP
New York, N.Y.

John F. Hartigan (L’75)
Morgan, Lewis & Bockius 
LLP
Los Angeles, Calif.

N. Lynn Hiestand (F’75, 
L’80)
Skadden, Arps, Slate, 
Meagher & Flom (UK) LLP
London, England

Judith Richards Hope
Hope & Company P.C.
Washington, D.C.

Keith R. Hummel (L’90)
Cravath, Swaine & Moore
New York, N.Y.

Michael D. Jones (L’85)
Kirkland & Ellis LLP
Washington, D.C.

The Honorable Robert A. 
Katzmann
United States Court of Ap-
peals for the 2nd Circuit
New York, N.Y.

Marianne Keler (F’76, 
L’80)
Potomac, Md.

Jules Kroll (L’66)
JEMKROLL Holdings LLC
New York, N.Y.

Handel Lee (L’88)
King & Wood
Beijing, China
 
April Mcclain-Delaney 
(L’89)
CommonSense Media
Washington, D.C.

R. bruce McLean
Akin, Gump, Strauss, Hauer 
& Feld, LLP
Washington, D.C.

Alexander McMurtrie 
(L’61)
Law Offices of Alexander B. 
McMurtrie Jr.
Richmond, Va.

Dennis Meyer (L’60, 
LL.M.’62)
Baker & McKenzie
Washington, D.C.

Lee i. Miller (b’69, L’73)
DLA Piper LLP (U.S.)
Chicago, Ill.

Patrick J. Moran (L’73)
Moran Resources Company 
LLC
Houston, Texas

Linda J. Morgan (L’76)
Covington & Burling LLP
Washington, D.C.

Lawrence S. Okinaga 
(L’72)
Carlsmith Ball LLP
Honolulu, Hawaii 

Thomas F. O’Neil iii (L’82)
WellCare Health Plans Inc.
Tampa, Fla.

Rev. Ladislas Orsy, S.J.
Georgetown University Law 
Center
Washington, D.C.

carmen A. Policy (L’66)
San Francisco, Calif.

Gregory R. Raifman (L’84)
Westmont Capital, LLC
Piedmont, Calif.

Edward M. Ricci (L’73)
Edward M. Ricci, P.A.
West Palm Beach, Fla.

Thomas A. Roberts (c’69, 
L’72)
Weil Gotshal & Manges
New York, N.Y.

Paul Saunders (L’66)
Cravath, Swaine & Moore 
LLP
New York, N.Y.

barry Schwartz (L’74)
MacAndrews & Forbes 
Holdings Inc.
New York, N.Y.

Sidney J. Silver (L’62)
Silver, Freedman & Taff LLP
Washington, D.C.

Gary J. Silversmith (L’81, 
LL.M.’83)
Sequoia Presidential Yacht 
Group LLC
Washington, D.C.

brendan v. Sullivan Jr. 
(c’64, L’67)
Williams & Connolly LLP
Washington, D.C.

Donald L. Waite (L’59)
Saratoga, Calif.

Ralph v. Whitworth (L’85)
Relational Investors LLC
San Diego, Calif.

GEORGETOWN UNIVERSITY LAW CENTER

As of August 2009

bOARD OF viSiTORS

such as compressed workweeks, predictable 
schedules and telecommuting.

The O’Neill Institute for National 
and Global Health Law received a grant 
of $291,029 from the Bill and Melinda 
Gates Foundation to support a conference 
bringing together a group of experts in the 
field of HIV/AIDS research, key policymak-
ers and representatives from NGOs and 
private industry from around the world. The 
June 2009 conference, called “Planning 
for PrEP,” provided critical thought on the 
ongoing pre-exposure prophylaxis (PrEP) 
trials. 

The O’Neill Institute also received 
$99,999 from the Robert Wood Johnson 
Foundation for continuing support of its 
Top Ten Legal Solutions in Health Reform 
project. The project seeks to identify and 
examine the legal issues arising from health 
care reform and to provide policymakers,  
attorneys and other stakeholders with con-
cise analyses and a range of solutions.

The Harrison Institute for Housing and 
Community Development has received 
a grant of $50,000 from the Community 
Development Support Collaborative for 
work providing post-purchase assistance 
and support to tenant associations. The 
institute assists low- and moderate-income 
tenant groups in buying and managing their 
buildings and helps to create good quality, 
affordable housing.

The Georgetown State-Federal Climate 
Resource Center received a $500,000 grant 
from the Rockefeller Foundation to develop 
a Web-based clearinghouse of adaptation 
resources, to coordinate adaptation and 
mitigation efforts and to convene high-level 
meetings of state and local officials on adap-
tation. The Center will also explore the role 
of the states in adaptation and the impacts 
of climate change on existing legislation. 
It also received a $200,000 grant from the 
Joyce Foundation to advance the funda-
mental goal of mitigation as the impacts of 
climate change are felt.
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Jonathan Fingeret 
has been elected 
partner at Thorp 
Reed & Arm-
strong. He works 
in the general 
corporate/mergers 
and acquisitions 
practice group.

James G. Hodge Jr. (LL.M.) has 
been named the Lincoln Profes-
sor of Health Law and Ethics at 
Arizona State University’s Sandra Day 
O’Connor College of Law.

Laurie LeBrun (G’96) is a manag-
ing director and office leader in the 
Tokyo office of Major, Lindsey & 
Africa, a global legal search firm. She 
specializes in placing associates and 
partners in international law firms in 
Tokyo and in-house counsel within 
the Tokyo market.

1997
Mark McCown has been elected to 
serve a three-year term on the board 
of governors of the Ohio State Bar As-
sociation. He is a partner at McCown 
and Fisher in Ironton, Ohio.

Brian M. Pinheiro (LL.M.), a 
partner in the Philadelphia office of 
Ballard Spahr Andrews & Ingersoll, 
has been tapped to lead its employee 
benefits and executive compensation 
group. He joined the firm in 1997.

the entering clAss

Once again, Georgetown received more applications than any law 
school in the country — resulting in a diverse and accomplished group 
of first-year students. The new entering class hails from 46 states 
and 13 foreign countries (63 countries including LL.M. students) and 
represents 210 different colleges and universities. Forty-seven percent 
of the entering class is female and 25 percent is from a minority group. 
The median LSAT score of the day division is 170 and the median grade 
point average is 3.68. Five percent of the entering class graduated 
summa cum laude. The class includes:

50 students who graduated Phi Beta Kappa
38 with advanced degrees, including 11 Ph.D.s
4 Fulbright scholars and 2 Truman scholars
14 teachers, including 9 from Teach for America 
11 Peace Corps volunteers (the most ever), 6 AmeriCorps volunteers 
and 4 members of the Jesuit Volunteer Corps
15 members of the military
10 patent examiners
6 newspaper reporters
5 engineers
4 actors
3 press secretaries from Capitol Hill
2 documentary filmmakers
1 cowboy

Zarrar Sehgal, a partner in the New 
York office of Clifford Chance and co-
head of its U.S. Asset Finance Group, 
was named a Young Global Leader by 
the World Economic Forum (WEF), 
joining fellow dignitaries from the 
worlds of business, academia, media, 
nonprofit organizations and the arts. 
This award is bestowed by WEF 
annually and recognizes the most 
distinguished leaders below the age of 
40 from around the world.

1998
Gregory Petroff 
(LL.M.) has joined 
Stevens & Lee as a 
shareholder in the 
firm’s Princeton 
office. He 
concentrates his 
practice in the 

areas of corporate and securities law 
with an emphasis on transactions 
involving technology companies and 
venture finance.

Terena P. Rodrigues (LL.M.) and 
husband Barry R. Daniel announce 
the birth of their first daughter, Olivia 
Ann Rodrigues Daniel, on May 5, 
2008. The family resides in Brazil 
where Terena is associate general 
counsel with Embraer, an aircraft 
manufacturer.

Eric A. Schwartzman, a director 
at Richards, Layton & Finger, has 
been elected chair of the commercial 
law section of the Delaware State 
Bar Association for a one-year term 
beginning July 1. He practices in the 
general transaction group of his firm’s 
business department.

1999
Monica Risam Nicklin was ap-
pointed global general counsel for one 
of GE Capital’s leading businesses, 
Working Capital Solutions. She 
previously served GE Capital Solu-
tions Europe as the United Kingdom 
general counsel leading the legal 
team in supporting the U.K. business. 
Before joining GE in 2004, Nicklin 
spent four years in the interna-
tional corporate finance group of Weil 
Gotshal & Manges’ New York and 
London offices.

Rachael Splaine Rollins (LL.M.) 
was just selected by the Boston Busi-
ness Journal as a 2009 “40-under-40 
honoree.” Rollins is with the U.S. 
Attorney’s Office for the District of 
Massachusetts.

Becki L. Young is the co-editor of 
Immigration Options for Essential 
Workers, published by the American 
Immigration Lawyers Association. 
She contributed a chapter entitled 
“Nonimmigrant Options for Hospital-
ity Workers” to the volume. Young has 
managed her own immigration law 
practice (www.blylaw.com), focusing 
on employment-based immigration 
law, since 2002.

2000
Mark Harrington (LL.M.) continues 
to practice immigration law at the 
Harrington Law Firm in Houston, 
Texas. His firm’s clients are mainly 
foreign-born researchers at U.S. uni-
versities and high-tech companies. In 
June, Mark was appointed chairman 
of the State Bar of Texas Committee 
on Laws Relating to Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Jay McDannell has joined Jackson & 
Campbell’s Washington, D.C., office 
as an associate in the firm’s general 
litigation and real property and asset 
management groups. He focuses 
his practice on complex commercial 
litigation.

Michael K. 
McDonald has 
joined Jones 
Walker as a special 
counsel in the 
firm’s government 
relations group, 
working in the 

Washington, D.C., office. He 
previously worked as an attorney for 
the Hon. Gabrielle Kirk McDonald 
and the Law Offices of Mark T. 
McDonald in Houston.

Chad Mowery was promoted to 
partner in the Akron, Ohio, office 
of Roetzel & Andress. He focuses 
his practice on the representation of 
manufacturers in product liability and 
mass tort matters on both the local 
and national level. He is regularly 
involved in the development of de-
fense strategies and oversight of local 
counsel around the country in the 
defense of catastrophic injury claims 
with significant liability exposure. 

Marc J. (Marco) Randazza had a big 
2008. Early in that year, he married 
Jennifer Lynne Brochey. In Novem-
ber, they had their first child, Natalia 
Antoinette Randazza. He recently 
started a position as in-house counsel 
with Excelsior Media in San Diego, 
Calif., practicing entertainment law. 
Randazza is also the editor of The 
Legal Satyricon, a legal blog.

Adrian J. Villaraos was promoted 
to vice president and senior counsel 
at American Express. He resides in 
Pinecrest, Fla.

2001
Jennifer Cook (C’92), an associate in 
the energy, environment and resourc-
es practice group in Duane Morris’ 
Washington, D.C., office, has been 
accredited by the U.S. Green Build-
ing Council as a LEED (Leadership 
in Energy and Environmental Design) 
professional. Cook practices in the 
areas of energy and utilities law and 
litigation, particularly issues facing 
regional transmission organizations/
independent system operators (RTOs/
ISOs), including transmission pricing, 
congestion management, hedg-
ing instruments, and independent 
transmission company integration. 
Cook also has been actively involved 
in a wide range of matters related to 
relicensing hydropower facilities.
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Matthew 
Freimuth was 
elected partner at 
Hunton & 
Williams. He is a 
member of the 
firm’s competition 
team and focuses 

his practice on the defense of major 
corporations in price-fixing, 
monopolization and related actions in 
the financial services, health care and 
pharmaceutical industries.

Kevin D. Smith was named a partner 
at Ford & Harrison. He is based in 
the firm’s Miami office, focusing his 
practice on defending employers in 
employment discrimination litigation.

2002
Kristina Fausti 
(G’02) was named 
director of legal 
and regulatory 
affairs at Fiduciary 
360 in Sewickley, 
Pa. She served 
more than four 

years as special counsel in the office 
of the chief counsel, division of 
trading at the Securities and 
Exchange Commission.

Elaine Inman was named in Virginia 
Rising Stars 2009 in the field of em-
ployment and labor. She is an associ-
ate at Crenshaw, Ware & Martin in 
Norfolk, Va.  

Alisha C. Smith (LL.M.), a New 
York State assistant attorney general 
in the office’s Investor Protection 
Bureau, has been appointed to chair 
the North American Securities 
Administrators Association (NA-
SAA) corporation finance corporate 
accountability project group. Smith 
will lead the NASAA project group, 
which is comprised of five securities 
regulators. 

2003
Chris Krimitsos, a 
corporate associate 
at Farrell Fritz, 
was honored April 
1 as a pro bono 
attorney of the 
year at Touro Law 
Center’s 15th 

annual goods and services auction, 
held every year to raise money for the 
Touro Summer Public Interest 
Fellowship program. Krimitsos was 
one of eight attorneys honored that 
evening.

2004
Mayabanza S. Bangudi opened her 
own law firm, Dziire & Bangudi, in 
Baltimore and Chicago on August 1, 
focusing on immigration, nonprofit 
and small business law as well as 
global alternative dispute resolution.

2005
Saul Abrams 
(LL.M.) has joined 
the business and tax 
group at Ober Kaler 
as an associate, 
working in the 
firm’s Baltimore 
office. He was 

previously an associate in the tax group 
of DLA Piper. 

Bridgit M. 
DePietto (LL.M.) 
has joined Jones 
Walker as a tax, 
trusts and estates 
special counsel in 
the firm’s New 
Orleans office. 

She previously spent four years as an 
associate at Morgan, Lewis & 
Bockius in Washington, D.C.

Flora Hezel (LL.M.) has joined 
The Rack Law Firm as an associ-
ate, concentrating her practice in 
tax compliance and controversies, 
estate litigation and advanced estate 
planning. Hezel was previously an as-
sistant attorney general in the Office 
of the Attorney General of Virginia, 
where she was agency counsel for the 
Virginia Department of Taxation.

Clark Walton was 
named Young 
Lawyer of the Year 
for 2008-2009 by 
the Mecklenberg 
County Bar 
Association Young 
Lawyers Section at 

its annual meeting in Charlotte, N.C., 
in July. He was honored for his 
commitment to pro bono legal 
services, particularly for his work with 
the nonprofit group Wills for Heroes, 
which provides free estate planning 
services for first responders such as 
police and firefighters. He was also 
honored for his work with the List 
Project, an organization that assists 
threatened Iraqi refugees employed 
by the U.S. government. He is an 
assistant district attorney in 
Mecklenburg County, N.C. 
(Charlotte). 

Jennifer L. Wright 
has joined the real 
estate group at 
Harter, Secrest 
and Emery as an 
associate. She 
previously 
practiced at Nixon 
Peabody.

2006
Katea Ravega, an attorney with the 
environmental practice of Quarles & 
Brady, has become a LEED-certified 
accredited professional. The Leader-
ship in Energy and Environmental 
Design (LEED) rating system is a 
nationally recognized system for the 
design, construction and operation of 
energy efficient, low environmental 
impact buildings. She serves on the 
board of directors of the Arizona 
Green Chamber of Commerce and is 
a member of the U.S. Green Building 
Council. 

2007
P. Kristen Bennett (LL.M.) has 
joined Potter, Anderson & Corroon, 
based in Wilmington, Del., as an 
associate in the firm’s business group. 
Bennett will focus her practice on 
estate planning and administration 
and trust administration. She will also 
provide counsel on taxation and tax 
planning for businesses.

David A. Edelstein has joined the 
complex civil litigation practice in the 
D.C. office of Ober Kaler. He focuses 
his practice on business disputes and 
creditors’ rights litigation in Virginia 
and Washington, D.C.

Jan Singelmann, an attorney at 
Crowe & Dunlevy, has been ap-
pointed vice-chair of the American 
Bar Association Minorities in the 
Profession Committee for the Young 
Leaders Division. The committee ad-
dresses issues facing minority lawyers 
in the ABA Young Leaders Division 
and lawyers throughout the country. 
The committee also promotes equal 
access for minority lawyers to the 
ABA and encourages diversity within 
the organization.

Eli Strassfeld is an 
associate in the 
Hartford, Conn., 
office of Shipman 
& Goodwin, 
practicing in the 
areas of construc-
tion law, real 

estate law and related development 
matters. In March, he became a 
Leadership in Energy and Environ-
mental Design (LEED) Accredited 
Professional.

2008
Troy M. Carnrite was admitted to 
the New York state bar. He works in 
the corporate and securities practice 
group at Hodgson Russ, concentrat-
ing his practice in securities law, 
general corporate law and mergers 
and acquisitions.

2009
Tony Biagioli and fiancé Kim Gibson, 
a 2009 graduate of George Washing-
ton University’s law school, appeared 
as contestants on a special “Wed-
ding Week” of “Who Wants to Be a 
Millionaire” in March — and walked 
away with $25,000 in winnings and 
a Vespa GTS 250 Scooter. They were 
married August 15 in Jamaica. 

Kyden Creek-
paum, who was 
active in 
Georgetown’s 
Gilbert & Sullivan 
Society, is an 
associate in the 
Washington, D.C., 

office of Hughes, Hubbard and Reed. 
While at Georgetown, he also earned 
a Master of Public Health from the 
Johns Hopkins Bloomberg School of 
Public Health, where he was a 
Sommer Scholar, and a Master Droit 
Economique from Sciences-Po and 
the Sorbonne in Paris, France. 
Though officially in his firm’s D.C. 
office, Kyden has spent all but two 
weeks of his first year in New York 
and Paris. 

iN OuR NExT iSSuE...

Look for coverage of the Justice Agenda launch, presentation of the 

Drinan Award for Public Service and the installation of Professor Philip 

Schrag to the newly endowed Delaney Family Professorship in Public 

Interest Law. 
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May 1979. Thirty years ago.  Stand-
ing there waiting to receive my J.D., 

surrounded by family and friends. And 
there, right there within my grasp, a life 
that would be filled with nothing but good 
things. Oh, to be sure, a life with respon-
sibilities to family, and the obligation to do 
good works reflecting one’s notions of stew-
ardship and charity to the less fortunate. 
But they would be voluntary, just part of a 
rich, full and rewarding life.

What a life to come. I knew even then 
that there would be the clerkship with 
the legendary Judge John Gibbons, on the 
United States Court of Appeals for the 
3rd Circuit, and the wedding that Novem-
ber to fellow Georgetown Law alum Bob 
Schwaneberg (L’78).  I envisioned a posi-
tion at some Big Law Firm. I even dared to 
dream about pursuing not just a career, but 
a calling, a long-heard calling, to the bench.  

Three years earlier, as a brand-new law 
student, I felt a twinge of pride when my 
professors spoke about the New Jersey 
Supreme Court, holding it up as a model of 
progressive decision-making and persua-
sive analysis, a place where justice was the 
polestar and one of the few courts in the 
nation to which others looked for guidance. 
Imagine that, my home state, little New 
Jersey, a place that was the butt of jokes. 
Here at Georgetown Law, and around the 
nation, a beacon of hope. Oh, to be part 
of that honorable tradition, to serve in that 
court system.

May 2009.  Thirty years later, asked 
to look back, to pen a reflection on 

my life, I see a life that others might envy. 
Outwardly, everything I dreamed of, includ-
ing the Big Law Firm jobs, the service as a 
judge in the trial and appellate courts, all 
culminating in an appointment to serve as 

a Justice of the New Jersey Supreme Court 
in October 2006.  

But the path was not what I antici-
pated, the road was not the sun-drenched, 
charmed life I thought I saw stretching 
before me in 1979. Instead, the way was 
hard, the route filled with struggle and sor-
row beyond my worst imaginings. And yet, 
it has been by walking that path that I was 
shaped and transformed from what I was 
then into who I became along the way. It 
has only been through living that unexpect-
ed life that my dreams became possible.

I am not a big fan of reading newspaper 
accounts about one’s achievements. Inevi-
tably, if those reports are harsh or unfavor-
able, they lead to sadness and resentment, 
not change for the better. Worse, if they 
are positive, there is the risk that one will 
believe them, leading to “swelled head 
syndrome.”  

Nevertheless, as part of preparing for 
my Supreme Court confirmation hearings, 
I thought it would be prudent to know 
what was being written about me. I guess 
I expected to read positive things about 

my career and my pro bono work; I knew 
that I had a reputation for being diligent, 
scholarly, fair and open-minded. But I 
didn’t expect to read that others saw in me 
qualities they found essential to service on 
our Supreme Court, things like patience, 
compassion, courage and strength.  

At first, I was startled, then humbled to 
read such things. I began to wonder where 
— if they were true — those qualities 
might have come from. Then I realized I 
learned them from my son.

Hubert Humphrey said that we should 
judge a society by the way it treats those in 
the shadows of life. And if ever there was 
someone in the shadows, it’s my son. To 
live with him is to inhabit the shadows, to 
live at the margins of society. To walk along 
life’s road and know how it feels to be invis-
ible to ordinary folks. Well, invisible on a 
good day, but the object of open scorn and 
derision on so many other days.  

My son, born, it seemed, so perfect, 
was diagnosed with autism in 1987. The 
dark ages as far as that now too common 
label is concerned. And, lest you think you 

Alumni Essay

By Justice Helen E. Hoens (L’79)

Lessons My Son Taught Me
 A New Jersey Supreme Court Justice Reflects on Raising a Child with Autism

Justice Helen Hoens (L’79) with her son, Charles Schwaneberg.
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know how this one turns out, he is not 
one of the success stories so popular in 
the media today. Instead, he’s the kid you 
don’t hear about, the one who never learns 
speech or even the rudiments of com-
munication; the one whose mom gets told 
to “put him away before he beats her to 
death” and refuses; the one for whom there 
is no hope of an independent life. He’s the 
one excluded from family events, the one 
strangers feel free to point at and laugh, 
mimicking the funny way he walks or the 
strange sounds he makes.  

If you think you’ve never encountered 
a profoundly autistic person, picture the 
annoying kid at the fast food restaurant, 
endlessly wiping the table where you want 
to sit or sweeping the floor even though 
your feet are there, or the mismatched herd 
of folks in the supermarket clogging up the 
aisle while one tries to find an item on the 
shelf. Quintessentially people in the mar-
gins, lives in the shadows. People we only 
notice because they’re in our way.

But for those of us who find ourselves 
among them, they are people, real people, 
with lives and hopes and dreams and feel-
ings. People for whom every small task is 
a struggle, every tiny step an achievement, 
people who dream of being able to have 
a job, perform a task unsupervised, have 
some semblance of a “normal” life. Living 
among people like my son, you learn things 
like patience as they struggle to do things 
we master with ease, compassion for those 
who will always need to rely on others, the 
strength and courage required to speak up 
for those who have no voice. 

Many years ago, when everything 
about my son seemed hopeless, when that 
faith that said I’d have a perfect life lay in 
tatters, I had a dream. I dreamed that in 
spite of it, one day I would be appointed 
to the New Jersey Supreme Court. Turns 
out the dream was half right. Because it’s 
not in spite of my son, but because of him, 
because of being forced to “pitch my tent 
and dwell among” people like him, that I 
learned those qualities others say I have — 
patience, compassion, strength, courage.  

Not the life I expected. But if it means 
that, by telling others about the struggles 
endured by people like my son, I get the 
chance to speak up for the folks in the 
shadows, perhaps an even better life than I 
could have imagined.           

Dear Fellow Alumni,

Georgetown Law just keeps getting better as 
it continues to enhance offerings available to 
students and alumni and to identify new initia-
tives to further legal education. One of the most 
important developments this year is the launch 
of the Justice Agenda. This program will enhance 
civic engagement and public service at George-
town Law through new programs, classes, clinics, 
fellowships and other opportunities for students 
to engage in local, national and global communi-
ties. Though Georgetown has always been proud 
of its strong tradition of public interest and pro 

bono service — with clinical programs ranked second to none — there is more that 
can be done. 

Alumni support has been critical to implementing the Justice Agenda, and 
alumni can continue to play a key role in the project: whether through networking, 
mentoring, teaching or financial assistance. Georgetown Law needs our support to 
help this program achieve its potential.

Other recent developments at the Law Center include the launch of a new 
State-Federal Climate Resource Center; visits to the Law Center by Vice President 
Joe Biden and U.S. Trade Representative Ron Kirk; and the first-ever animal law 
conference at the school. First-year students got a real look at life as an appellate 
lawyer — since the judges at the 2009 Beaudry Moot Court Competition included 
Supreme Court Justice Samuel Alito, Judge Thomas L. Ambro (C’72, L’75) of the 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the 3rd Circuit, and Justice Laura Denvir Stith (L’78) of 
the Supreme Court of Missouri. Georgetown Law was also the scene of an impor-
tant goodbye this spring, as retiring Supreme Court Justice David Souter delivered a 
memorable speech at the fourth Sandra Day O’Connor Project conference in May.

In recent months, alumni gatherings have been held in Boston, Los Angeles, 
New York, San Diego and Washington, D.C., the site of this year’s International 
Law Alumni Advisory Board Meeting. These events provide an important forum 
for alumni to reconnect with each other and interact with other members of the 
Georgetown Law community.

Another excellent opportunity to re-engage with Georgetown comes in the 
fall with reunion weekend, held October 16-18. This event has grown in scope 
and attendance over the past several years, and I urge all alumni to try to attend, 
particularly if you are a member of a reunion class (years ending in “9” or “4”). Visit 
the Web site, www.georgetown.edu/alumni/, to sign up. And while you’re there, don’t 
forget to register for the Georgetown Law Network, our new searchable, online di-
rectory at www.law.georgetown.edu/TheNetwork. Staying connected and supporting 
Georgetown Law is not only the right thing to do; it is rewarding as well.

Sincerely yours,

Stephen F. Arcano (L’88)
Chairman, Law Alumni Board

updAte on the lAw Alumni boArd
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SEPTEMbER

17

Recent Alumni Happy 

Hour 

WASHINGTON, D.C.

22

Student-Alumni Section 

Reception (Section 1)

LAW CENTER

29

Student-Alumni Section 

Reception (Section 2)

LAW CENTER

OcTObER 

7

Student-Alumni Section 

Reception (Section 3)

LAW CENTER

8–10

Asian Law Alumni 

Advisory Board Meeting 

and International Alumni 

Event

BEIJING, CHINA

16–18

Reunion Weekend

LAW CENTER

17

Law Alumni Board 

Meeting

LAW CENTER

18 

BLSA Reunion Brunch

Journal Reunion Brunch

LAW CENTER

20

Student-Alumni Section 

Reception (Section 4)

LAW CENTER

28

Ryan Lecture 

Susan Heinzelman 

University of Texas

LAW CENTER

29

Equal Justice  

Foundation Auction 

LAW CENTER

TbD

Student-Alumni Section 

Reception (Section 7)

LAW CENTER

NOvEMbER

1-6 

Prayer in Daily Life  

Retreat (Phase One)

LAW CENTER

11

Recent Alumni Happy 

Hour

WASHINGTON, D.C.

TbD

New York Law Alumni 

Council Event

NEW YORK CITY

DEcEMbER 

4

Student Exam Breakfast

LAW CENTER

JANuARy

7

AALS Annual Meeting

Law Alumni Reception

NEW ORLEANS

15–16

European Law Alumni 

Advisory Board Meeting

LONDON, ENGLAND

29

New York Alumni  

Luncheon

NEW YORK CITY

TbD

Southern California Law 

Alumni Council Event

CALIFORNIA

FEbRuARy

21-26 

Prayer in Daily Life  

Retreat (Phase Two)

LAW CENTER

TbD

D.C. Law Alumni  

Luncheon

WASHINGTON, D.C.

MARcH

17

Hart Lecture

Jeremy Waldron

NYU Law School

LAW CENTER

21-26 

Prayer in Daily Life 

Retreat (Phase One 

Repeated)

LAW CENTER

27

Annual Scholarship 

Luncheon

LAW CENTER

27

Law Alumni Board 

Meeting

LAW CENTER

TbD

New York Law Alumni 

Council Event

NEW YORK CITY

TbD

Recent Alumni Advisory 

Council Event

LAW CENTER

APRiL 

15–16

European Law Alumni 

Advisory Board Meeting

Inaugural Corporate 

Counsel Europe  

Program

LONDON, ENGLAND

29–May 2

John Carroll Weekend

WASHINGTON, D.C.

MAy 

23

Commencement

GEORGETOWN  

UNIVERSITY

JuNE

21

Supreme Court  

Swearing-In Ceremony

WASHINGTON, D.C.

Events are subject to 

change. For more  

information or final dates, 

please contact alumnlaw@

georgetown.edu

LAW ALuMNi cALENDAR
FALL 2009 – SPRING 2010

G e o r G e t o w n  L a w
and the members of the 
European alumni advisory Board 
cordially invite you to mark your 
calendars to attend the inaugural

Corporate Counsel Institute Europe 

april 15-16, 2010

london, England

CCI Europe will offer a transatlantic 
perspective on today’s most critical 
issues affecting corporate counsel.  
ClE credit will be available. 

for more information, please visit 
https://www.law.georgetown.edu/cle

in memoriAm:

Erik Bluemel (LL.M. ’08) 

David Booth (C’96, L’01)

Donald Cennamo (L’79)

James Colliton (LL.M.’77)

Fred George (L’76)

Cecilia Gonzalez (L’79)

David Green (L’06) 

Donald Jacobsen (L’09) 

John Lockley (L’39)

Frederick J. Martineau (L’41) 

George J. Meiburger (L’52)

Paul Nalty (C’58, L’61)

George J. Navagh (L’56) 

Thomas J. Tourish (L’74)

Bo Wang (L’10)
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Thank you and congratulations to the Georgetown Law alumni who volun-
teered for the 12th annual Law Firm Challenge this year.  The Challenge helps 
alumni stay abreast of Law Center news, while having a positive impact on the 
programs, resources and student experience at the school today.  And the law 
firms that join the challenge also forge strong connections with Georgetown 
Law and its students.

This year’s Law Firm Challenge involved 2,142 alumni and 48 prominent 
law firms and companies. Forty-nine percent of the alumni at these firms con-
tributed a record total of more than $1,025,000 to the Law Center.

We are pleased to report that six firms reached 100-percent participation: 
Debevoise & Plimpton LLP, DLA Piper, Keller and Heckman LLP, Simpson 
Thacher & Bartlett LLP, Venable LLP, and Williams & Connolly LLP.  The 
firms that raised the highest amount (in groups based on the number of alumni 
they include) are: Group 1:  Baker & McKenzie LLP, Group 2: Covington & 
Burling LLP, and Group 3: Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom LLP. We 
applaud and thank all the participating firms and alumni donors, and we are 
particularly grateful to the alumni volunteers. If you would like to have your 
firm or company join the Law Firm Challenge, please contact the Office of 
Development at 202-662-9500.

Law Firm Challenge

akin Gump Strauss Hauer 
& Feld LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  42%
Charles L. Franklin (L’03)
Richard Charles Levin (L’70) 
Richard Jon Rabin (L’93)

alston & Bird LLP
Firm Participation Rate: 18%
Patrick J. Flinn (L’82)

arent Fox LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  23%
*Matthew M. Nolan (L’86)

arnold & Porter LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  38%
Justine Anne Fitzgerald (L’98)
Patrick Joseph Grant (C’73, L’77)
Michael A. Johnson (L’97)
*Whitney Allyn Moore (L’04)
Darren Christopher Skinner (L’95)

Baker & McKenzie LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  46%
William D. Outman II (L’65, 
LL.M.’68)

Bingham McCutchen LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  24%
Edward Fued Maluf (L’90)

Chadbourne & Parke LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  22%
Cassandre L. Charles (L’05)
Hwan Kim (L’89)

Covington & Burling LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  46%
Kathleen T. Gallagher-Duff 
(L’84)

Crowell & Moring LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  51%
Philip T. Inglima (C’84, L’88)

Davis wright Tremaine LLP
Firm Participation Rate: 73%
Maurita K. Coley (L’81)
Richard L. Cys (L’69)

Debevoise & Plimpton LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  100%
Ada R. Fernandez Johnson (L’98)
Kevin A. Rinker (L’99)
Daniel Z. Sinrod (L’07)

Dechert LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  24%
Jeffrey W. Brennan (L’85)

Dewey & LeBoeuf LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  38%
G. Richard Dodge Jr. (L’98)

Dickstein Shapiro LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  59%
Peter J. Kadzik (L’77)
*Ryan M. Mehm (L’00)

DLa Piper
Firm Participation Rate:  100%
Bret Lowell (L’78)
Lee I. Miller (B’69, L’72)
Theodore D. Segal (L’84)

Duane Morris LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  24%
Daniel E. Toomey (L’67) 

Fannie Mae
Firm Participation Rate:  83%
Ken Mark Scott (L’93)
James P. Veillette (F’80, L’88)

Freddie Mac
Firm Participation Rate:  33%
Gary Lanzara (C’72, L’75)

Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher 
LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  85%
Robert Charles Blume (L’92)
*Michael Stephen Diamant 
(F’00, L’03)
Nicola T. Hanna (L’87) 
Joshua D. Hess (L’01)
*Timothy D. Swain (L’05)
F. Joseph Warin (L’75)

Goodwin Procter LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  33%
*James A. Hutchinson (L’93)
Siobhan C. Murphy (L’01)
Regina M. Pisa (L’82)

Greenberg Traurig LLP
Firm Participation Rate: 24%
*Francis B. Brogan Jr. (B’71, 
L’74, LL.M.’77)
*Rebecca Susan Manicone 
(F’93, LL.M.’97)

Hogan & Hartson LLP 
Firm Participation Rate:  30%
Eva Elizabeth Halpern (L’03)
Elizabeth B. Meers (L’80)
Patrick Raher (L’72)
Elizabeth Jane Roberts (L’99)
William E. Thomson Jr. (L’63)
Veronica Valdivieso (L’02)
Marcia A. Wiss (F’69, L’72)

Holland & Knight LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  35%
Randal Robert Craft (L’68)
Jonathan M. Epstein (L’95)
*Albert F. Tellechea (L’75)

Howrey LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  92%
*Edward Han (L’85)
Robert F. Ruyak (L’74)

Hunton & williams LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  54%
Mark B. Bierbower (L’79)
Scot A. Hinshaw (L’99)
Laura Ellen Jones (L’98)

Jones Day
Firm Participation Rate:  81%
James C. Beh (C’81, L’84)
Kristiana A. Garcia (L’05)
Fahad A. Habib (L’01)
Richard M. Kosnik (L’82)
Kevin J. McIntyre (L’88)
Carmen G. McLean (L’01)

K&L Gates
Firm Participation Rate:  33%
Hugh F. Bangasser (L’71, 
LL.M.’75)
Rebecca Laird Hanslin (L’70)
Julia Reynolds Johnson (I’85, 
L’89)
Lisa M. Richman (L’02)

Keller and Heckman LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  100%
Natalie E. Rainer (L’07)

Kilpatrick Stockton LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  68%
Robert Kendall Haderlein (L’92)

Kirkland & Ellis LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  28%
Jonathan D. Brightbill (L’01)
Michael D. Jones (L’85)
Tyler Dean Mace (L’03)
Stephen R. Patton (L’78)
Amy Robbins Peters (L’02)

Latham & watkins LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  21%
Jude M. Gorman (B’99, L’05)
Julia Ann Hatcher (L’87)
Bruce J. Prager (L’77)
Charles H. Samel (L’85)
Kenneth W. Weinstein (L’73)

Mayer Brown LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  47%
Kenneth Klein (LL.M.’80)
John P. Mancini (L’89)

McDermott will & Emery 
LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  74%
*Raymond A. Jacobsen Jr. 
(L’75)
*Jeffrey Rothschild (C’95, 
L’97, MBA’97)

McGuirewoods LLP
Firm Participation Rate: 29%
*Walter Jeffrey Dunn (L’00)
*Michelle N. Lipkowitz (L’02)
*Elena D. Marcuss (L’98)

McKenna Long & aldridge 
LLP
Firm Participation Rate: 79%
*Christopher W. Baker (L’07)
*Philip D. Bartz (L’82)
*Thomas C. Papson (L’77)

Mintz, Levin, Cohn, Ferris, 
Glovsky and Popeo P.C.
Firm Participation Rate:  54%
David Barmak (L’76)
Keith Patrick Carroll (C’91, 
L’95)

Morgan, Lewis & Bockius 
LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  48%
Michael Berenson (L’73)
Jonathan C. Fritts (L’98)
Harry A. Rissetto (L’68)

Paul, Hastings, Janofsky & 
walker LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  95%
*Andrew M. Morentz (L’08)
Carl W. Northrop (L’76)

ropes & Gray LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  15%
Samuel John Buffone (L’71)
Christopher Gardner Green (L’99)
Christopher John Harnett (L’90)

Simpson Thacher & Bartlett 
LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  100%
Sarah E. Cogan (L’81)
Gregory Thomas Grogan (L’98)
*Jaclyn H. Kessler (L’07)
Marisa Delia Stavenas (L’99)

Skadden, arps, Slate, 
Meagher & Flom LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  59%
Jamie L. Boucher (L’96)
Jon Hlafter (L’02)
*Rina-Ann Hunter (L’06)
Thomas H. Kennedy (L’81)
Robert E. Lighthizer (C’69, 
L’73)
*Marcia R. Nirenstein (L’80)
Jamie Richard Towey (L’99)

Steptoe & Johnson LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  21%
Edmund W. Burke (C’70, L’73)

Sutherland
Firm Participation Rate:  44%
David L. Wochner (F’96, L’02) 

Troutman Sanders LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  65%
Amie V. Colby (L’99)
Eric J. Schwalb (L’01) 

Venable LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  100%
Robert H. Geis (L’89)
Brian James O’Connor 
(LL.M.’95)
Judson W. Starr (L’75)

williams & Connolly LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  100%
Joseph Petrosinelli (L’91)

willkie Farr LLP
Firm Participation Rate: 41%
*Daniel Kenneth Alvarez (F’00, 
L’05)
*Kevin B. Clark (C’76, L’79)

wilmer Cutler Pickering 
Hale and Dorr LLP
Firm Participation Rate:  10%
Juanita Anne Crowley (L’77)
Lillian H. Potter (L’00)

If you would like your firm to 
join the Law Firm Challenge, 
please contact the Office of 
Development at 202-662-9500 
or annualfund@law.georgetown.
edu for more information.

* Denotes New Agents in 
2008–2009
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AsiAn diAlogue
Kevin Conry (F’76, L’86) chats with 
former Secretary of Commerce Carlos 
Gutierrez (left); Carl Dahlman, a 
former world Bank economics expert 
and Georgetown University professor 
(right), and others at a May 19 dinner 
to further the dialogue between 
Georgetown University and the China 
Central Party School (CCPS). The two 
schools have agreed in recent years 
to sponsor academic exchanges for 
their faculties as well as annual con-
ferences in washington and Beijing.

scholArship luncheon
Frank razzano (L’72) and Stephanie 
razzano of the william a. and May 
Nora Shea Memorial Scholarship with 
Patrick rheaume (L’10); and alexan-
der McMurtrie Jr. (L’61) with Lyndsey 
Grunewald (L’10) at the annual Schol-
arship Luncheon March 28. 

new york event
Jeff rothschild (C’93, L’97), Xiaeyan 
Diang, Conor S. Harris (L’06) and 
John M. winter (L’01) at a March 31 
reception in New York City with Joe 
Garagiola Jr. (L’75), senior vice presi-
dent of baseball operations at Major 
League Baseball. Garagiola (center) is 
pictured with robert Murray Jr. (L’80), 
partner at Baker Botts and host of 
the event, and Ed Maluf (L’90), a part-
ner at Bingham McCutchen. 
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philAdelphiA event 
The Hon. Kent a. Jordan (L’84), the Hon. Thomas M. 
Hardiman (L’90), Dean aleinikoff and the Hon. Thomas 
L. ambro (C’71, L’75) at an alumni gathering in Philadel-
phia; (right) Michael Glasheen (L’73), angelo Cameron 
(L’78) and Loida Moreno. 

hogAn society reception
Kathleen Collins, John Collins (L’71, LL.M.’76) and Toni 
Ianniello (L’80) were on hand to hear Sam Feist (L’99), vice 
president of washington-based programming for CNN, 
at the Embassy of Italy March 27 for the Hogan Society 
event. 

John cArroll weekend
Jules Kroll (L’66) with his wife, Lynn Kroll, and George-
town University President John J. DeGioia in New York 
during the John Carroll weekend on april 18. Kroll was 
one of four 2009 John Carroll award recipients.
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It’s been four years since Hurricane 
Katrina ripped through the city of 

New Orleans, but residents there are still 
coping with its aftermath — and George-
town Law students continue to provide 
plenty of pro bono legal assistance in the 
region. In March, 27 students headed 
south during spring break to volunteer 
their time at the New Orleans City 
Attorney’s Office; at Orleans Public 
Defenders, an independent legal office 
representing indigent defendants in Or-
leans Parish; and at the Capital Appeals 
Project, a nonprofit organization repre-
senting indigent defendants sentenced to 
death in Louisiana.

“I’m not one to sit on a beach over 
spring break when I could be doing 
something more useful,” said Kym Hunt-
er (L’10); who co-chairs Georgetown 
Outreach, the Law Center’s student-run 
community service organization. The 
New Orleans effort was a joint initiative 
of Georgetown Outreach and the school’s 
Global Race and Identity Project. Hunter 
had originally planned to merely orga-
nize the trip, along with fellow students 
Monique Luse (L’10), Abby Fee (L’10), 
Yaamini Rao (L’10) and Elizabeth Jones 
(L’09). However, the more she became 
involved in the planning, the more she 
wanted to go. “There is a lot of talk in the 
environmental community about putting 
a ‘human face’ on climate change,” Hunt-
er explained. “I believe that being down 
there and seeing some of the damage, 
both human and physical, will help me 
be more aware of this real human side of 
the devastating consequences of climate 
change as I work in climate change law 
and policy in the years to come.” 

Georgetown Law students have been 
traveling to the Gulf Coast to provide 
pro bono relief services since 2005 — 
but never on this large a scale, said Fee, 
who helped plan a similar trip for eight 
students in 2008. “We knew there was 
enough interest to make the trip much 
larger and have more of an impact,” she 
said.

And in this, the students seemed 
to have succeeded. An online article 
published in March on the City of New 
Orleans Web site described city officials’ 
appreciation and gratitude for the 11 
Georgetown Law students who worked 
in the housing law, federal litigation and 
appeals departments there. Hunter and 
Fee both worked in the city attorney’s 
housing law unit. “Our goal was to use 
the practical skills that we were gaining 
in law school to provide legal services 
to a community that continues to be in 
need even years after Katrina and Rita,” 
Fee said.

Foundations for the Future
Other Georgetown Law students helped 
to improve the environment in a more 
immediate way: Eleven Law Center 
students, members of Georgetown 
Law’s Habitat for Humanity group, lent 
their hammering skills to a low-income 
community in Chatham County, North 
Carolina. Another group of 16 students 
and staff members went to Panama, 
wielding pickaxes and shovels to dig and 
pour a foundation for the future home 
of an indigenous family. They also raised 
$1000 for the local Panama Habitat for 
Humanity affiliate. 

In the Public Interest

MATTHEW DE TURA

HOLLY EATON

Georgetown Law students build houses in North 
Carolina (top, center) and Panama (bottom).
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For several decades now, the Law Center has 

adopted five-year plans to guide the develop-

ment of the school. These plans involve wide-

ranging discussions among faculty and adminis-

trators, and they take more than a year to craft. 

The last strategic plan (2004-2009) called for at-

tention to transnational programs and leveraging 

our position in the nation’s capital.  In the course 

of implementing that plan, we opened our Center 

for Transnational Legal Studies in London, cre-

ated study-abroad opportunities at law schools on 

three continents, added an innovative program 

in our first-year curriculum (Week One: Law in a Global Context),  launched new 

LL.M. programs (including a first-of-its-kind joint degree on global health with the 

Graduate Institute in International Studies in Geneva), and created the position of 

associate dean for transnational legal studies. On the domestic front, faculty estab-

lished a number of centers and institutes — in health law, human rights, national 

security, climate change, and the study of the legal profession — that bridge the 

academy and the professional and policy worlds of D.C. 

The five-year plan just put into place builds on these developments and also 

takes the Law Center in new directions. Some of the plan’s most interesting aspects 

are curricular innovation and support for social justice programs. I will talk more 

in a future issue about curriculum changes, which urge a fundamental rethinking 

of the third year of law school — making it a transitional year to the practice of law 

— and calling for courses and pedagogy that focus on collaborative and experiential 

learning, aptitude in the exercise of judgment, professionalism and the lawyer’s role 

in the legal profession.

But in this issue I’d like to highlight another crucial recommendation of the 

plan — that we teach Georgetown students to “recognize injustice and appreciate 

the ability and responsibility of lawyers to respond.” The Law Center has always been 

pre-eminent in this area, drawing on our Jesuit legacy and our location in the nation’s 

capital. But with our new five-year plan we rededicate ourselves to this mission.

Pursuing justice is critical to the plan’s call for enhancement of the Law 

Center’s public interest programs. We are justly proud of the tens of thousands of 

hours that our students have devoted to pro bono and community service activities. 

We are equally proud of our top-ranked clinical program, summer public intern-

ships and post-graduate fellowships. In this issue we highlight a sampling of these 

programs.

But even as we share our successes we recognize that we can — and should — 

do more. We acknowledge the primacy of financial aid in achieving our goals and, as 

always, we welcome your thoughts on these programs as we go forward. Our goal is 

bold: to maximize the good that our students, faculty, staff and alumni can do in the 

world. This aspiration is central to the past, present and future of the Law Center.

Sincerely,

T. Alexander Aleinikoff

Dean of the Law Center

Executive Vice President, Law Center Affairs

Letter from the Dean

On June 4, 1979, Bruce 
Blume, then a George-

town Law 2L working for 
former Sen. Warren Magnu-
son, D-Wash., made a crucial 
decision. He decided to have 
breakfast at a small cafeteria 
in the Russell Senate Office 
Building.

“It was eight o’clock in 
the morning ... and I was just 
sitting there reading the paper, 
in a booth, and he sat right 

in front of me and kept looking at me,” says Bruce’s wife, 
Ann, then a Cornell University graduate working for former 
Sen. Bob Packwood, R-Ore. “I’m thinking, what is this 
guy doing, and he says, ‘Excuse me, can I read the sports 
section?’”

There wasn’t much sports coverage in the daily New
York Times then, but the incident was still, in Ann’s 
words, the start of a “very long and happy relationship.” 
The couple married and moved to Seattle where Bruce, 
a lawyer-turned-developer and Seattle native, started the 
Blume Company, a commercial real estate group. Nearly 
three decades and five children later, they reconnected 
with Georgetown when their son Max (B’08) was recruited 
by the university to play soccer. Max graduated from the 
McDonough School of Business in 2008.

Being a Hoya parent gave the Blumes a whole new 
appreciation for the school. Opportunities to meet their 
son’s college friends were limited in Seattle, so they gave a 
small dinner party in D.C. every year on parents’ weekend. 
Bruce has served on the Board of Visitors since 2005 and 
has shared his insight in a Law Center Real Estate Group. 
In 2003, the couple established the Bruce and Ann Blume 
Scholarship Fund for law students with demonstrated 
financial need.

“What really distinguishes Georgetown in my mind is 
its grounding in the notion of social justice, the commit-
ment to think beyond the traditional boundaries of law and 
to truly dedicate itself to service and those in need,” says 
Bruce. “I’m very proud of that, and consider it an honor to 
be a part of it.”

Ann says that what her husband took away from 
Georgetown is the idea of giving back to the community 
that you’re a part of: “Giving back to Georgetown is a 
natural commitment, and a scholarship is just a great thing 
to help with.”

After graduating from Georgetown Law in 1980, clerk-
ing for a federal judge and trying his hand at the law firm 
life, Bruce had quickly decided to move into a field in 
which he felt more comfortable — namely, real estate de-
velopment. “I came from entrepreneurial roots; my parents 
and grandparents were small independent businesspeople 
in Seattle, and I think I treasured the freedom and indepen-
dence and creativity that I saw and experienced, watching 
them growing up,” says Bruce.

For those reasons, he relishes his life as the chairman 
and CEO of the company he founded in 1982 — a com-
pany that counts among its tenants the Bill and Melinda 
Gates Foundation. (It was his law degree, his wife says, that 
gave him the credibility and the know-how to take such a 
step while still in his twenties.)

And while Bruce agrees that the present economic cli-
mate is like nothing seen before, he’s optimistic that things 
in real estate are slowly coming back to life. “Those green 
shoots are barely popping out of the soil at this point,” he 
says.

It’s an apt description, coming from someone with a 
keen interest in environmental sustainability as well as 
development. “The old notion that sustainability and green 
thinking were overly expensive ways to do business, that’s 
really been turned on its head,” he says, adding that there’s 
no longer much of a cost differentiation between build-
ings that are LEED-certified and those that aren’t, in part 
because building codes have evolved to the point where 
energy efficiency is not only desirable but required. Bruce 
even serves as president of the Seattle Parks Foundation, 
which works to enhance and improve the green spaces in 
the city. 

The Blumes also include among their causes SightLife, 
a corneal transplant tissue recovery and distribution center 
that is working to restore sight to visually impaired persons 
globally. The couple once traveled to Nairobi, Kenya, with 
their five children — Max, now 23; Rebecca, 21; Jake, 18; 
Scooter, 15; and Libbie, 11 — to discuss the possibility 
of opening the first eye bank on the African continent. In 
many respects, theirs is a life that’s connected to the world 
in much the same way as Georgetown Law.

“Georgetown Law is such a fantastic global institution 
and continues to grow as a world leader...” says Bruce. “It’s 
really opened up a window of opportunity for us to learn 
and to try to live a mission of service to others.”

    By Ann W. Parks

Spotlight:
Bruce (L’80) and Ann Blume
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