
by Jessica Mazarro, 1L
Law Weekly

On Wednesday, Oct. 29th, a
packed room of faculty, deans, and
students listened to Ann-Marie
Slaughter deliver the Twenty-Fourth
Annual Thomas F. Ryan Lecture, enti-
tled “The New World Order.”

Slaughter is the dean of the
Woodrow Wilson School of Public
and International Affairs at Princeton
University, and the president of the
American Society of International
Law. Her lecture outlined an admit-
tedly ambitious view of a future
world order, which is detailed more
closely in her new book of the same
title, due out next year. 

In attendance were Dean Areen
and President DeGioia, along with
other faculty members, many of
whom Slaughter identified as her
friends. She noted a great affinity for

GULC, and admitted to telling people,
while she was a member of the facul-
ty at Harvard Law School, that
Georgetown was "the place" to study
international law. 

Professor Daniel Tarullo intro-
duced Slaughter, and remembered in
his remarks that international law was

by Emy Hancock, 2L
Law Weekly

Unlike most of his classmates, Scott
Lindsay, 2L, isn't breathing a sigh of
relief as the incessant grilling of inter-
view season draws to a close. In fact, he
doesn't like the quiet - the relaxing back
into complacency, or the rest that comes
with closing the presentation of one's
biography. Lindsay has made it a life's
mission to keep one of his toughest
interviews going on forever. The sub-
ject of this dialogue is as dogged as the
toughest senior partner (think: self-

by Nicholas C. Erickson, 1L
Law Weekly

On Monday Oct. 20th, the Student
Bar Association debated and ultimately
rejected a resolution that would have
eliminated pizza at SBA meetings and
applied those funds to student organiza-
tions. It was a heated debate, which last-
ed for most of the meeting. Some amend-
ments were considered and rejected, but
ultimately the members rejected the pro-
posal 32 - 13. Much debate has been
stirred up over this seemingly mundane
issue of pizza at a meeting. Students on
both sides of the issue are discussing the
ramifications of the resolution and the
underlying concern of limited funding
for Georgetown's many student organi-
zations. In response, the Law Weekly con-
ducted a survey of the students to gain a
better understanding of their reactions,

by Aaron M. Clemens, 3L, and Emy
Hancock, 2L
Law Weekly

Combine professors in costume,
a deluge of free beer, and all the
raucous students you can pack into
the moot courtroom, and what do
you get? In the GULC community,
you get over $40,000 for a good
cause, and one of the most memo-
rable nights of the year. 

This year's Equal Justice
Fellowship (EJF) auction continued
the organization's annual mission
to raise money to support EJF's
Fellowship Program. The fellow-
ship program funds students in
summer public-interest employ-
ment. Last year's auction raised
$40,000 to fund 84 people in various
public interest positions. This year,
EJF raised about $45,000.

"The auction is a special tradi-
tion at Georgetown because it
brings together students and facul-
ty with diverse interests and unites
them for a common cause," said EJF
Communications Chair Gayle
Horwitz. "We try to provide some-
thing for everyone at the event, and
this year, the team really outdid
itself. From the food to the enter-
tainment to the prizes, everyone
took their creativity and energy to

the limit to make this auction the
best the school has seen. We hope
that trying some new things this
year - like bringing in food from
local D.C. restaurants, and new
prizes, like a Bahamas cruise and
tickets to the Jerry Springer show -
inspired people to keep bidding!" 

And bid they did, on a variety
of items and services, all cleverly
packaged to reflect the Halloween
theme and auctioned off by profes-

sors in disguise. "The prize team,
headed by Maggie Finzen, worked
harder than ever before," said
Horwitz. "We really tried to reach
out to the community to identify
creative prizes the people haven't
seen before." A bidder seeking the
‘Man in Black’ prize package, for
example, won a William Rehnquist
bobble-head doll for $300. "Law
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Photo by Avedis H. Seferian, 3L
Professor Gottesman, dressed as the Ghost of Christmas Present, shows off his
handy microphone skills at last week’s annual EJF live auction.
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Photo by Jessica Mazarro, 1L
Ann-Marie Slaughter interacts with the audience after being introduced by
GULC Professor Daniel Tarullo at last week’s annual Ryan Lecture.

EJF raises more than $40,000 at live auction

“Uninhibited, robust, and wide-open”
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A Conversation With
Nadine Strossen 

The American Constitution
Society presents a conversation with
the President of the American Civil
Liberties Union and Professor of Law
at NYU, Nadine Strosen.  She will be
discussing new challenges to civil
rights lawyers.  The event will be held
on the 12th floor of Gewirz on
Tuesday, Nov. 4 at 3:45 p.m.
Afternoon tea will be served. 

      

Attention Student Group 
Leaders!

The fall appropriations process
has begun! If your student organiza-
tion did not submit a year-long budg-
et request last year, you must submit
an additional request if you want
spring semester funding. All requests
must be received via the SBA
Appropriations Committee's course-
ware site by 5 p.m. on Friday, Nov. 7,
2003. Questions? E-mail SBA
Treasurer Fentrice Driskell at sba@bull-
dog.georgetown.edu. 

      

Barristers’ Council Town
Hall Meetings

Have you seen announcements
about Moot Court, Mock Trial, and
Alternative Dispute Resolution teams
winning competitions and wondered
how you could get involved? Join us in
the Moot Court Room on Nov. 3 at
3:30 or 8:00 p.m. The Town Hall
Meetings will provide you with infor-
mation on how to compete for a spot
on any of the Barristers’ Council divi-
sions, what being a team member
means, and what it is like being on a
team. First year students are encour-
aged to attend as well as any eligible
upper class student.

      

Mass Schedule 
Sunday Mass will be celebrated in

the Chapel at 11 a.m. and 5 p.m. Daily
masses will continued to be held daily
at 12:15 p.m. and Mondays and
Wednesdays at 5 p.m. in the Chapel.

      

Attention Graduating
Students! 

The Graduating Class Gift
Program needs you! Make a gift to
your favorite Law Center program
and help increase your section's partic-
ipation rate. Remember that a gift of
just $5 counts towards participation.
The section with the highest participa-
tion rate on Dec. 1 will win a free
happy hour at the Irish Times. And for
gifts of $15 or more, you will receive a
Class of 2004 T-shirt. Please pick up a
pledge form from the Office of Student
Affairs and make your gift before Dec.
1. E-mail Sara at ses57@law.george-
town.edu with questions.

      

Maximizing Learning 
in Law School                  

First Year Academic Orientation
continues with a faculty panel on first
year electives presented by Associate
Dean Wendy Purdue and the faculty
teaching the first year electives. The
event will be held on Wednesday,
Nov. 5 from 3:30 - 5 p.m. in the Moot
Courtroom.  

      

Frisbee and Floor Hockey!
Sign up now for the Ultimate

Frisbee and Floor Hockey intramural
teams! Registration ends this
Wednesday, Nov. 5. Register on-line at
the intramural website on the main
campus site.  

      

Want to Get Published?
Georgetown University’s Center

for Democracy and the Third Sector
invites article submissions for the first
edition of its newsletter. The newslet-
ter will give substantive treatment to
important themes related to democrat-
ic governance and the third sector. For
the first issue, we are seeking submis-
sions of 800 - 2,000 words on the
themes of trust or representation and
their relationship to democracy and
the third sector. Deadline for submis-
sions is Friday, Nov. 14, 2003. For
more details, please e-mail cdat-
snews@georgetown.edu.

      

Interested in Entertainment     
and Media Law?       

The Georgetown Entertainment
and Media Alliance and the MBNA
Career Education Center have devel-
oped a collaborative program that will
provide a unique opportunity for
Georgetown students to spend time
with experienced professionals in
entertainment and media to get a first-
hand look at day-to-day operations in
those industries. Externships will be
scheduled during Spring Break, Mar. 8
- 12, 2004, in Los Angeles, CA.
Applications are available in OCS and
must be submitted by Nov. 14.  

      

Face Books Available
1L face books are available in

Student Affairs - limit one per student.

      

The Gospel According to      
Jack Ryan    

The Catholic Forum presents
Adjunct Professor Marcia Wiss, part-
ner at Hogan and Hartson, who will
discuss the situations Jack Ryan deals
with in Tom Clancy’s novels to
demonstrate professional ethics issues
with us.  Refreshments will be served!

       

Be a Part of Show Biz           
The Georgetown Gilbert and

Sullivan Society is now accepting sub-
missions to direct the Winter Drama.
All students are invited to submit a
play they would like to direct by next
Monday, Nov. 3. Details and more
information can be found on the door
of the GG&SS office, behind the Moot
Courtroom, or get them via e-mail  at
ggss@law.georgetown.edu.  

      

From Rome to the Congo:   
Implications of the ICC

Panelists Professor David
Scheffer, former U.S. Ambassador at
Large for War Crimes Issues, and Jerry
Fowler, Staff Director of the
Committee on Conscience at the
United States Holocaust Memorial
Museum, will discuss the ramifica-
tions of the International Criminal
Court on international justice, U.S.
sovereignty, and the Constitution.
The discussion will be moderated by
Professor David Luban. This panel is
on Monday, Nov. 10 at 6 p.m. on the
12th Floor of Gewirz.  There will be a
reception following the event. Co-
sponsored by: The International Law
Society, American Constitution
Society, and Phi Delta Phi.

      

3Ls! Update Information
Graduating students - please

update your address information on
Student Access+ - Commencement
information will be coming soon.

      

Students Helping Students
Join the Office of Career Services,

OPICS & over 75 second & third year
students at the Student Helping
Students Career Information Fair on
Wednesday, Nov. 12 from 3:30 - 5:30
pm. in the second floor atrium. 2Ls
and 3Ls will share the inside scoop on
their summer jobs in an informal, open
house format. A wide variety of set-
tings will be represented, including:
non-profit and government agencies;
small, medium, and large law firms;
international jobs; GULC research
assistants; judicial internships; Capitol
Hill; etc. Light refreshments will be
served.

      

Weekend Ignatian Retreat
Law Students! Come pray with us

at the Weekend Ignatian Retreat, Nov.
21 - 23, 2003. Registration forms are
available in the back of the Law Center
Chapel and Dahlgren Chapel and in
Campus Ministry, Healy G-01. Please
call Catherine Heinhold for more
information at x7-4990.

      

Congrats to the EJF
The Law Weekly would like to con-

gratulate and thank all of those who
put on a tremendous show last
Thursday at the annual EJF live auc-
tion. Raising over $40,000 for this
unique and essential cause is a great
accomplishment of which you should
all be proud. We salute you and ask
that you keep up the great work.

Crossword solution on page 4



by Rebecca Young, 1L
Law Weekly

So, you think wading through the
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure is
tough? Well, imagine being asked to
sift through the Iraqi Civil Code of
1969 in order to review which rules to
keep and which to eliminate in hopes
of stabilizing the Iraqi legal system.

Lawyers don't do that, you might
think. But this is exactly the sort of
thing that lawyers who join the mili-
tary tackle, especially in times of war.
Military lawyers are commonly
referred to as JAGs but are actually
JAs, or Judge Advocates, as there is
only one actual JAG, Judge Advocate
General, per branch of the military.

In a panel discussion last
Tuesday night, retired U.S. Marine
Corps JAG Gary Solis, adjunct profes-
sor, Captain T.J. Cluff of the U.S. Air
Force, and Captain Brian Bentley, an
Army Litigation Labor Employment
attorney, addressed a group of about
30 students, mostly male. The pan-
elists told the crowd some of the ins
and outs of lawyering for the mili-
tary, especially in times of war. 

The high level of responsibility
given immediately to lawyers who
enter the military was a common sen-
timent expressed by each panelist.
Bentley spent the past several months
in Iraq advising U.S. Commanders
and helping to restore the city's legal
structure. With just a few years of
Judge Advocate experience under his
belt, Bentley smiled at the thought of
all the responsibilities he has been
given. "Nobody really knows how to

do this so you are expected to take
the lead and make competent deci-
sions," said Bentley, who had no
prior military experience and origi-
nally had planned to practice corpo-
rate litigation. "You develop confi-
dence in what you can and can't do
very quickly in the military." The
Captain explained that at some
points, based on combinations of old
Iraqi Civil Code and parts of U.S.
Federal and state codes, he was actu-
ally creating the new laws to be insti-
tuted in Iraq.

Cluff, who joined the military
directly after graduating law school
because he was not ready to settle
down, said the Air Force assigned
him the primary obligation of review-
ing pre-planned strike targets for
Operation Iraqi Freedom. Once the
military nominated targets for selec-
tion, he reviewed the legal ramifica-
tions of striking each target. "My role
to the operator was to serve as his liv-
ing, breathing rules of engagement. I
knew the rules of engagement back-
wards and forwards," Cluff said.
"[The JAGs] do not determine what is
or is not on the target list, but the
commanders sure like having us
there for advice." Cluff explained that
the rules are a document approved
by the President through his chain of
command that tells the military what
type of targets can be hit and who has
the authority to approve those tar-
gets. "We fight in a much more com-
plicated world than we did before,"
he said. "The rules of engagement are
our own restrictions within that circle
that we decide to fight within."

In Iraq, the Judge Advocates
stayed at the side of the commanders
they advise at nearly all times. "The
lawyer and public affairs officer goes
with the commander everywhere,"
Bentley, who served with the 4th
infantry division, recalled. "We
would get shot at every day."

For the Judge Advocates, the
intimidation of warfare does not just
come from bullets, but also from their
commanders. "Your commanders
take your word as law," Bentley
explained. "It can be intimidating to
have a two star general look at you
and say, 'Son, can I do this?' And you
don't really know, but you have to
answer, so you give them your best
analysis."

Bentley made sure to explain
that although he made light of some
of the "on the fly" decisions made by
Judge Advocates, everything they do
is reviewed by the trained officers in
command. "But you are leaned on
early and often," he said.

The excitement of such responsi-
bility keeps many Judge Advocates in
the service for years beyond what
they originally planned. Cluff
explained that he had worked at two
law firms during the summers of his
law school days and planned to
return to private practice after his
four year commitment to the military.
But that did not happen. 

"[In private practice,] I was bored
to tears. The money was much better
there, but it just didn't capture my
interests like the military did." he
recalled. "The thing that I love about
my job was the amount of immediate

respect I got was unparalleled com-
pared to my friends in the private
sector."

The Judge Advocates explained
that their work is not only engaging
in combat, but also during peacetime.
The cases they try run the gamut
from minor infractions to serious
crimes such as murder. "You try
everything in the military that you
would try in the civilian community,"
Solis said. Bentley shared experiences
of being in the court room multiple
times a week while stationed at the
base in Ft. Hood, Texas. "The money
in private practice was great, but I
was never going to see the inside of a
courtroom, and that's what I want-
ed." Bentley began his JAG career
serving in the legal assistance depart-
ment, where he gave legal aid to sol-
diers, and then in trial counsel. In just
2.5 years, he tried 78 court marshals.

The panel was organized by
Major Grant Doty, 2E, as the inaugu-
ral event of the newly resurrected
GULC Military Law Society (MLS).
The society, whose principle purpose,
according to its constitution, is to
"serve as a social and academic forum
for members interested in the mili-
tary or military law," existed at the
Law Center in years past, but has not
been active recently. While the MLS
did not intend for the panel to be a
"JAG pitch," the officers did not con-
ceal the enthusiasm they had for their
jobs. "What I say about the Marine
Corps is that I would have paid them
to get to do what they paid me to do,"
Solis said. "[The firm lawyers] can
keep their money; I've had more fun!"
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Students sound off on SBA rejection of pizza resolution
NEWSNEWS

and collected numerous comments on
the issue from students, organizations,
and student leaders. Some students felt
passionate enough to speak out on this
issue, but most were only willing to
answer the one-question survey and
were unwilling to be quoted. 

Those that eagerly discussed the
topic wanted the SBA to know that it
was a bad use of limited student funds
to purchase refreshments for their own
meetings. Fatima Alhasan, LL.M., felt
that the SBA should have the pizza, but
with limits. "This wide discretion that
SBA has to purchase pizzas is unreason-
able, and they should be more account-
able to the student body."

A number of students were dis-
turbed by the argument given by SBA
representatives that if additional funds
were given to student groups, they
would just spend that money on pizza
themselves so there was no real differ-
ence. "The 'it's either pizza for us or
pizza for them' comment was unfortu-
nate," said Jay Williamson, 2L, "because
it commits at least two errors."
Williamson argued that, first, since most
group operate under significant budget
constraints, having pizza at a meeting is
a special treat that for some groups is
unfeasible and not a regular occurrence.
Second, he contended, most of our SBA
representatives ran campaigns claiming
they would support our best interests,
and thus have a duty to promote that. "I
don't see how the 'pizza for us instead of
pizza for them' carries out the responsi-
bilities of the SBA," Williamson opined. 

Other students felt the opposite,
claiming that "[the SBA] should have
pizza," and "I know I would want pizza
if I were them." As the pizza is seen as an
incentive to draw student participation
to events in which they would not oth-
erwise have participated, Larkin Postles,
2L, argues that there is nothing wrong
with the policy. "The SBA is one of the
largest student organizations and works
very hard. They deserve to eat."  Even
Postles, though, ultimately questioned
the wisdom of the decision, and finally
added, "I think sacrificing the pizza
might have better promulgated what
SBA represents."

John Schreiner, 2L, and former SBA
representative, described feeling torn on
the issue, because he could understand
the arguments for both sides. Schreiner
supported SBA representatives' entitle-
ment to food and drink, but cautioned
that this is a luxury that a number of
other student organizations cannot
afford. He suggested that SBA represen-
tatives remember that "hogs get fed
while pigs get slaughtered."

Speaking for himself, John Ferman,
2L and Bridge Club president, felt that
much had been made of nothing. "I am
not really upset about the resolution,"
said Ferman, "although the mere fact
that it was such a big deal is a bit amus-
ing. I think there was simply too much
fussing over the fact that our representa-
tives decide to feed themselves with
pizza." He saw no problem with SBA
delegates ordering pizza, so long as they
don't start eating caviar and cham-
pagne.

Student organizations would have
benefited the most from the passage of
this resolution, but their official respons-
es were mixed. Many supported the res-
olution and called for more funding,
while others felt that SBA deserved food
as much as any other organization.

Some student organizations believe
that the money spent on food at SBA
meetings could better serve the student
body through the redistribution plan
suggested by this resolution. When
asked to respond, Katrina Greiner,
Women's Legal Alliance (WLA) repre-
sentative, advocated using the money to
benefit students directly. "I am disap-
pointed that the SBA rejected an oppor-
tunity to provide additional funding to
the many deserving student groups on
campus. It is a constant struggle for the
WLA to come up with the funding it
needs for the many activities it provides
to the student body as a whole." 

William Durham, Chess Club presi-
dent, took a stronger view on the rejec-
tion of the resolution, and felt that this
whole controversy reflected badly on
the student representatives. "The Chess
Club would like to note that we are
appalled by the SBA's gross misuse of
funds," Durham emphasized. “This
kind of self-interested, pork barrel
spending shows the arrogance of the
SBA and the thoughtlessness of our
elected student body representatives."

Some student groups feared reper-
cussions by the SBA Appropriations
Committee and wished to speak on the
condition on anonymity. "SBA wastes
lots of money," one group representa-
tive said, "but I would be afraid to say
anything because of the potential reper-
cussions it might have on our funding,

for which we are beholden to the SBA
and are at its mercy. SBA membership is
a privilege and the SBA shouldn't have
to have pizza at its meetings to encour-
age members to attend. Perhaps incum-
bent candidates should have their
records examined for SBA meeting
attendance." 

Other organizations were more for-
giving, and saw pizza at the meeting as
an appropriate and common use by a
student organization. Jennifer
Mauskapf, 3L, speaking for La Alianza
del Derecho, said, "The SBA is acting no
differently than most organizations do
on a regular basis, providing refresh-
ments for their membership at meetings.
Sure, every organization would like to
have a larger budget, but even re-dis-
tributed, the minimal amount of money
the SBA is spending would not be
enough to significantly impact any indi-
vidual organization's budget." 

Sarah McIntosh, 2L, representative
for the Republican Law Student

Association, suggested that dissatisfied
students use the democratic processes to
effectuate change. "The delegates that
voted down this resolution were elected
by the student body last April. If the stu-
dent body is truly upset with the out-
come of the resolution, then this senti-
ment will be reflected when the dele-
gates run for reelection."

Finally, some organizations could
see the benefit of both sides of the issue,
and suggested that the pizza continue to
be served, but in limited amounts.
Wendy Klein, 3L, and Elyse Mosquini,
3L, speaking for GULC Wine Tasters,
felt that "as one of the largest and most
active memberships on campus with
over 60 members, the SBA should not
feel guilty about providing food for their
members", but they should consider 1)
whether the amount of money spent on
food per meeting is appropriate, consid-
ering a similar amount was cut from the
GULC Wine Tasters budget - an organi-
zation "with 90 members [which] also
has one of the most active memberships
on campus" - and 2) whether it is appro-
priate to spend that much money per
meeting "while allocating this amount
or less as the entire budget for numer-
ous other student organizations".

For a number of organizations, this
issue is not a question about one specif-
ic use of student funds, but rather an
inquiry into an institution that appears
to reward a few organizations with most

of the student money, while giving the
other organizations only limited fund-
ing. Advancing this view, Jonathan
Axelrad, 3L, President of the Corporate
Law Association, stated, "While I have
no problem with the SBA buying pizza
from time to time, I hope the resolution
will stimulate an examination of how
student groups are funded, why a few
groups obtain the lion's share of all SBA
funds, and how the process can be made
more transparent."

The Law Weekly also surveyed SBA
delegates on both sides of the debate,
who took part in the controversial vote.
Representative Nick Gillard-Byers
wrote in an e-mail to the Law Weekly
that he sponsored the resolution "after
discovering exactly how much we were
spending on these meetings."  Gillard-
Byers further noted that "one of our
major problems in the SBA is PR.
Students have no idea what we do, and
they don't think we do much for them.  I
decided that this was a golden opportu-

nity for the SBA to win brownie points
with the student body with a public self-
sacrifice.  We didn't need the money,
other groups did, and our duty is to give
the money back.  And honestly, our
meetings are one hour every three
weeks."

Defending his decision not to
amend the bill, Gillard-Byers wrote,
"None of the amendments were any
good.  Some were too vague (‘less pizza’
isn't a good guideline for anyone) and
some were too complicated (one
involved some kind of contributory
fund with matching SBA money).  One
person…wanted to tack on a provision
that would direct the money to a philan-
thropic organization. A worthy aim, yes,
but that would have killed the bill
immediately.  I didn't hear any amend-
ment that would have made the bill bet-
ter.  After a 40 minute debate on such a
simple bill, I said I wouldn't consider
any amendment."

Reflecting on the whole experience,
Gillard-Byers summarized that he "still
can't believe how the vote went," and
bemoaned that he considered a lack of
professionalism among delegates to be
partially at fault. “The rules of the
debate were uncertain and changing the
whole way through.  Top that with
quotes like ‘Pizza for us or pizza for
them,’ and I would be screaming bloody
murder as a student.  I am ashamed of
our conduct, and I'm considering resign-
ing from a body that can't even pass this
resolution."

Alaina Dartt, SBA Chief of Staff,
who also co-sponsored the bill,
explained, "I think the appropriations
committee fairly allocates the money
available for group funding, but the
requests we receive are twice what we
have to allocate. This resolution would
have taken the money currently spent
on pizza at SBA general meetings and
made it directly available to student
groups and student groups only, so that
it could be spent in a way that benefits
the student body."  Dartt also added,
"The pizza is technically available to all
students, but the fact of the situation is
that generally SBA members are the
only people attending the meetings."

Evening Student Representative,
Jim Day, 1E, voted in favor of the reso-
lution, and stated, "I voted for this reso-
lution because I have a hard time justi-
fying in my mind why SBA should
spend double or triple the budgets of
entire student organizations just so we
can have a nighttime snack every three
weeks." During the meeting, it was sug-
gested that the pizza was an incentive or
reward to evening students for their
participation. Jim did not agree with
that justification. "I am an evening stu-
dent, but I responded by saying that
evening students usually do get a
chance to get food out of the cafeteria
while on break," he said. "Frankly, I can-
not believe that of all the issues con-
fronting the SBA and GULC right now
the one that we seem to be spending the
most time on is whether we should be
eating pizza at our meetings; this makes
us look silly in front of the student
body." 

Byers and Day were part of the clear
minority when the resolution was voted
down.  The majority of the Student Bar
Association voted against the resolution
and in favor of purchasing food and
beverage for their general meetings.
Included in this vote were all members
of the Executive Board, other than Dartt,

See PIZZA, page 5

The Law Weekly conducted a survey of the Georgetown Law Center's student
body on Wednesday, Oct. 29. 138 students filled out a survey. Of those, 70
(50.7%) were "For" the resolution as presented to the SBA. 33 students responded
that they were "Against" the resolution (23.9%) and 35 responded that "I don't
know/ I don't care" (25.4%). 

PIZZA from page 1
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Slaughter brings new life to international law circles
NEWSNEWS

"not doing well" in the 1970s, when
Slaughter entered the field. Tarullo
credits Slaughter for her contributions
to the resurrection of international law
as a viable discipline. Trained in both
international relations and law, Tarullo
stated, Slaughter "challenges the views
and presumptions within both." 

Slaughter noted the increasing
impact of international networks, and
her belief in the burgeoning possibili-
ties and tendencies toward them in
recent years and into the future. She
categorized these networks as regula-
tory, judicial, and legislative. Many of
these global networks are already in
existence, she noted, and will continue
to get stronger. The regulatory net-
works, she said, are the ones that are
most obvious and that we think of
most directly. One example she gave
was the conjoined attempts of
Germany and the United States, in a
post-Sept. 11 world, to work closely
with one another in the realm of crimi-
nal justice, intelligence-sharing and
customs regulation, despite the fact
that the nations do not have the
strongest political ties at the moment.

Judicial networks Slaughter identi-
fied included the European Union
court, and the recent international con-
ferences the United States Supreme
Court held with other nations, includ-
ing India and Mexico. As an active par-
ticipant in this circuit, Slaughter noted
that it was "remarkable how fast our
Justices moved from thinking they
were the be-all and end-all to seeing

how much could be learned from other
nations." The Justices that recognize
the need for this learning, and desire to
cite international opinions, she said,
are now in the majority of the Supreme
Court.

"I had previously not been
exposed to the idea of a judicial inter-
national network, and did not realize
that it was already being integrated
into our judicial system," noted Chad
Russell, 1L. "I think it is good for edu-
cation on the vertical level for first

world and third world countries to
learn from each other, which is a point
she was trying to make."  

Legislative networks, Slaughter
observed, are the least developed net-
works, and the places where the most
can be done. Slaughter proposes using
legislators, rather than diplomats, to
serve on international tribunals
because of the greater connection they
have with the people they serve. The
shortfall with this plan is the fact that
primarily legislatures are concerned

with their constituents, and are some-
times not willing to deviate from that
focus. During the legislative discus-
sion, Slaughter further posited that
states should not be thought of as uni-
tary actors, but as governments disag-
gregated and separated into three or
four institutions that engage with
other countries. 

David Tressler, 1L, listened to
Slaughter's plan for the global net-
works, and opined, "While the address
is thought provoking, I can't help but

think it might be a weak thesis. In all
fairness to Dean Slaughter, this is hard
to say because she has written an entire
book on the topic and we only received
a very small glimpse of it. I would be
interested to see how she intends that
this global network be implemented." 

The idea of implementation also
arose in the question and answer ses-
sion at the end of the lecture. One
member of the audience asked how
Slaughter proposed to do this work,
and whether it would be accomplished

on a micro or macro level. The expla-
nation, Slaughter said, is that everyone
constitutes the "we." Governments and
citizens can all be accountable and
aware, she noted, but the powerful
organizations and governments are the
ones that especially need to do the
most. 

Another attendee critiqued the
potential for a technocratic environ-
ment. One student even asked if
Slaughter saw this as a stepping stone
for centralized government, to which
Slaughter replied in the negative.
Slaughter said that this idea is not and
cannot be exclusive. "It is possible for
heads of state to come together," she
emphasized. "Just as it is possible for
them to create treaties, they can create
these types of organizations."
Slaughter suggested that, as an
attempt to keep down unnecessary
wielding of power, counter-networks
could be formed. Despite these reas-
suring comments, several other atten-
dees subsequently mentioned the fear
of a first world versus third world
polarization.

"I worry that networks can be used
as another method of control," com-
mented Chad Russell, "I think the the-
ory for them is good, but I just hope in
this idea they do not become another
coercive force to wield against under-
developed nations."

Other students didn't feel that
Slaughter went far enough in her dis-
cussion. As Ann Elling, 1L, comment-
ed, "I would have liked to see her be a
little edgier. I think it was a very safe
lecture, but I wanted to know some of
her more controversial ideas."

RYAN from page 1

Slaughter noted that it was "remarkable how
fast our Justices moved from thinking they
were the be-all and end-all to seeing how
much could be learned from other nations."
The Justices that recognize the need for this
learning, and desire to cite international
opinions, she said, are now in the majority of
the Supreme Court.

who co-sponsored the resolution. 
Michele Lorbieski, 2E and Evening

Student Vice President, stated, "I did
not vote for the resolution as it was
worded because as a member of the
Appropriations Committee I have seen
the budgets for student organizations
and most groups spend a majority of
their money on food. I don't see a prob-
lem with the SBA providing pizza at
our general body meetings when most
other student organizations do the
same thing." Instead, she preferred her
proposed amendment to use the
money for a philanthropic event. 

Day Student Vice President, James
Bond, 3L, did not consider it to be an
issue of great importance. "People
don't join the SBA for pizza," he said.
"They join because they care about this
school and want to see it thrive." Bond
believes the resolution failed because it
became a personal issue between dele-
gates. “While I think the delegates
should be rewarded for their hard
work and commitment to the better-
ment of the school," Bond noted,
"maybe we should scale back the
amount we spend on refreshments."

If the resolution had not been so
restrictive, Bond felt he would have
voted for it. "I'm all for a reduction to
the amount spent for refreshments at
the meeting, but not for its elimina-
tion." Bond would consider voting for
the resolution if it was brought up
again, but "the student body should
know more about the finances of the
organization before the SBA is criti-
cized." 

SBA Treasurer, Fentrice Driskell,
3L, was very forthcoming about the

pizza issue and her perception of how
funds are allocated. As for the resolu-
tion, Driskell understood what the
sponsors were trying to do by releasing
more funds for student groups, but felt
that the effort was misguided. "The
pizza is not just for the SBA represen-
tatives," Driskell observed. “This is an
open meeting and the pizza is for
everyone who attends.  If student
groups feel this way about pizza at
SBA meetings, it is an indication that
the campus community of student
organizations should have a dialogue
about the way student groups spend
their money generally."

Driskell discussed students' con-
cerns about funding for student organ-
izations. "Student groups are currently
funded at the highest level they ever
have," she explained, pointing to a 3%
increase in money for fall semester
alone. This semester funds for student
groups rose from about $94,000 to over
$97,500 as a result of efficient money
management by the Appropriations
Committee. "Overall, the appropria-
tions process is a good one. It is not
perfect, but I have seen it improve dra-
matically since I started at
Georgetown." 

Driskell noted that she under-
stands the concerns about limited
available funds, but suggested that this
is a greater problem than whether
there should be pizza at the SBA gen-
eral body meetings. "I think this could
be improved if the University gave
more money, because the student pop-
ulation continues to become more
dynamic. With that change, there is an
increasing number of student organi-
zations and we would like to continue
to support them"

PIZZA from page 4



PAGE 6 GEORGETOWN LAW WEEKLY MONDAY, NOV. 3, TO FRIDAY, NOV. 7, 2003NEWSNEWS

partners have been paying thou-
sands of dollars for it. It only nods
yes so you can get the verdict you
want," remarked Robyn Painter, 3L,
last year's auction chair. Highly cov-
eted prizes, including a pair of Super
Bowl Tickets and a white water raft-

ing trip, were left until the end of the
auction.

Despite the broad variety of
items up for bidding, the auction
also offered attractive options for
those in the audience with empty
pockets. Free beer flowed from kegs
in the moot court lobby, plenty of

food kept spirits high and stomachs
full for the duration of the four-hour
event, and the auctioneers provided
lively entertainment. "Our food
team, headed by Sean Hewens and
Julianne Donnelly, added some new
flavors to our world-famous pre-
auction reception-Chili from Ben's
Chili Bowl, empanadas, and Chinese
food," Horwitz noted.

Moral Hazard was the opening
act before Dean Judy Areen started
the event, shouting, "It's Fright
Night live! I declare this the 15th
Annual Fright Night Auction!" to the
cheers of the crowd. Dean Everett
Bellamy, dressed as "a brother in
black" started the bidding asking,
"Isn't it terrific to raise money for a

good cause?" The bidding continued
with many items donated by GULC
faculty and administrators. Lunch
for four with Dean Areen went for
$625. Dean Areen will also go to
class for the auction winner and take
notes following the lunch. Tickets to
the Barrister's Ball and a room at the
Hyatt were purchased for $700.
Pablo Molina, Chief Information
Officer, threw in the tie he was wear-
ing. Professor Rubin auctioned off a
hiking trip and picnic lunch for 6
with Professor Pete Wales, saying
"His family calls him Heathcote, you

call him Pete. What happened?
There's a story there. Are illicit
drugs involved?"  

Those who couldn't attend the
evening's festivities also had the
opportunity to bid for a variety of
prizes during the silent auction,
which took place in the chapel area
over the course of last week and
brought in $12,000. "The silent auc-
tion is an important component of
our fall fundraising efforts," said
Horwitz. "Because we receive so
many prizes, not all can make it into
the Live Auction - or it would be 10
hours long! The silent auction gives
people a chance to bid on some
smaller, unique prizes and get in on
the auction fund."

Horwitz noted that, while plan-
ning for the auction is a year-long
effort requiring the hard work of
many EJF volunteers, those who
contribute look forward to the task
because they believe in the EJF mis-
sion. "Last year," she said, "EJF fund-
ed 84 students in a diverse array of
fields, including women and chil-
dren's rights, civil rights, disability
rights, criminal justice and con-
sumer protection. As a group, we are
deeply motivated by a desire to
make public-interest career opportu-
nities available to all. Many people
come to law school with a burning
desire to make difference, to
improve the world or elevate the
rights of others, yet few leave school

pursuing these goals. The reason
isn't because people want to give up
their dreams or ideals; it is often
because these jobs fail to pay enough
to allow one to both live a comfort-
able life and pay off a crushing law
school debt. EJF members are work-
ing to make the experience of pursu-
ing a public-interest career a little
more feasible for students."

Fundraising efforts don't stop
with the auction. As Horwitz point-
ed out, "EJF is engaged in fundrais-
ing throughout the year to increase
the Fellowship fund. Our ultimate

goal is to fund everyone who
applies, something we move closer
to each year. In the fall, our work is
focused on soliciting donors for the
Live Auction. We supplement this
work with another fund drive in the
spring. One hundred percent of the
money we raise in each of these
endeavors goes directly to the
Fellowship fund." 

Horwitz then described how stu-
dents who receive EJF funding then
give back to the organization. Both
the Live Auction and the Spring
Fund Drive are fully student-run
enterprises. When students accept
EJF Fellowships, they also agree to
volunteer 20 hours toward EJF
fundraising activities. They often go
above and beyond this requirement,
and "their enthusiasm is crucial to
EJF's continuing success." 

The faculty and staff also
deserve accolades, Horowitz insist-
ed. "I'd also like to thank the
Georgetown professors and faculty
members who donate to the auction,
serve as auctioneers and passionate-
ly support our efforts," she praised.
"Their encouragement is invaluable
and their contributions allow us to
fund more and more students each
year." 

Maggie Finzen, 2L, and Tara
Marshall, 2L, were this year's auc-
tion co-chairs and Emily Arnold-
Fernandez, 3L, is the chair of EJF.

Live auction another success for Equal Justice Foundation
EJF from page 1

The faculty and staff also deserve acco-
lades, Horwitz insisted. "I'd also like to thank
the professors and faculty members who
donate to the auction, serve as auctioneers
and passionately support our efforts."

Photo by Avedis H. Seferian, 3L
Sunglasses at Night?  Dean Areen shows how she used to look when she was
a backup singer for Diana Ross.

Photo by Avedis H. Seferian, 3L
Visiting Professor Jody Freeman proves that she knows as much about proper
exercise as administrative law as she entices bidders at the EJF auction.



made immigrant, with government
advisory experience at the highest lev-
els, and a revered military record), as
knowledgeable as the toughest
Constitutional Law professor, and with
a personal life imposing enough to rival
that of a modern cinematic hero. And
one more thing - he's also been dead for
almost 200 years. 

Lindsay founded the Alexander
Hamilton Historical Society this sum-
mer, with the philosophy that
Hamilton's passing away, both literally
and figuratively from the annals of his-
tory, is a modern tragedy. "It was out of
necessity," contends Lindsay of his deci-
sion to found the organization. "Every
foundering father, every first lady,
every little podunk contributor to the
founding of this country has its own
historical society that collects artifacts
and scholarship related to the figure,
lobbies on behalf of [causes related to
the figure's interest], and helps promote
the figure's memory." 

Motivated by a personal love for his
hero's contributions, Lindsay under-
took his mission to found the Hamilton
Society after a trip to The Grange,
Hamilton's former home. He was
shocked to find the national memorial,
which is located in a Harlem park, in
"atrocious" condition. "Rangers said the
park service ignored it," Lindsay
remembers. "No one was there to tell
the park service not to ignore it. Harlem
doesn't collect a lot of funds [for historic
preservation], and no one really advo-
cated for Harlem to get those kind of
funds." 

Lindsay decided it was time that
someone did. He investigated the infor-
mation given to him by the park
rangers, and found that it was true.
Moreover, further research showed that
Hamilton's memory had grown just as
neglected as his former home, in the cir-
cle of formal historic preservation
efforts. Alexander Hamilton societies
once flourished in America, Lindsay
found, as half-civic, half-literary enti-
ties, prior to the 1930s. After the
Franklin Roosevelt administration,
though, Hamilton fell out of fashion,
and the Hamilton societies went bust.
For the past 70 years, Lindsay says, no
organization has advocated on
Hamilton's behalf, or attempted any
public relations efforts to resurrect his
reputation. An ironic fact that brought
the issue home for Lindsay, though,
was a discovery he made during his
research, one that he still remembers
with disbelief: "Aaron Burr had a histor-
ical society of over 2000 members." 

With the help of friends Daniel
Acosta, 2L, and Michael McClellan, 2L,
Lindsay incorporated the Alexander
Hamilton Historical Society. A few
months later, the group has a fledgling
library, 501(c) nonprofit status, and a
growing endowment. Lindsay, and
roommates Daniel Ostrow, 2L, and
Matt Getz, 2L, comprise the board of
directors for the Hamilton society, and
run the organization from their D.C.
address, and an online home at
www.hamiltonsociety.org. In addition, an
advisory board made up of
Hamiltonian scholars, politicians, histo-
rians, fundraisers, and other interested
parties helps guide the society in its

efforts. And after nearly a century of
neglect, there's much to be done.

A major upcoming project for the
Hamilton Society is a restoration of The
Grange. "The parks service has had, for
a decade, plans to restore [the Grange],
and relocate it to a nice park in Harlem,"
Lindsay says, noting that empty prom-
ises are perhaps his largest frustration
in working with the society thus far.
"Because no one has been advocating
[for the restoration], no one has gotten
around to requesting the funds. Now
the project is pushed to fiscal year 2006
or fiscal year 2007, and that's ridicu-
lous."

But the Hamilton society, tenacious
as its namesake, has a plan. "Right
now," Lindsay describes, "we want the
President to include $12 million in his
budget for the restoration of The
Grange. If we can't get that, we'll go for
Congress's appropriations report.
Former Washington state senator Slade
Gorton is on our advisory board, help-
ing us. We have a lot of consultants and
lobbyists around town. Over the next
couple of months, we'll be hitting the
pavement in the offices of different
Congressmen who may be interested in
advocating for us." 

In addition, the Hamilton Society is
planning a commemoration of the
bicentennial of Hamilton's death, in July
of 2004. This is an event to which
Lindsay, in particular, looks forward. "It
would be one of the more interesting
bicentennials in history," he says,
"because it was so dramatic, so influen-
tial. We're talking about the Vice
President of the United States murder-
ing the leader of the opposing political
party. Something like that was probably
just as unimaginable then as it is
unimaginable now. Think if Dick
Cheney killed Al Gore, and what kind
of publicity that would generate."

Discussion of Hamilton's death
brings to light another important com-
ponent of the Hamilton Society's mis-
sion, which is not just to preserve histo-
ry, but to illuminate it. For Lindsay, true
appreciation for the founder's efforts
lies not merely in representing the  his-
torical material, but in a fascination
with the fiery clashes of superhuman
desire and mortal flaws that character-
ized early patriotism. In this effort,
Lindsay contends, Hamilton is the ideal
teacher. "It's the kind of history that
everybody should be able to get into,"
Lindsay says. "It's not only substantive
history, the conflict of ideas, but it's the
conflict of personalities - guns and
death and duels and affairs and honor." 

Furthermore, Lindsay emphasizes,
it's the kind of historic education in
which modern Americans, even those
studying and teaching at the law center,
are sorely lacking. Lindsay recounts dis-
cussions with law center professors,
whose knowledge of Hamilton is limit-
ed to the "fact" that he wrote "some" of
the Federalist papers. "No, he wrote
nearly all of them," Lindsay states, fer-
vently. "Hamilton was the grandfather
of judicial review, according to John
Marshall. It was Marshall's quoting of
Hamilton that made Marbury v.
Madison."

And, according to Lindsay,
Hamilton's contribution, and his rele-
vance to the career of the modern law
student, didn't cease with that pivotal
case. "In the law," Lindsay states, "If
you're interested in separation of pow-
ers or foreign relations, Hamilton wrote
extensively on those topics. Hamilton

argued what became the precedent-set-
ting free speech case for New York, for
the entire 19th century." He adds, with
respect to those interested in civil rights,
"Hamilton was the founder, with John
Jay, of the Abolitionist Society of New
York. He was a cofounder of the African
Free School, the first public school to
provide education to the children of
freed black slaves who escaped to New
York. As future lawyers, we really
should be interested, and I think it's just
a matter of people kind of finding their
niche within the Hamilton legacy, or
within any of the founding fathers. " 

Even if a student can't find a niche
within Hamilton's approach to law,
Lindsay notes, he will almost certainly
be fascinated with the figure's approach
to life. "The personal story attracts me,"
says Lindsay. "Hamilton was an immi-
grant from the West Indies who came,
penniless, to the United States, at four-
teen. In order to get into Princeton, he
had to learn French, Latin and Greek.
He was able to translate all in six
months. He told the president at
Princeton that he wanted to take the
curriculum as fast as he could, and
graduate in a year, and they said no.
Columbia said 'sure thing.'  That's how
Hamilton approached life. He organ-
ized his classmates into a militia that
was so effective in Washington's retreat
to Manhattan that Washington made
Hamilton his own personal secretary.
He managed the Revolutionary War,
after having been in the United States
for five years, at the age of 19."

However, Lindsay adds, the por-
tions of Hamilton's life that aren't
entirely rosy are just as worthy of
preservation and study, for the lessons
in humanity they provide. "Hamilton
had an affair, and then had to publicize
the affair to preempt false charges that
he was speculating as secretary of the
treasurer. He felt the integrity of the
office was more important [than his
secret]." Lindsay adds, citing the notori-
ously bitter rivalry and divergent
approaches to government between
Hamilton and his cofounder, Jefferson,
"Human beings are interesting to me
because they're flawed, and we have to
explore that. There's a fine line between
Burr and Hamilton and Jefferson.
They're good men; men of a fair degree
of character - but their flaws, in some
sense, led Jeff to presidency, Hamilton
to his grave, and Burr to trial for trea-
son. It's the flaws that reveal true char-
acter."

Lindsay is optimistic that the trend
of American fascination with the found-
ing fathers, as evidenced by the recent
surge in interest in the founders' biogra-
phies, will help bring Hamilton's legacy
back to life. He foresees next spring and
summer being a breakthrough time for
the Hamilton Society. It will include the
release of Hamilton's biography, and,
after an extensive campaign by the
Hamilton Society, possible inclusion of
Hamilton's portrait on the cover of Time
Magazine, in celebration of the July 4
founders' issue. 

Still, for Scott Lindsay, it's not the
promise of such fruits, but the moral
obligation of correcting a historical
injustice, that motivates him. "This a
time-consuming hobby that I love and I
care about," he says. "I care about histo-
ry and the founding area, and the fact
that someone like Hamilton could be
ignored." 
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New society looks to bring back Hamiltonian ideals

HAMILTON from page 1

Areen picks up EJW award
by Jon Massimino, 3L

Law Weekly

Recently, Dean Judith Areen was
given the Equal Justice Works' 2003
Outstanding Law School Dean award.
The honor recognizes Areen for making
public interest law at GULC,  "an inte-
gral part of every Georgetown student's
education."  Areen has always made
improving Georgetown's public inter-
est programs a focus of her post. Equal
Justice Works says of Areen, "she leaves
a public interest legacy that has forever
changed the culture of [GULC]."

At the reception in her honor, Dean
Areen reflected on the role public inter-
est has played in the past 15 years at
GULC, "As I approach the end of my
deanship, and reflect on the past 15
years, I am of course glad that
Georgetown has grown academically.
But the thing that really makes me truly
proud - the thing that matters most - is
the privilege of having seen the growth
in public interest and community serv-
ice work by Georgetown students, fac-
ulty and alumni."

Dean Areen was at the forefront of
the effort to begin the Office of Public
Interest and Community Service
(OPICS), which provides information
on public interest programs, offers
career counseling on public interest and
government legal careers, and facili-
tates pro bono work by GULC students.
In addition, OPICS conducts numerous
job fairs and other career-related pro-
grams each year.  OPICS also adminis-
ters a mentor program through which
alumni provide advice and guidance to
current students.

Dean Areen has led the effort to
more than double career advising serv-
ices for students interested in pursuing
public interest careers. The school's two
full-time public interest counselors
advise more than 600 students each
year on postgraduate fellowships, gov-
ernment honors programs, academic
and summer internships, and other
employment options.

Assistant Dean Everett Bellamy
recognized the importance of the
award, "I think the award Dean Areen
received from Equal Justice Works is a
testament to her commitment to public
interest and the influence she has had in
furthering that goal, among the stu-
dents and faculty at the Law Center.
Under her leadership, Georgetown
continues its long tradition of service to
others, particularly to those most in
need of legal representation."

At the reception, Areen remarked,
"Many people feel there are too many
lawyers in this country.  My answer to
them is that there are not enough
lawyers dedicated to working for the
public interest."

Arguably, Dean Areen's crowning
achievement is the expansion and
improvement of GULC's clinical pro-
gram.  The clinical program at the Law
Center has become the largest,
strongest and most diverse in the coun-
try, as is constantly reflected in the
rankings. Nearly 60% of each graduat-
ing class participates in at least one of
the 14 clinical courses.

-Editor's Note - Ellisa Free, GULC
Associate Director of Communications for
Media Relations, contributed to this report.
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FOOTBALL
PICKS

Jon Massimino
"I'm feeling under
the weather. Maybe
getting back on top
will make me feel
better."

Mark Leighton
"Audrey and Jon, now I’m
not saying that your picks
will bomb, but last week
the SBA tried to hide them
under my car.”

Avedis makes a huge jump up the boards this week
as the wacky method of picking games by the order
of entry into the Union pays off. Mark continues to

lead, while Audrey, Jon, and the rest are running
out of time...

Audrey Perry
"I’m ready for these
picks to be over
with. I’ve run out of
quotes."

NFL WEEK TEN TYE AVEDIS ANNIE AUDREY JON MARK ALAINA EMY
Chicago at Detroit Chicago Chicago Detroit Detroit Detroit Detroit Chicago Chicago
Miami at Tennessee Miami Tennessee Tennessee Tennessee Tennessee Tennessee Miami Miami
Cleveland at Kansas City Kansas City Cleveland Kansas City Kansas City Kansas City Kansas City Cleveland Kansas City
Houston at Cincinnati Cincinnati Cincinnati Houston Cincinnati Cincinnati Cincinnati Cincinnati Houston
Atlanta at NY Giants NY Giants Atlanta NY Giants NY Giants NY Giants NY Giants Atlanta Atlanta
Arizona at Pittsburgh Pittsburgh Pittsburgh Pittsburgh Pittsburgh Pittsburgh Pittsburgh Arizona Arizona
Seattle at Washington Seattle Washington Seattle Seattle Seattle Washington Seattle Washington
Tampa Bay at Carolina Tampa Bay Carolina Tampa Bay Carolina Tampa Bay Tampa Bay Carolina Tampa Bay
Indianapolis at Jacksonville Indianapolis Indianapolis Indianapolis Indianapolis Indianapolis Indianapolis Jacksonville Indianapolis
Minnesota at San Diego Minnesota San Diego Minnesota Minnesota Minnesota Minnesota Minnesota Minnesota
Buffalo at Dallas Buffalo Buffalo Dallas Buffalo Dallas Dallas Buffalo Buffalo
NY Jets at Oakland Oakland NY Jets NY Jets Oakland Oakland Oakland NY Jets Oakland
Baltimore at St. Louis St. Louis Baltimore St. Louis St. Louis St. Louis St. Louis St. Louis Baltimore
Philadelphia at Green Bay Green Bay Philadelphia Green Bay Green Bay Green Bay Green Bay Philadelphia Green Bay

Avedis Seferian
“Picking the state
that joined the
Union first got me
an 11-3 week; so I'm
going with that
again!”

Emy
Hancock
"There's no
‘Atkin's Diet’
in ‘team’."

Alaina Dartt
"I don't understand why
Halloween is not a nation-
al holiday."

STANDINGS W L PCT. GB
Mark 62 38 .620 -
Audrey 60 40 .600 2
Jon 60 40 .600 2
Avedis 58 42 .580 4
Annie 55 45 .550 7
Tye 50 50 .514 12
Emy 49 51 .490 13
Alaina 47 55 .470 15

October offers an abundance of excitement for sports fans 
by Tye Andersen, 2L

Law Weekly

Many feel that October is the most exciting sports
month of the year. By October the professional football
season is well underway, and in college football the
national title chase comes into focus. Of course, every
October also witnesses the conclusion of the baseball
season as well as the birth of new NHL and NBA sea-
sons. Factor in at least one or two other miscellaneous
stories and overall you have one fantastic month to be a
sports enthusiast.

This year's October certainly did not disappoint.
But with so many things going on, how can a sports
writer possibly comment on everything? Answer: turn
this week's column into a collection of random
thoughts. So here goes…

1) Last week's firing of Boston manager Grady
Little was bad. I wish I could find another adjective to
describe it, but just plain bad will have to do. Little com-
piled back-to-back 93 and 95 win seasons and of course
led the Red Sox to within five outs of the World Series.
His laid-back country style meshed well with many of
the blue-collar players, and even the quintessential pri-
madonna Manny Ramirez, with whom Little had run-
ins, expressed support for his return. But Little made
the unforgivable error of leaving Pedro Martinez in
Game Seven. Make no mistake, contract issues or
power struggle aside, Little's decision to stick with
Pedro cost him his job because if the BoSox go to the
Series, there is no way Little doesn't come back. Little
decided to sink or swim with his best pitcher on the
mound. He went with the ace of his rotation. How can
you argue with that? It's too easy to second-guess after
the fact. Its not like he left John Burkett or Jeff Suppan
in there. Bad decision by Boston, just plain bad.

2) The NBA has just kicked off its most anticipated
season ever. We have Kobe, Lebron, and the nuclear
arms race amongst Western Conference powers to
thank for that. But there is a deeper reason for the
NBA's success. The league is firmly built upon the best

salary structure in all of sports. The lack of a salary cap
in baseball is much bemoaned. The Yankees can spend
and spend, while many other teams select from old vet-
erans well past their prime or young rookies who are
not yet ripe. And while "smaller market" is really just an
excuse meaning that the owner is unwilling to spend,
there is no question that teams like Oakland,
Minnesota, and Kansas City cannot compete with New
York over the long-term. In football, on the other hand,
the salary cap is too restrictive. The top teams are annu-
ally purged of key contributors and, as a result, talent is
spread so thinly around the league, that one or two
injuries can permanently derail even well-built teams.
The hard-cap causes way too much turnover and little
identifiable continuity. Whereas baseball is too pre-
dictable, football is not predictable enough. So thank
goodness for the NBA. The NBA employs a soft-cap
that allows teams to exceed the cap to resign their own
players, but prevents them from signing everyone
else's. The top teams remain constant year-to-year, and
a couple shrewd moves can elevate a perennial bottom
feeder to title contention in only two or three years. So
the Lakers stay the Lakers, while woeful franchises like
Dallas, Sacramento, and New Jersey can make a good
trade or two and in a couple years, reap the benefits.

3) Perhaps nothing in sports is in more need of fix-
ing than college football. The BCS does not work year in
and year out. See Florida State chosen over Miami in
2000 and Nebraska chosen over Oregon in 2001. But the
NCAA appears content for the time being, so a playoff
system will continue to remain elusive. Still, there is a
more immediate problem that could be easily remedied
yet no one talks about it. The problem is the conference
tie-ins to bowl games. Before the year even starts, the
bowl line-up is determined. For example, the #5 SEC
vs. #4 ACC meet in the Peach Bowl, the #3 Big 12 vs. #2
PAC-10 in the Holiday Bowl, etc. It is this system more
than the lack of playoffs that kills the smaller teams.
There is no room for maneuvering, no matter how well
Northern Illinois, TCU, and Boise State do this year.
Instead, each will go to the GMAC, Liberty, and

Humanitarian Bowls respectively to play mediocre
teams from larger conferences. With the scholarship
restrictions in place, college football has become more
competitive across the board and that's wonderful. Still
it can't seriously be suggested that Bowling Green
deserves a shot at the Orange Bowl over say, Georgia or
LSU. However, it is not too much to ask, to say that
Bowling Green should be able to play a top twenty
opponent like an Oklahoma State or Iowa in the Alamo
Bowl. Sadly, this won't happen because the bowl organ-
izers have succeeded in locking down every spot in
order to ensure their financial stability.

4) The NBA and NHL seasons are up and running
and that means Capitals hockey and Wizards basket-
ball can be seen a few blocks from the Law Center. But
both are downtrodden franchises, so the natural ques-
tion to ask is, is either team worth watching? The best
answer I can give a qualified yes. The Wizards have a
realistic shot to make the playoffs for the first time since
1997. Of course, the big draw, Michael Jordan, is gone,
but the Wizards had a nice off-season. They retained
Jerry Stackhouse, signed promising point guard Gilbert
Arenas, and drafted well with first round pick Jarvis
Hayes. With Milwaukee losing Gary Payton for noth-
ing and swapping Sam Cassell for Joe Smith, the Bucks
almost assuredly will not return to the playoffs this sea-
son. That opens up a spot in the Eastern Conference
with the Wizards, Bulls, Raptors, Knicks and Cavs look-
ing to fill it. If Washington can prevail against this very
average bunch, they're playoff bound. Personally, I
think the Raptors will beat them out, but it should make
for an interesting race. The Caps, on the other hand, are
already in trouble. They have the worst record in hock-
ey, their star Jaromir Jagr is sulking after Miss Slovakia
dumped him and the defense is porous to say the least.
Despite this, the Caps have the ability to turn it around.
If they can trade for some defensive help and coach
Butch Cassidy survives a brutal early stretch, the Caps
will in playoff contention at the end.

5) Finally, Lebron is good. He's 240 lbs. and he's
good.

Tye Andersen
"When my girlfriend and I broke up over the sum-
mer, I felt ok, after all I had the Cubs. But now
what do I have? I'm lonely and everyone is dress-
ing up as Steve Bartman for Halloween."

Annie
Wartanian
"The EJF auction
is the highlight
of the year."
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The all-important ambiance factor: grading Local 16

by Amy Messigian, 1L and Erin Lien, 1L
Law Weekly

Today we bring you a first between Amy and
Erin - a disagreement. Last week we visited Local 16
on U Street at 16th. Accordingly, we have decided to
write separate opinions and leave it up to you.

Erin says: Yes. I'd go again.
Some bars are meant for drinking beer and

watching sports. Some are meant for after-work
socialization. Some are meant to provide an environ-
ment for people to act fancier than they are in every-
day life while struggling to get service for an over-
priced and incorrectly made drink from a snotty bar-
tender. While I wouldn't say that Local 16 fits precise-
ly into this third category, it bears enough resem-
blance to put some people off. My partner in crime
found the bar unredeemable, but I actually kind of
liked it.

Having lived in Los Angeles for the past seven
years, I've seen my share of pretentious venues and
crowds. Honestly, they don't really bother me. If you
can take it for what it's worth - an everyday version of
Halloween, where people dress up and act like some-
one else for a night - it's an interesting way to spend
an evening. 

Local 16 attempts to provide a stage for people to
feel posh and for the most part accomplishes this. Beer
mugs are traded in for martini glasses, wooden bar-
tops are replaced with marble, and neon beer signs
have been replaced with dark maroon walls, chande-
liers and dim lighting. The bar's first floor has a large
bar and a lot of seating. The second floor, accessible by
a steep stair case, has two more bars: one of the bars is
located indoors in a smaller room without seating and
the other is outside on the roof/deck area. Heat lamps
and potted palm trees break up the monotony of the
deck and crowd. From the deck, patrons have a view
of U Street. 

The entire second floor gets really crowded while

the first floor remains walkable. The crowd, dressed
in their “fancy clothes” may come off as pushy and
impatient. I think they were just worried about get-
ting their shoes scuffed. 

I found Local 16 cozy and sleek, albeit somewhat
challenging to order a drink. Several girls recom-
mended the Mango Cosmopolitan, saying that it was
“awesome.” I ordered it at the upstairs indoor bar (the
outdoor bar was tightly surrounded) but the bar-
tender said that she didn't have the ingredients at that
bar. I requested several other drinks, each of which
was not available - she wasn't sure what was in a
Vodka Collins...hmmm. I finally asked for a Malibu-
Pineapple, but ended up with Malibu and grapefruit
juice. It wasn't undrinkable so I didn't bother trying to
get her to fix it.

If you are looking for something more upscale
than a pub, Local 16 is worth checking out. It's a nice
excuse to dress well and act civilized. One word of
advice, though - learn from my mistake and order
your drink at the first floor bar rather than battling
with the upstairs mass. You may even get the drink
that you asked for.

Amy says: Are you kidding? No.
I will just be honest with you. There are many

things I look for in a bar, but pretension is not one of
them. To me, a night on the town is not an attempt to
prove myself within an existing social scene. I am not
looking for a meat market, nor am I looking to win
any points for getting past a red rope. I guess I would
categorize myself as a dive bar junky. Cheap liquor,
cheap people. That is just me. So when I have to pay
ten bucks for a drink - because I am not about making
some goober at the bar buy me one only to go on a
rant about how funny my boyfriend is so he gets the
hint - I tend to start pinpointing flaws, other than the
high price for a drink, and faster than a Californian
recall I have found enough reason to hate the place. 

It is not that I do not value aesthetics. However,
between décor and patronage, the latter will always

prevail in determining my opinion. With its deep red
walls, hanging chandeliers and wall sconces, Local 16
radiates a sexy sophistication that would be well suit-
ed for a couple out on a date. It is aided by a rooftop
patio that is intended to set a romantic tone to the
evening. However, this mood is lost by a group of
rude and pushy strangers. Imagine being out on your
first date with that hottie from Property and being
shoved so many times you lose count. Then try to get
your little lady a drink. By the time you get the bar-
tender's attention, you will be ordering a shot of tequi-
la and a Long Island as a chaser. All of a sudden, the
perfect date location has turned into a fly trap and the
spiders have you surrounded. 

Or maybe you are more inclined to comparisons
likening the experience to cow herding. Regardless,
the shoving by the people on the rooftop became
more and more unacceptable with each person who
passed without an apology until I could handle no
more of the bumper car mentality and stated to a
friend how much I hated the pushing. A passerby felt
the need to comment that, quite obviously, it was
because the roof was crowded. Thanks honey, I
thought people were just incredibly uncoordinated.
When I tried to respond that I did not feel the fact
there were too many pigs in the pen precluded any
sort of apology, I was cut off so that she could "move
with the flow of traffic." I gave up and sucked a little
harder on the straw in my drink. All I could think was
"Can we go yet?" 

Bottom line: Go with patience or don't go at all.

Local 16
1604 U Street, N.W.

202-265-2828

Ambiance 000

Service 0

Food 00

by Aaron M. Clemens, 3L
Law Weekly

Jean-Louis Cauvin, 3L, is a six-
foot-seven-inch funny man. "Making
people laugh, that is probably the thing
I'm best at with, law school being a dis-
tant 20th," “J-L” explained. The 24-
year-old started doing stand-up come-
dy late last June.

“I thought about getting started
last spring, but I decided to hold out
until summer because of finals," he
said. 

Cauvin has appeared regularly
locally at Bossa, The Cave, SoHo,
Takoma Station Tavern, Wiseacres and
Zoo Bar. In New York City, he has per-
formed at the Boston Comedy Club,
New York Comedy Club and Stand-
Up NY.

Tuesday, Oct. 28, he competed in
the D.C. Improv’s Open Mic Contest.
The winner receives a paid gig hosting
at the Improv. The 300 person audi-
ence was the biggest he has ever faced.
Although J-L has 25 minutes of materi-
al ready, the Improv had 8 minute sets. 

Cauvin finished second. He was
thankful to all those who came out for
him.  "I wish I had gotten first for them,
but sometime things just don’t work
out," he said.

One supporter, Jon Suh, 3L,
judged J-L the top comedian that night.
"He was funnier than Steve
Guttenberg in Short Circuit," Jon con-
cluded.

J-L now has a demo tape, which he
can use to get advanced booking at dif-
ferent venues. His schedule is at
www.dcstandup.com/jlcauvin.htm. 

Cauvin next performs Tuesday at

Manny O'Brien's in Cleveland Park.
This will probably his last show for a
while. "I may do the occasional open
mike so I don't get too rusty." J-L said
that he needs to prepare for finals. 

His transition into comedy was
smoother than most budding amateurs
because he had been practicing
impressions for friends for a long time.
J-L has done impersonations since 6th
Grade. "It started with Jean Claude
Van Dame," he said, referring to the
actor still featured in his act.

J-L's other first impressions includ-
ed students and teachers. But he built
up his repertoire until he had ten to
twenty people down. Cauvin
explained, "Stand up comedy was the
best way to implement these impres-
sions. So I decided that it was worth a
try to get out on the town and try to
make people laugh."

J-L still does impressions of his
classmates and teachers. "Based on my
law school grades, I think that some of
them know about this," he said.

J-L’s grades also might be effected
because, he said, “Sometimes I have
difficulty taking notes because I am
writing jokes down. I find that if I don't
write them down immediately, I later
think 'what was that funny joke?'."

He was pleased when Arnold
Schwarzenegger won the governor's
race in California. He prides himself on
his Arnold impression.

Cauvin plans on going into public
interest law, becoming a prosecutor.
His comedy skills have not yet allowed
him any greater financial security.
"Right now, my earnings in both law
and comedy are at a dead heat."

Student competes at Improv
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Fox's The OC is an indulgence not to be missed

by Katie Tenney, 1L
Law Weekly

So it seems to be that time in the semester when
us first-years are supposed to start getting serious-
ly nervous about our classes. How do I outline?
Should I join a study group? Do I really need to
sign up for BarBri? These questions are all the buzz
in the Gewirz elevators and apparently the answers
will make or break our legal careers. I, however,
have a much more serious dilemma on my hands.
The OC is back after a month-long hiatus and Fox
has put it on to go head to head with The West Wing,
Wednesday nights at 9 p.m. The two best shows on
TV are on at the same time, and I don't have TIVO. 

The West Wing has gotten more than its fair
share of accolades in this paper. In fact, since the
show has won four Emmys for "Outstanding
Drama Series" I'm guessing no one needs to be con-
vinced that it's worth watching. What you might
need help understanding is why I wasted precious
library time to track down blank videotapes so that
I could record The West Wing and watch The OC in
real time Wednesday night. The fact is that while
The West Wing might be dramatic and well-written,
The OC has teenage romance, adult backstabbing
and really good-looking rich people, all set against
a backdrop of swaying palms and a glistening
Pacific. If I want dreary shots of the Capitol and
grumpy smart people who aren't getting enough
sleep, I can go to the library. The OC, on the other
hand, indulges my escapist fantasies on a weekly
basis. 

The OC, short for Orange County, first aired
this summer as part of Fox's strategy to roll out new
shows while the other networks were still airing re-
runs. It developed a devoted following, including
myself, that went into deep mourning when the
baseball playoffs started and the show took a
month-long break. But now it's back and I can share
the joy of living in The OC with everyone else who
could use a little sun.

The premise goes like this: Sandy Cohen,
played by Peter Gallagher of American Beauty and
Sex, Lies and Videotape, is a public defender married
to Kirsten, the daughter of a wealthy real estate
investor, poised to inherit the family fortune. They
live in a multi-million dollar Spanish-style home
overlooking the Pacific in Newport Beach, and their
teenage son, Seth, attends the local prep school. The
Cohens, one-time bohemians now settled into sub-
urban life, can justify their lifestyle because Sandy
works to protect some of the most down-on-their-

luck members of society. But their whole world is
thrown off when Sandy brings home one of his
clients in the first episode. 

Ryan, a 16-year-old juvenile delinquent with no
family of his own, was only supposed to stay with
the Cohens for a few days until his legal problems
got cleared up. But he hits it off with Seth and
reminds Kirsten of what Sandy was like when they
first met, so the family invites Ryan to stay with
them permanently. This does not go over well in
their staid community where anyone worth less
than a million is considered the help. And when
Ryan meets girl-next-door Marissa, things really
heat up. Marissa is the ultimate popular girl,
weighing in at a tad above a toothpick and dating
the captain of the water polo team. Their relation-
ship is the centerpiece of the show, buffeted by all
those things that go wrong in teenage love affairs,
including lost virginity and gun fights at house par-

ties.
On the adult side of things, Marissa's father

happens to be an old boyfriend of Kirsten's. When
he is accused of losing millions of dollars in his
capacity as financial advisor to half of Newport
Beach, his marriage to Marissa's mom, a plastic
surgery victim, gets rocky. So he reaches out to his
old flame Kirsten, a down-to-earth woman who
suddenly has a lot more time on her hands since
Sandy sold out and joined the corporate firm that
had been begging him to work for them for years.
Marissa handles her parents' impending divorce by
popping a dozen painkillers and a few shots of
tequila while on an unauthorized trip to Tijuana,
and it is Ryan's quick thinking that gets her airlift-
ed back to a hospital north of the border. When she
regains consciousness she realizes how much she
cares about him, and it looks like they might final-
ly get together in next week's episode.

I could go on for pages about all the other plot
twists that show has taken in the first seven
episodes, but then you would miss out on the fun to
be had by reading about it on Fox's website. Check
out www.fox.com/oc for all the juicy details, and to
download screensavers of all the cast members.

While it's no Law and Order, The OC does have
its moments of legalese, when for a brief shining
second it is possible to convince yourself that
watching the show is almost like doing homework,
or at least as productive as attending an OCS event.
Sandy can't believe the settle-at-any-cost attitude of
his new corporate colleagues, and in next week's
episode it looks like there's going to be a real test of
his professional ethics when he is asked to handle a
case against his father-in-law's company. 

The OC is never going to win an Emmy in any
category, let alone "Best Drama." But the beautiful
people and beautiful backdrop will keep me com-
ing back, week after week. I may be a first-year law
student living between a dorm room, a classroom
and the library, but for an hour every Wednesday
I'm living in the OC. A girl can dream, can't she?

The OC has teenage
romance, adult backstab-
bing and really good-looking
rich people, all set against a
backdrop of swaying palms
and a glistening Pacific.
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David Auburn's Proof is a prime example of fine theatre

by Kevin Mittler, 1L
Law Weekly

No, you can't eat popcorn while you watch,
and no, you can't pause the show or adjust the vol-
ume. Yes, there are other people in the audience
who may talk or rustle around causing you to miss
a random line here and there. Still, there is some-
thing at the root of live plays that gives them an
advantage over movies and television. On the sur-
face they seem similar: characters, a plot, an audi-
ence. They sometimes even have the same formula:
girl meets boy, girl loses boy, girl regains boy. Yet
the stage, when done well, can be more captivating
than any two-dimensional production.

A fine example of the power of modern stage is
Proof, written in 2001 by David Auburn. Awarded a
Pulitzer prize as well as a pair of Tony awards for
its Broadway run, Proof is now showing locally at
the Arena Stage in D.C. While the cast is not the
same as on Broadway, the show still shines as an
example of how to create and portray characters. It
is not plot-heavy, and for this reason would proba-
bly fail as a movie. Performed as a play, however, it
gives you the feeling that these characters are real
enough to touch - and they begin to truly matter to
the audience. In fact, you are letdown at the end
because the play finishes without telling you what
the characters will do next. The only letdown is that
the play ends without telling us what the characters
will do next. It is left for our imagination to deter-
mine their future.

Set on a back porch in Chicago, the story
revolves around 25-year-old Catherine's relation-
ships with her father, her sister, her father's stu-
dent, and the male-dominated society of mathe-
maticians. Robert, her father and a mathematical
genius, has just passed away. For the past several
years Catherine has been taking care of him after
he, in his own words, "went bughouse." Adding to
her difficulty in dealing with his death is the return

of her sister Claire who alternately wants to cheer
up Catherine or get her to a "living facility" back in
New York. Combine a struggling mathematician,
Hal, who sees Catherine's father as a genius and is
starting to see her as a love interest, and Catherine
finds herself in a difficult situation.

On the positive side, Catherine seems to be a
budding mathematician herself, only leaving
school because she had to take care of her father.
She also finds the beginnings of love with Hal ("I
thought you seemed…not boring."), trusting him
with a secret she has shared with no one else: the
proof from which the title of the play arises.

Unfortunately he thinks it’s her father's work. The
idea that she could have created the proof doesn't
fit into his scientific world, one run by a predomi-
nately male hierarchy. Worse yet, Claire doesn't
believe her either, as she thinks Catherine may
have inherited more than just her father's mathe-
matical ability.

The proof referred to in the title is a solution for
a mathematical problem. In actuality, there are sev-
eral things in need of proving in the play. Sanity,
genius, honesty, and love are all unknowns. Each
one needs to be determined, and each character
needs that proof to know what to do next. But how
do you prove your sanity when you think you are
going crazy? How can you prove your genius when
you don't have the education, or the chromosomes,
to be believed? How can you prove your honesty
when everyone doubts you? How can you prove

your love at all?
While David Auburn has won awards for his

script, Proof really succeeds here due to the strength
of the cast. In the lead role, Keira Naughton brings
Catherine to life, capturing the conflict between
intellect and madness. Her distant stare and biting
tone of voice bring out the isolated qualities of her
character. Meanwhile her vulnerability and longing
for friendship is readily apparent in the way she
moves around the other actors. As an actress, she is
also saddled with the most difficult dress changes
in the play as she is in every scene but one. As the
scenes do not take place in chronological order, this
is not as easy as it might seem. 

Striking in contrast is Susan Lynskey as Claire.
Never have two siblings seemed so dissimilar and
yet so surely from the same family. Her concern
and contempt are palpable in the way she speaks
and moves. Practical and standoffish, she feels she
is able to make better decisions than everyone else
even though she knows she is the least intellectual.
Michael Rudko puts in a solid performance in the
smallest role as Catherine's father. While limited in
number of scenes, the struggle of fatherhood,
genius, and madness come through in his actions
and words. Barnaby Carpenter takes on the some-
what one-dimensional role of Hal and does a fine
job in making us believe in him. Sometimes pauses
are more important than the lines, and he times
these pauses perfectly, filling them with expres-
sions we cannot help but understand. 

While Proof involves mathematics, it is truth-
fully more about people and their relationships. As
such, while you will get a little more out of it as a
math lover, the average audience member will still
find plenty to grab on to. So take my advice: take
advantage of the options available in entertain-
ment, get away from the screens, and delve into a
deeper dimension.

Proof is playing at the Kreeger, part of Arena
Stage in D.C., through Nov. 23, 2003.

AAddoopptt  AA  PPeett
TTooddaayy!!

Lacey is a 1½-year-old mixed border collie
and spaniel or setter. This playful and cuddly
girl is housetrained, crate-trained and gets
along with other dogs, cats and little kids. She
really would do best with another dog because
she is a very social girl. She is non-destructive
and not a barker.  She's very smart and easy
to teach.  If you would like to meet Lacey,
please call Heather at 202-550-0207. 

This week's Pets of the Week are Charlotte and Toby and Lacey.
They are currently in foster care, waiting for permanent homes.

Charlotte, Toby, and Lacey have many furry friends also
available for adoption.  For more details contact:

If you'd like to help out animals, but can't adopt a pet at this
time, consider volunteering. Check out the Washington Humane
Society's website, at www.washhumane.org/volunteer.htm, for a
list of volunteer opportunities.

Washington Humane Society
Shelter

7319 Georgia Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20012

12-4 pm, seven days a week
202-723-5730 (24 hours)

Charlotte and Toby are the cutest
pair you'd ever want to see. Little Toby
is only 8-weeks-old and his mom,
Charlotte, is just a young girl
herself.They want to find a home
together. Toby is your typical 8-week-
old kitten - he loves to play and explore
and get into everything! As he ages he
will mellow out a bit. If you'd like to
meet this special pair, please e-mail
cindy_81@hotmail.com. 

by Jackie Cohen, 4L
Inquiring Reporter

Note: As a service to the members of the Law Center community who do not
live in Gewirz, the Law Weekly from time to time provides an update on the rel-
evant goings-on. Some say they aren't true, but how do they know?

Sandra skips class for a whole week to avoid running into the
guy she hooked with after the EJF auction, while Dwight starts
bothering his friends to get them to split the cost of his purchases.
Brian asks the brightest people in his class to join his study group,
even though he has never spoken to them before.  Melissa is irked
when her scheme to talk to the hot guy from her floor fails because
he doesn’t come to her Halloween party.

In actuality, there are several
things in need of proving in
the play. Sanity, genius, hon-
esty, and love are all
unknowns. 

AS
GEWIRZ
STANDS



I think it is time that we as law stu-
dents address the new trend in law for-
mation and enforcement justification
based upon protecting individuals
against the threat of being offended. This
concern is particularly acute when
enforcing restrictive laws on the fringe of
society - concerning such things as
pornography and homosexuality. As
moral justification for enforcing these
laws loses popular support among most
Americans and the legal community,
some stubborn traditionalists have
changed their arguments to reflect the
new language of Political Correctness in
order to accomplish the same goal.
Where one would be prevented from
doing an act because society deemed it
wrong, now that act is wrong because
individuals in society may be offended
by seeing or hearing about your conduct. 

Political Correctness was introduced
in an effort to soothe race relations by
making Americans aware that certain
words were offensive to minorities.
Words like "African-American" and
"learning challenged" were thought to be
more accurate terms that would be less
offensive. Unfortunately, while the origi-
nal motives were benevolent, the con-
cept of Political Correctness has taken on
a life of itself. In effect, supporters are not
content with the limited changes that
were made to the English language.
Apparently there are many words that
are offensive that should be replaced in
society, especially schools, to prevent the

perpetuation of their further use. This is
where the concept of Political
Correctness leaves the realm of reason-
ably attempting to advance social accept-
ance of others by restricting offensive
terms to actively trying to strip the
English language of its multiple nuances
for uniform speech. There are issues
about the word "forefathers" as being too
paternalistic, "lady" and "gentleman" as
having class implications, and "niggard-
ly" sounds similar to a racial slur and
therefore must be banned, although it
means "grudging and petty in giving or
spending" and has nothing to do with
the similar sounding offensive word. I
don't think an entire series of words
should be struck because they might
have some unintended effect of hurting
someone's feelings.

Traditionalists find refuge within
the new realm of Political Correctness.
Whereas individuals previously had rec-
ognized positive rights, such as speech,
there has been a trend in counter-rights,
which often are equivalent to the right
from being offended. Many argue that
these counter-rights should  trump
established rights as a form of balancing
within society to prevent offenses.

To what extent is the government
required to regulate offensive actions,
and to what extreme will we allow a per-
son's personal freedoms to be infringed
to protect the sensibilities of others? Does
the litmus test rest on that which is dis-
approved by a majority? How large is
the geographical scope for this majority?

In defining the term "vulgar," the
Supreme Court decided it was that
which offends the sensibilities of an indi-

vidual community, thus leaving it up to
each city/local government to decide
what is offensive. Thus, something that
is accepted in one community is not nec-
essarily acceptable in another. The com-
munity definition of vulgar might be
appropriate to regulate over-amplified
sounds emitted from a tricked out car or
whether or not free spirits will be
allowed to be naked at a public beach.
These laws do not say "one cannot listen
to music" or "one cannot be naked at
home," but regulates the time, place, and
degree of these activities.

What about laws that declare every-
thing about the act is offensive and it
cannot be done at any time or in any
way? The problem with regulating
actions that offend is to determine who
they offend and how best to minimize
the offense. The best solution seems to be
that the "victim"/complainer just change
the channel, turn their head, or refrain
from asking questions.

If we do not allow recovery in tort
for plaintiffs who have been subject to
intentional offensive and rude com-
ments that hurt their feelings, then we,
surely, cannot create a set of laws that are
justified by protecting people's feelings
through prevention of incidental offen-
sive conduct. We should not expect peo-
ple to change or restrict their lives just
because they are different and that dif-
ference offends an outspoken part of the
community.

In this context, compare the recent
Supreme Court cases of Lawrence v. Texas
and United States v. American Library
Association. In the first, the Court seems
quite willing to throw out moral justifi-

cation for restrictive laws against homo-
sexuals, but embrace laws that protect
individual sensibilities from offensive
conduct at a library. In Lawrence, a law
criminalizing homosexual sodomy was
invalidated as a violation of freedoms
and was not a legitimate state interest. 

The same Court, though a different
majority, found in American Library
Association that protection of children
from access to pornography at a library
is a legitimate government interest.
While refraining from the word "offen-
sive," the Court justified its decision by
finding that obscene materials have been
previously banned by the Court.
Stevens, in his dissent, points out that the
federal law was also intended to "[pre-
vent] patrons from being unwillingly
exposed to patently offensive, sexually
explicit content." It seems apparent that
the Court rejects moral justification alone
as a legitimate state interest, but upholds
protection from offensive conduct.

How far could this argument go? If I
am I offended by your possession of a
handgun am I entitled to take that gun
away from you? There comes a point
when we must realize that Political
Correctness and concern for what
offends other people's sensibilities has
become so extreme that we are once
again indirectly discussing whether con-
duct is moral. We are clinging to the
notion that it is possible to make every-
one happy all the time. This is impossible
and the sooner we come to grips with
reality, the more uniform the protection
of our laws. An individual's freedoms
should not be void just because society is
offended by their conduct.

Nicholas C. Erickson

Many Americans are interested in
knowing how their government pro-
tects them from terrorism. This is my
personal experience of the means by
which the Bureau of Citizenship and
Immigration Services (BCIS), a part of
the Department of Homeland Security
(DHS), identifies and screens out
potential terrorists.

When I applied for my visa to the
U.S., my interviewer was a blind man
who relied on his colleagues to process
my paperwork into Braille before he
read it with his hand. He interviewed
people at a slower pace because he
relied on colleagues to enter informa-
tion and verify entries on the passport.
He asked me if I had ever been to
Indonesia. I said yes. He conferred
with his colleagues before pointing out
that it was not on my passport and I
told him it was 12 years ago when my
school made a trip to Bali. 

The Federal Register notices on
Special-Registration related regula-
tions are available at http://www.immi-
gration.gov/graphics/shared/lawenfor/spe-
cialreg/index.htm. There are 18 countries
identified whose nationals have to be
specially registered. I am a citizen of
Malaysia, which is not found on any
list. Nor is there any statutory law or
administrative rule in the Federal
Register that provide for special regis-
tration of people who have traveled to
Indonesia before.

The only legal reason for me being
compelled to undergo Special

Registration can be found in 8 U.S.C.
§1302 - On the Registration of Aliens,
which orders all aliens above the age of
fourteen and present for more than 30
days in the United States to register.
This law was declared constitutional in
Davidowitz v. Hines. Nonetheless, I
have found that in practice 8 U.S.C.
§1302 has been applied neither to
aliens from predominantly white
Christian lands like Australia, Canada
or Europe, nor to U.S. allies like Japan,
South Korea, Israel and Turkey. This
suggests that not all aliens are equally
dangerous in the eyes of the BCIS.
Unfortunately, Richard Reid is a citizen
of the U.K. and Zacarias Moussaoui of
France, so they would have escaped
Special Registration in any case.

After the interview, I was sent
home and waited until the security
check was completed before receiving
my visa, on which I was identified as
an individual who should be specially
registered (SR) at my port of entry in
the United States.

On my arrival at LAX, I was
instructed to register at the BCIS port-
of-arrival office. I waited for a long
time in the empty waiting room before
a doughnut-enhanced woman stag-
gered out and made a phone call where
she complained about personal prob-
lems with another workmate. She
eventually started processing my case
by taking me to a room with electronic
equipment where she conducted a cur-
sory interview interrupted by curses at
her mis-typing, problems with the soft-
ware, and unfamiliarity with the
equipment. In between all that she
made another two personal calls and

walked out of the room several times.
Over the course of several flights

only three individuals came to this
office - a blonde Canadian before me
and a Mexican after. Both had some
problems with their visa. It took over
an hour for me with less than ten min-
utes of official time and only the
Canadian in front who was quickly
processed. At no time were there any
barriers, physical or human, to stop me
from leaving the office.

One month after my arrival, I had
to attend another special registration.
Because of the unhelpful instructions
given by the BCIS, I arrived before 7
a.m. and wound up having to wait for
two hours in line behind 97 people to
receive a number. I was brusquely told
at the counter that gave out line num-
bers that SR people should go to Room
101 which was only labeled
"Information." I went to "Information"
where I waited in line again. There was
a very Anglo-looking clean-shaven
man (he said he was Lebanese) in front
of me; he had entered the U.S. on Apr.
30, long after Special Registration had
been made effective for Lebanese citi-
zens. It may have been due to his phys-
ical appearance, but he claimed the
immigration officials had not told him
anything so he had never performed
either the port-of-entry or the monthly
registration. When he did realize he
was required to perform both a port-of-
entry as well as a monthly registration,
he had come to this office, but the
woman who dealt with SR had gone
for the day so this was his second trip.
The BCIS officer at "Information" filled
out forms for us to give to the SR offi-

cer. The Lebanese man's form was
taken from the top of a pile of blank
forms and there was scratchwork in
red and blue pen on the back.

We were directed to Room 102, a
dirty room with torn chairs, badly
damaged carpet and a huge storage
box bound by metal rings in the back.
The offices were not numbered nor
labeled. When we inquired, the
woman in the only office with an open
door told us she was not sure if the
lady who deals with SR was in, or
whether she would be coming in. After
waiting for half an hour, the SR lady
did arrive. She interviewed the
Lebanese man in the a room with an
open door, and had to make some calls
to see if he should be arrested. He was
not. Then it was my turn. She did not
ask me many questions and basically
wanted me to confirm my address ver-
bally.

That is my experience on how the
BCIS identifies and monitors terror
threats. It interviews them with blind
people and waits for them to admit
having visited countries not found on
their passports. With minimal textual
support from published regulations, it
arbitrarily decides that certain disfa-
vored people deserve to be registered
and ignores the terrorist threat from
favored countries. The BCIS also does a
slipshod job of apprehending and reg-
istering 'terror threats' at the airport.
BCIS employees treat the post-arrival
SR procedures as an afterthought and
use official forms as paper for scratch-
work. I leave it to my schoolmates to
decide if the BCIS/ DHS do a good job
of identifying and stopping terrorists.

Chen Fong Goh
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To the editor-
Last Monday's article regarding the

Student Bar Association's decision to
continue offering pizza at its general
body meetings poorly frames the issue
of how the SBA spends its money, pits
student groups against the SBA, and is
inaccurate in at least three material
ways.

To begin, the SBA has always taken
great steps to ensure that students and
their organizations receive the greatest
financial benefit from the SBA's overall
budget as is possible. For example, the
SBA reduced the portion of its budget
that is traditionally earmarked for bring-
ing speakers/lecturers to campus by
$3,000 this year. We then shifted that
money to student organizations because
they collectively bring more speakers to
campus than the SBA does. We feel that
it is more efficient for student groups to
use that money. This $3,000 reduction in
the SBA's own expenses has enabled us
to fund student organizations at the
highest level in SBA history, despite the
fact that the size of our overall budget
has remained the same for the past two
years. Additionally, we meticulously
plan ahead and closely manage our
budget so that we can offer at least one
of our major events at an extremely dis-
counted rate for GULC students. In
short, we sincerely try not to withhold
any money for our own purposes than is
necessary.

Furthermore, the money allocated
to student organizations is separate
from the money that the SBA allocates
for covering its own operational expens-
es. The SBA has four major pools of
money: 1) operational, 2) evening stu-
dents' affairs, 3) the speakers fund, and
4) special events. The operational budg-
et is further divided into four sub-cate-
gories of money (in order of size, from
greatest to least): a) student organization
allocations, b) supplemental funding, c)
unity funding, and d) SBA operations.
The funds designated for SBA opera-
tions are kept separate from the funds
designated for allocations to student
organizations. Our primary operations-
type expenditures are for office supplies,
refills for the water cooler in Room 208
that exists as a service to the many stu-
dents who use the facilities there, emer-
gency expenditures, such as sympathy
mementos for the bereaved families of
faculty members or students, printing
costs, and any other costs associated
with running meetings-including the
cost of providing pizza, which brings
me to the first inaccuracy that must be
clarified.

To say that the SBA spends $2,000
annually for pizza at its general body
meetings is a misstatement. I admit - our
pizza costs are higher this year because
the size of our delegation has nearly
doubled. Nevertheless, we've never
spent $2,000 on pizza and my projec-
tions show that we won't cross that
threshold this year either. And, if you
did not know, the pizza is not just for
SBA delegates - it is there for any stu-
dent who comes to our meetings. In fact,
I will make an effort to make sure the
pizza is served in the atrium instead of
Room 205 when we have our next meet-
ing so the pizza is more accessible. We
welcome you: come for the pizza, stay
for the agenda.

Second, the article depicted a much
bleaker financial situation for student
organizations than presently exists.
Despite the claim that "many groups are

given $200 or less for the entire year," of
the 57 student groups that currently
receive SBA funding only five received
an allocation for $200 or less and many
of those five are new student organiza-
tions. The SBA's own bylaws bind the
Appropriations Committee, the body
within the SBA that distributes monies
to student organizations, to generally
limit initial allocations to new or newly
re-established organizations to $200. The
bylaws explicitly state that new "student
organizations will generally be limited
to $200 in initial funding in their first
and second semesters of eligibility for
SBA funds." However, like all organiza-
tions, new student organizations are eli-
gible for Supplemental and Unity fund-
ing and oftentimes will accumulate
additional funding through those
processes over the course of a school
year.

Last, adding up the allocations cur-
rently given to the student organizations
that have received the five highest allo-
cations totals less than $40,000, though
last week's article would have readers
believe otherwise. In fact, each of the five
groups that have received the largest
allocations over the past three years
actually received lower allocations this
year because the appropriations com-
mittee felt it important to spread the
wealth among all student organizations
more equitably. Another statistic that
last week's article did not mention is that
nearly half of all student organizations
receive base allocations of $1,000 or
more; and, once Supplemental and
Unity funding is taken into account,
over half of all student groups receive
more than $1,000 in funding annually.

I have always appreciated that the
good people at the Law Weekly make
coverage of SBA General Body meetings
a priority, and I look forward to contin-
uing a productive relationship with the
Law Weekly. However, I, as the financial
guardian of both the SBA and student
organizations on this campus, could not
stand by idly without clarifying some of
the misconceptions surrounding the
pizza issue. Student organization fund-
ing at Georgetown is far superior to that
at other law schools. That does not mean
that there is no room for improvement.
The appropriations process is an evolv-
ing one and I pledge to do all I can to
help further that evolution and to push
the process in a positive direction. I
encourage any student who has ques-
tions or who wants to discuss the issue
further to e-mail the SBA at sba@bull-
dog.georgetown.edu. And of course, as
always, SBA meetings are open and wel-
come to the entire campus. Please feel
free to attend.

-Fentrice D. Driskell, SBA Treasurer

To the editor-
Shame on the editors of the Law

Weekly for this week’s headline, "SBA
keeps pizza instead of raising group
budgets." This headline was inflamma-
tory to the point of irresponsibility and
was not reflective of either the totality of
the issues involved or the more balanced
account of the issues provided by the
article.

The editors of the Law Weekly obvi-
ously knew the importance of the SBA
refreshment issue. A managing editor,
Mr. Leighton, was assigned to cover the
SBA general meeting and the article was
given the full "front page, above the
fold" treatment. It is a shame that such
care was not taken in developing the
headline.

While I do feel the article is more
balanced, some additional explanation
of the issue is necessary for the student

body to better understand the refresh-
ment issue as a whole:

On its face, the estimated $2,000 cost
for providing refreshments may seem
excessive. However, as Mr. Leighton
correctly pointed out, the food and drink
provided is not only for the elected and
appointed SBA representative, they are
for every member of the SBA, i.e.: every
member of the student body. Since the
SBA is such a large group and has such
an important mission, it is only fair that
their refreshment budget be reflective of
their size and inclusiveness.

Groups are funded based on a "zero
based budget" approach in a process
that begins in the spring. Student organ-
ization treasurers must submit a budget
outlining expected expenses for the fol-
lowing school year. The Appropriations
Committee of the SBA then makes rec-
ommendations as to funding. These rec-
ommendations are based on the active
membership of the organization as well
as the type and inclusiveness of the
events that will be funded. More money
is available for groups through supple-
mental funding as well as through the
SBA's Unity Fund. The article makes no
mention of the debate regarding the pro-
posed amendment identifying any
group which has failed to receive fund-
ing due to high SBA costs. It seems that
this is an issue in search of a problem.

Before I took my leave of absence to
go back to sea, I was a Section 7 SBA del-
egate in 1999 and SBA Evening Vice
President in 2000 and 2001. In the
1999/2000 school year,  the SBA budget
process was a mess. Organizations were
not required to keep accurate records,
and quite often, organizations blew
through their allocated funding. This
required the SBA and Office of Student
Affairs to cover the deficit. The SBA
tightened the process, started the "zero
based" budgeting, and penalized groups
that could not stay on budget. This dra-
matically improved the fairness of the
budget process for all organizations and
created a surplus of funding for the SBA.
The SBA saved so much money through
this elimination of waste, that the SBA
was able to develop the Unity Fund, add
to the supplemental funding budget,
and fund a new school-wide event, the
“Float.” During the next budget process,
it became apparent that this surplus
would be realized again the following
year and in Fall 2001, the "Float" became
the "Fall Float" and a tradition of a fall
and spring (Barrister's Ball) SBA spon-
sored event was born. A debate on stu-
dent organization funding is incomplete
without this understanding of SBA sub-
sidization of the Fall Float and Barrister's
Ball.

At first glance, the expense of pur-
chasing refreshments for the SBA may
seem egregious, but nothing is ever as it
seems at first glance. A few weeks back,
the Law Weekly ran a glowing article
regarding the "Fall Float,, but much
more money is spent subsidizing that
event than is spent buying pizzas. For
the Law Weekly to be consistent, perhaps
next year the headline for the "Fall Float"
article should read, "SBA buys beer
instead of raising group budgets"? Of
course, that would be ridiculously
unfair and incomplete, just as the head-
line and content of this weeks article
was. 

-Matt Fay, 3L 

To the editor-
I am a previous treasurer and mem-

ber of Outlaw. I speak, however, only
for my own views. The Outlaw board
worked hard last year to expand
Outlaw's role on the campus. We were

able to receive additional funding for
these efforts but we were also told, like
many other student groups, that we
would not be able to receive funding for
our full request. In the end, we received
approximately $900. Though some of
our money did go to refreshments for
the group, I was dismayed at the knowl-
edge that the SBA's pizza budget alone
more than doubled our entire allotment.
Though I understand that SBA member-
ship is a huge commitment, much of that
commitment is rewarded through the
boost being a member of SBA gives to
your career - boosts that most other stu-
dent organizations do not receive. This,
in my opinion, is reward enough for
SBA participation. Secondly, the SBA
makes the pizza appropriation decision
for themselves without oversight. If
Outlaw, which has an official member-
ship of over 50 people, requested $150
per meeting for pizza we would be
denied this request. Though it has been
argued that SBA is being singled out
because all organizations have it within
their discretion to spend their allotted
funds on refreshments, the SBA controls
how much that amount may be. I would
have no problem with SBA's pizza
budget if that budget was divided per
member and each student group was
given a proportional amount of money
to feed its membership. This would, of
course, bankrupt the SBA, or at least
would require a real shuffling of their
funds. Yet the SBA's choice to feed their
members at each and every meeting
while keeping a close hold on the funds
for other organizations comes across as
unfairly favoring the organization that
controls the money.

-Deva Kyle, 3L

To the editor- 
Earlier this semester, the American

Constitution Society invited U.S. Senator
Dick Durbin to give their annual
keynote address. Last week, Dick
Durbin voted against stopping the
$3,400 Senate pay hike. The people of
Illinois gave him the opportunity to pro-
mote culture, improve education, fight
poverty, help the homeless, or even cut
taxes, and he chose to help himself to a
raise. But really, why should that sur-
prise us? The following 2L representa-
tives, Sherene Ogilvie, Derron Parks,
Luce Remy, and Ramona Tumber, were
given a very similar opportunity  to pro-
mote the cultural richness and academic
vitality of the GULC community by
funding the varied and fantastic student
activity groups, or maybe even return-
ing our money. Instead, they chose to
deny the SBA resolution. Their accom-
plices in shooting down the bold anti-
pizza-procuring proposal were Leah
Schmelzer, James Wallace, Clark Walton
and Allison Young - 2Ls in leadership
positions within the SBA, each of whom
also voted “no.” Furthermore, Meredith
Simmons didn’t even bother to show up
to vote, while Alex Stern doesn't seem to
have been able to make up his mind. I
am ashamed that these 2L representa-
tives would pass up the opportunity to
increase funding for our student groups,
that promote public service, sing or
dance, debate conservative issues,
debate progressive issues, go bowling,
play chess, put on plays, or work for the
Innocence Project. Not unlike Dick
Durbin and Illinois, these 2L representa-
tives enjoy it when our outstanding
campus is praised. And not unlike Dick
Durbin and his $3,400 pay raise, these 2L
representatives still think they can have
their pizza and eat it too.

-Umung Varma, 2L
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The inherent difficulty in accurately
assessing a president's foreign policy is
that there is no objective standard from
which to measure. Each president inher-
its a unique global context. Although this
makes the task at hand more difficult for
the discerning observer, it does not make
it impossible. The challenge requires, I
believe, a carefully calibrated analysis of
the individual circumstances of each
regional situation, the strategy decided
upon, the effectiveness with which that
strategy is pursued, the local result as
measured in both absolute and relative
terms, and the larger global impact. 

After three years in office, and with
the presidential primary season rapidly
approaching, it is high time to review the
regional elements of the Bush adminis-
tration's foreign policy in order to draw
conclusions about the efficacy of the
whole. To review three years of foreign
affairs in the space of one column natu-
rally necessitates an uncomfortable
degree of over-simplification and editing
- I am not including Iraq, for example,
because the administration's failures
there are self-evident and well publi-
cized. And yet, I believe that the benefits
of a holistic foreign policy analysis out-
weigh the weaknesses innate to such a
cursory review. 

Afghanistan - Although initially seen
as a success because of the speed with
which U.S. forces defeated the Taliban,
the war failed to achieve its primary
objective and the subsequent occupation
has been woefully mismanaged. The pri-
mary objective of the war was to destroy
al Qaeda following the attacks of Sept.
11, 2001. The secondary objective was to
displace the Taliban regime that had
given al Qaeda safe haven and replace it
with a stable democratic regime. 

Surprisingly, both the Bush admin-
istration and Gen. Tommy Franks
thought they could do both on the cheap
with a strategy of paying local warlords
to do much of the dirty work. Although
this nominally worked for the secondary
objective, it did not for the first. The strat-
egy came entirely undone in the battle
for Tora Bora in which Osama Bin Laden
and 1,000 al Qaeda fighters were isolated
and vulnerable on a single mountaintop.
Instead of committing as many U.S.
ground forces as might possibly be nec-
essary to guarantee victory, Gen. Franks
relied on a combination of Afghan mer-
cenaries and airpower. Consequently,
the single greatest opportunity of the
war was squandered as Bin Laden and
his key lieutenants were allowed to
escape with minimal casualties. 

Empowering local warlords as U.S.
partners has also undermined the
authority of the new Afghan govern-
ment of President Hamid Karzai. The
provinces are now as fragmented as
ever, and after two years in which the
local warlords have solidified their
power, there is little chance that any cen-
tral authority will be able to displace
them in the near future. 

North Korea - The primary preoccu-
pation of the Bush presidency in East
Asia has been to thwart North Korea's
nuclear ambitions. Both South Korea
and the Clinton administration had pre-
viously embraced the "Sunshine Policy"
of attempting to moderate the North
with confidence-building initiatives. 

The Bush administration came into
office highly skeptical of this approach

and scrapped it immediately. There was
legitimate cause for concern. The North
was neither reciprocating friendly ges-
tures nor moderating its most dangerous
policies. Unfortunately, the Bush admin-
istration did not have a coherent policy
alternative to replace "Sunshine." Some
argued that the U.S. should work to
destabilize and bring down the regime
of Kim Jong Il; others made the case for
tough-minded engagement.

Three years into his tenure,
President Bush continues to waiver
between the two options. Recently, the
administration has attempted to reen-
gage the North, but there is no indication
that Secretary Powell has mustered sup-
port for the kind of teeth-clenching con-
cessions that will be necessary to achieve
an effective nuclear moratorium. 

Russia - Bush made an early decision
to develop a close strategic partnership
with Russia and his counterpart,
President Vladimir Putin. From the out-
set, this relationship has been all fluff
and no substance. For example, Bush
unilaterally pulled out of the ABM treaty
despite strong Russian objections; and
Russia continues to build a nuclear
"power" plant in Iran despite strong U.S.
objections. Unfortunately, the friendship
has served to blind Bush to very danger-
ous developments in Moscow.

The fledgling state of democracy
and the rule of law in Russia have nearly
collapsed under Putin's iron fist. The
country is almost entirely run by former
KGB agents who use oppressive tactics
to get their way against any political
opposition and the press. Every inde-
pendent national television network has
been closed or nationalized in the last
four years, and those local media outlets
that have not been shut down under-
stand that they must toe the party line or
else. The freelance abuse of judicial
power has created widespread corrup-
tion where enemies can be destroyed or
money extorted with ease. In short, the
difficult gains made during the 1990s on
Russia's road to liberal democracy have
been entirely reversed and then some. 

The United States has a hugely
important long-term national interest in
preventing Russia from degenerating
back into a corrupt authoritarian state.
Indeed, keeping Russia on the right path
should be the primary focus of the
Russo-American relationship. And yet,
Bush seems to value his personal rela-
tionship with Putin so much that he has
been unwilling to criticize any anti-dem-
ocratic developments. Bush's silence has
been nothing short of grossly shortsight-
ed. Ten years from now we will look
back upon this time and know exactly
why and how the community of liberal
democracies lost Russia. 

Europe - Although the U.S. reputa-
tion in Europe has hit its historic low,
Bush has been right in supporting
NATO and EU expansion. As Zbigniew
Brzezinski says, it is essential that the
United States unflinchingly support the
expansion of the core zone of democrat-
ic peace and stability in the world. The
NATO alliance may be diluted in mili-
tary effectiveness, but this is more than
made up for in political gains. 

The tension in transatlantic relations
is primarily a function of exogenous pol-
icy differences. The Bush administration,
Jacques Chirac, Gerhard Schroeder, and
Tony Blair disagree on Kyoto, ABM,
ICC, Iraq, and trade disputes like steel
and banana tariffs. There is no silver bul-
let, but a first step to improving relations
would be to recognize how important

these issues are across Europe. 
The administration has handled all

of these issues with unnecessarily rough
diplomacy. Instead of retreating from
the Kyoto Treaty or the International
Criminal Court, wise diplomacy mili-
tates that the U.S. put forth alternatives
and negotiate. This won't work in every
case, but at the very least it is essential to
create the impression that the U.S. takes
the concerns of its allies seriously - after
all, they're the only friends we've got. 

Latin America - For a president who
promised to refocus U.S. attention on
Latin America, Bush has done a shock-
ingly poor job at managing relations
with our southern neighbors. Not only
have critical issues been badly mishan-
dled, in many respects the region has
simply been ignored.

And it's not as if nothing is happen-
ing down there. Since Bush took office,
there have been massive political and
economic crises in Colombia, Venezuela,
Argentina, Bolivia, and Brazil. Most glar-
ingly, Bush has dropped the ball with his
close friend President Vicente Fox of
Mexico. Fox staked a great deal of politi-
cal capital on his relationship with Bush
but Bush never made a good faith effort
to work on the issues most important to
Fox, namely immigration reform. 

Big Picture - How could a foreign
policy team with more experience and
higher expectations than any in recent
memory find itself in such a hole? The
basic answer has at least two parts, one
procedural and one substantive.

Procedurally, the president and his
national security adviser seem incapable
of either finding or enforcing policy con-
sensus. This is the result of having such
powerful policy lieutenants (Powell,
Rumsfeld, and Cheney) and such weak
policy coordinator/enforcers (Bush and
Rice). The team does not function well
because the most important components
are often working at cross-purposes.

Substantively, there is a lot to be
said, but much of the Bush administra-
tion's failures can be summed up as not
attending to the fundamentals of diplo-
macy. The Bush foreign policy team is
single-minded and abrasive. The presi-
dent has focused on the "War on
Terrorism" to the exclusion of all second-
ary foreign policy priorities.
Consequently, the priorities that have
been dropped involve the basic local and
global interests of our erstwhile allies
and friends (immigration reform, peace
in the Middle East, a global environmen-
tal accord, etc.). Is it any surprise that
many states now spurn our pleas for
help? History will judge the Bush
administration's foreign policy poorly.
His vaunted national security team was
dealt a tough hand - Sept. 11 plus a
growing anti-American backlash - but
they have played that hand badly and
should be judged accordingly. 
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In reference to last week’s com-
mentary, “Investigating the chaotic
American prison society,” by Steve
Kalogeras, 1L, please note that Father
John Geoghan was in protective cus-
tody at the time of his murder. Also, a
section was inadverently deleted that
covered the question of how America
can justify the increasing use of prisons
in light of their profound violence and
humiliation. Please reconsider the arti-
cle with those corrections.

Correction



Before I get to the heart of this week's
column, props must first be given where
props are due. Everyone needs to thank
Maggie Finzen, Tara Marshall, Gayle
Horwitz and the whole EJF crew for the
incredible time last Thursday night.
Group, your tireless efforts paid off as
proven not only by the pure enjoyment
experienced by everyone who attended
the live auction, but also by the more
than $40,000 raised for the Equal Justice
Foundation. I don't know about the rest
of you, but it did my soul good to see
everyone having such a good-natured
raucous time. This event bordered on

red-blooded American hedonism at its
best. Dare I say that Georgetown Law
students are able to put their somber
shells to one side and enjoy stuff like this?

In all seriousness though, we are
approaching Thanksgiving, and I think
we should all stop and give thanks and
reflect on how lucky we are to be going
to a school like this where events like the
EJF live auction can occur. Actually,
"occur" is too soft of a word - let's go with
flourish. Let's review the highlights of
last Thursday night: Gottesman's cos-
tume, Pablo Molina's tie, promises of a
tempting mix of skin, food, and alcohol,
and some guy in a blue sweater tearing
through his life's savings. I'm not sure
about the accuracy about this next state-
ment, but since the newspaper's objectiv-
ity and relative truthfulness are already
doubted I might as well have some fun
with it - other law schools do not do this.
Other law schools do not get professors
downing bourbon on stage. Other law
schools do not get to chant their profes-
sors' names in anticipation of his auction-
eering. Other law schools do not attempt
to get another $50 out of our pockets by
promising a professor will show off her
amazing washboard abs that you could
grate cheese on if we shell out. This just
in - this is the Georgetown community
everyone always talks about. This is the
Georgetown family that sets us apart.
Know it, love it.

However, even the most well mean-
ing family can fall into squabbles some-
times. But I would be lying if I said this
wasn't one I was looking for, even beg-
ging for. I wrote a few weeks back how I
was looking for something big to end my
term as Law Weekly Editor-in-Chief. Who
knew it would have come out of a seem-
ingly innocent article by Mark Leighton
on the latest SBA meeting?

I'm honestly still trying to figure out
what the big deal is here, and I was more
than willing to sit on the sidelines and
watch this one blow through like a
California brush fire, but then some way
off-base criticisms were leveled our way.
As has been pointed out to me way too
many times in the past week, I have a lot
of duties as Editor-in-Chief that, appar-
ently, I am letting go unfulfilled. Please,
for your own sake, no one ever attempt

to tell me what journalistic integrity or
my duty as Law Weekly Editor-in-Chief
requires me to do. And, for the love of
Bob Woodward, don't even make sug-
gestions as to how I should run the
newspaper. However, one of the duties
of the Editor-in-Chief that I know and
love is to defend his writers, editors, and
newspaper in the face of baseless accusa-
tions, and these claims have flown too
often in the past week without an ade-
quate response.

I'm going to do my best to divide this
into the two issues I see on the table.
Even after three years of law school,
including a stint in the ever-hazy Section
Three, I am able and willing to draw
black lines. Let's begin with what the arti-
cle was actually about. Simply put, Mark

went to the last SBA meeting, noted what
he thought were the highlights, and
wrote the article. The important aspect of
the last meeting was clearly the now-con-
troversial resolution that you can read all
about elsewhere in this issue. Mark
wrote down quotes, noted the procedur-
al aspects, and unquestionably presented
an objective accounting of what went on
at the meeting. This is what the article is
about, and even after I have been
approached with stories of what "actual-
ly" happened at the meeting, I am con-
vinced that Mark's accounting of the
meeting is an accurate and fair portrayal
of what went on there. I've known Mark
for three years and not once has he ever
given me a reason to doubt his integrity
or character, and he still hasn't. If Mark
wanted to introduce a hint of subjectivity
into the article, he would have praised
the SBA for denying the resolution
because he didn't agree with it in the first
place - kudos to him for putting his feel-
ings to one side and producing an objec-
tive article.

What the article is not about is the
appropriations process. I have nothing
but love for Fentrice, SBA Treasurer, and
the hell she goes though trying to fairly
divvy up the limited funds given to the
SBA to delegate to the many student
groups on campus. Of course, hard deci-
sions have to be made and I don't think
there is any accusation here that any of
those decisions made by her or the
Appropriations Committee should have
gone the other way. They undoubtedly
do the best they can with what they've
got, and it is a job that gets no love even
when a perfectly fair budget is put
together. We all need to be careful and
separate what is really at issue here - be
careful where you direct your criticisms.
The Treasurer and the Appropriations
Committee do not deserve any flack for
the budgeting decisions made long ago.
The real issue here is that a proposal was
put before the SBA to grow the overall
pie for student groups, and the SBA
voted to forego that opportunity. If the
resolution had passed, the money would
have passed back into Fentrice's capable
hands to divide among wanting student
groups. But it is clear that this is not what
the article was about, and it was not sup-

posed to be about. Mark went to the
meeting and reported what went on
there - end of story.

What I find particularly amusing is
the criticisms of our headlines, pull
quotes, and the decision to publish the
roll call vote in the first place. The front-
page headline accurately reflected the
language of the resolution and the deci-
sion of the SBA to reject it. The inside
headline again objectively reflected the
SBA's decision. Pull quotes are always
meant to highlight the most relevant
parts of the article and the ones I chose
did so. The one thing I'm willing to slide
on a bit here is the characterization that
many groups go with only a $200 budg-
et. We have our numbers, the SBA has
theirs and we view the numbers differ-
ently even though they are probably the
same numbers. "Many" may have been
too strong of a word, but I'm not exactly
sorry we chose to use it.

What I find hilarious are criticisms of
my decision to publish the roll call vote
on half a page of the issue. Believe me, I
was not hurting trying to make up for
space that would have otherwise gone
empty. I received angry e-mails from
various student groups wondering
where the hell their ads were, but they
also expressed gratitude for having seen
what was there instead. It was actually
suggested to me that I could have made
the results smaller. I will not even digni-
fy that with a response - as was suggest-
ed by Avedis, we could well have run
them on a full page. It was suggested that
I was purposely trying to draw attention
to the results by making them so big.
First, remember that I'm also going for
style points here and they looked good
that way, but second, they're in the
newspaper! Of course I was trying to
draw attention to them! They're impor-
tant, and people deserve to know so they
can be informed enough to draw their
own conclusions. The decision to publish
the result of the roll call vote was mine
and mine alone. As far as I know, the
results are a matter of public record. The
results reflect objective fact - there is no
possible spin I could put on them.

Where I draw the line is with the sec-
ond issue that has come up because of
this article. Within 24 hours of the news-
paper coming out last Monday, I or my
staff received e-mails or comments from
various SBA members which include the
following outright lies: Alaina Dartt, SBA
Chief of Staff and Law Weekly co-News
Editor, abused her position with the Law
Weekly to get the story published; the
result of the roll call vote was published
solely to make the SBA look bad; Alaina

had unsavory ulterior motives to pro-
pose the resolution. Ye gods. I'm not sure
where to even start with this. The facts
are this - Alaina's character is above
reproach and I am extremely bothered
that anyone would suggest anything to

the contrary. The same goes for Mark.
Alaina had no part in editing that article,
and the fact she is on our Board detracts
in no way from the overall objectivity of
the article. The very suggestion is insane
and really, more than anything else,
speaks to how rattled some SBA mem-
bers are by this article. This article, and
the decision to publish the roll call
results, was certainly not the result of a
deep conspiracy on the part of Mark and
Alaina, unless there is something they
would like to tell me. What this stinks of
is that certain SBA members got a taste of
accountability and they don't like it, so
instead of owning up to how they voted
they're coming after us instead. If people
keep coming after Mark and Alaina I will
defend them, and unfortunately their
attackers do not get the back page of the
newspaper reserved for them every
week. I do.

I find it very interesting that, to my
knowledge, we have only received criti-
cisms of our objectivity from SBA mem-
bers. The majority of the comments I
have heard were actually supportive of
the article and grateful to find out who
voted which way in the roll call vote. I
would very much like to say that, in the
view that clearly the number of the posi-
tives here outweigh the negatives, we
did something good with the article and
the roll call vote. However, as far as the
editorial board and I are concerned, there
is no good or bad here, no right or wrong.
We simply reported the results of the
meeting, as it is our duty to do. Everyone
knows that I am about one thing above
all others - accountability. It has long
been the duty of the media, in many dif-
ferent times and cultures, to hold organi-
zational bodies accountable for their
actions by simply reporting the objective
facts to various constituencies. This is the
power of the media, and this is why we
are the most influential group on cam-
pus. Look at what we did with just one
article, and it wasn't even intended to be
inflammatory. We were just doing our
job and there was no ill will meant
towards the SBA.

Of course, not everything coming
out of this is bad. Accountability not only
includes responsibility for failure but
also praise for success. I would like to
publicly point out that SBA President
Nathan Headrick and Day Vice-
President James Bond have handled this
exactly how it should be handled. In
James' words, this is part of the territory.
They have not tried to pass the blame to
the Law Weekly for the resolution, and
they are more than willing to field any
questions or offer any explanations

requested. They will answer to their con-
stituents. This is what responsible politi-
cians do, and this, if anything, is the les-
son we should all take out of this situa-
tion.

Mass Appeal
Jon Massimino

Money and pizza are the roots of all evil at GULC
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However, one of the duties of the Editor-in-
Chief that I know and love is to defend his
writers, editors, and newspaper in the face of
baseless accusations, and these claims have
flown too often in the past week without an
adequate response.

In James' words, this is part of the territory.
They have not tried to pass the blame to the
Law Weekly for the resolution, and they are
more than willing to field any questions or
offer any explanations requested. They will
answer to their constituents. This is what
responsible politicians do, and this, if any-
thing, is the lesson we should all take out of
this situation.




