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Professor
Chused
receives
Fulbright
Grant
by Michael Palisano, 1L
Law Weekly

One of the Law Center's own
has brought home the equivalent of
an academic gold medal in the form
of a Fulbright Grant to bring his
expertise to Israel.
Professor Richard Chused
teaches Property and Intellectual
Property Courses at the Law Center
as well as a seminar on Gender and
the Law, a topic on which he is an
internationally recognized expert.
Chused received a coveted
Fulbright Grant from the U.S. State
Department to teach at Hebrew
University in Jerusalem from
October of this year until January,
2005. According to the Law Center's
website,
while
at
Hebrew
University, Chused will conduct
seminars on comparative copyright
See CHUSED HONORED, page 3
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Barristers’ Ball tickets: get them fast!
by Jenny Cieplak, 2L
Law Weekly

This Saturday the yearly “Law
School Prom,” the Barristers' Ball, will
be held in downtown Washington,
D.C. This is an event that is looked
forward to by many students (this
writer purchased her dress in late
July). However, not all GULC students will be attending.
Only 600 tickets were originally
made available for the event this year.
This is an increase from the number of
tickets that were originally planned
for this year. When last year's dance
sold out, more tickets were added
because an extra room was procured.
However, because of last year's
intense demand, this year the SBA
had already reserved the largest room
in the hotel. Although it was anticipated that no new tickets would be
sold, the SBA will sell a few tickets
this week.
On Tuesday, February 24th starting at 9 a.m., 100 additional tickets
will be sold to graduating students
(i.e. 4Es, 3Ls, and LL.M. ) in front of
the chapel area. Only two tickets will
be sold at a time. On Wednesday,
February 25th starting at 9 a.m. 50
additional tickets will be sold to any
law center student.
Last year the dance sold out in
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SBA Vice-President James Bond explains the ticket situation to disgruntled students.

two weeks. But this year, remembering the sellout, students lined up to
buy tickets on the first two days of the
sale, and within those two days the
event had sold out. Many day students were lured in on the third day
with the promise that tickets which
had been reserved for evening students would be freed up for day students, but in fact evening student
tickets sold out within about an hour.
Many students expressed disap-

pointment with not being able to
attend this once-a-year event.
Evening students had looked forward
to mingling with day students, a
chance they don't often get because
they are in class during most other
evening events. Day students who
had lined up on Thursday morning to
purchase the elusive leftover evening
student tickets were also disgruntled
See BARRISTERS’ BALL, page 5

Federalist Society honors Thornburgh Space panel
debates
mission
to Mars

by Mark Leighton, 3L
Law Weekly

The Law Center’s chapter of the
Federalist Society for Law and Policy
gave its first annual Lifetime
Achievement Award last Wednesday
to former Attorney General Richard
Thornburgh. Thornburgh also presented the keynote address on “The
Case for Civil Justice Reform.”
Thornburgh served as Attorney
General under Presidents Ronald
Reagan and George H.W. Bush. He
also was elected to two terms as governor of Pennsylvania.
The ceremonies began with Barry
Schiffman, 3L, former President of
the Law Center’s Federalist Society,
introducing the speakers. He then
turned the podium over to Professor
Viet Dinh. Dinh spoke of his and
Thornburgh’s common experience of
having worked in the Justice
Department and their shared outlook
on the role of law in society.
Thornburgh then rose to deliver

by Avedis H. Seferian, 3L
Law Weekly
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Barry Schiffman, 3L, gives the Federalist Society’s Lifetime Achievement Award
to former Attorney General Richard Thornburgh.

his address. He began by joking that
he had been hesitant to attend
because he had been “agonizing over
the bastion of liberalism that law
schools have become.” But he complimented the Federalist Society for
bring the “intellectual firepower”
needed to counteract those tenden-

Meditation: Taking Time to
Breath
Page 6

cies. He praised the Society’s dedication to the principles of “limited government, separation of powers, the
rule of law, and individual freedom.”

See THORNBURGH, page 3
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Last Tuesday, the Law Center's
Space Law Group hosted a former
astronaut,
a
communications
lawyer, a political analyst, a professor and a think-tank director for an
evening of vigorous discussion over
the feasibility and desirability of
President Bush's call to return to the
moon and put a man on Mars.
The panel was moderated by
Jim Dunstan, L'83, a partner at
Garvey Schubert Barer and a specialist in communication law.
Dunstan founded the Space Law
Group along with Georgetown's
See SPACE LAW, page 4
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Woolsey to Speak at
Inaugural CNS Event
Former CIA Director James
Woolsey will speak at the inaugural
event of the Georgetown Law
Committee on National Security at 7
p.m., Wednesday Feb. 25 in the Moot
Courtroom. His speech is entitled "The
Long War of the 21st Century: How
We Must Fight It." The event is open to
the entire Georgetown community. A
reception will follow the presentation.

Have Lunch with SALSA
and Outlaw
Outlaw, SALSA and OCS invite
you to a brown bag lunch with
Praveen Fernandez, Tuesday, Feb. 24,
12:30-2, Gewirz room 109.
Praveen Fernandes is a Public
Policy Advocate with the Human
Rights Campaign, where he works on
issues relating to HIV/AIDS, LGBT
health, sex education, same-sex marriage, and judicial nominations.
Praveen has a J.D. from the University
of North Carolina College of Law, an
M.P.H. from the University of North
Carolina School of Public Health, and
a B.A. (in Biomedical Ethics) from
Brown University. Before working for
the Human Rights Campaign, Praveen
practiced health care law with the law
firm of Ropes & Gray, LLP. Praveen
has also worked for the Senate Labor
Committee (under Senator Edward M.
Kennedy) and the President's
Advisory Committee on Human
Radiation Experiments (an ethics committee that served as a precursor to the
National
Bioethics
Advisory
Committee).
The lunch will include a free flowing Q&A with Praveen about being
out in the workplace, being a minority
in different work settings and his transition from big firm to public interest
practice.
Pizza and refreshments provided!

Planning to Practice Law in
D.C.?
Did you know there are 42 significant differences between the D.C. and
ABA Model Rules of Professional
Conduct? The D.C. Bar Ethics
Committee Presentation will teach you
what you need to know to avoid ethics
violations and disbarment. If you plan
to practice in D.C., this presentation is
a must! Wednesday, Feb. 25 at 4 p.m.
in Room 205. Sponsored by Phi Delta
Phi.

Beaudry Competition
Be a part of Georgetown's winning tradition. Packet sales take place
Feb. 16 - Feb. 25 at the tables on the
first floor of McDonough Hall. The
competition packet, available for $20,
will be posted for download on
March 1. The appellate brief deadline
is March 16. Oral argument is sched-
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uled for early April, with dates to be
announced. Buy your packet early to
avoid the last minute rush. Act now
to join the prestigious Appellate
Division of the Barristers' Council,
and hone the skills that help make the
law. Direct questions to
barristers@law.georgetown.edu.

Evening Student Happy Hour
Student Affairs and the SBA are
sponsoring a reception on the 2nd
floor atrium on Friday, Feb. 27 from
7:45 - 9:30 p.m. The semester is halfway over. Before everything starts to
speed up toward finals unwind a little
and toast the end of the week on
Student Affairs and the SBA. All
evening students are invited to attend.
Appetizers, beer and non-alcoholic
beverages will be served.

Free Pancakes
First Trinity Lutheran Church
would like to invite all Georgetown
Law Students to a free Pancake
Breakfast on Tuesday, Feb. 24 from 7
to 9:30 a.m. Use the opportunity to fill
up before you go to class. The Church
is located at the corner of 4th and E
Streets, N.W. Call (202) 737-4859 for
more details.

Sunday Mass will be celebrated in
the Chapel at 11 a.m. and 5 p.m.
Masses will continue to be held daily
at 12:15 p.m. and Mondays and
Wednesdays at 5 p.m. in the Chapel.

clinics, please join the clinical faculty at
one of the two Clinic Town Meetings on
March 3 at 3:30 p.m. and 8 p.m. in the
Moot Courtroom. Representatives from
each of the clinics will also be available
to answer questions at the Clinic
Party/Q&A on March 17 from 4-6 p.m.,
in the third floor atrium.

Hear ABA President
Dennis Archer

Concerned about Law
Center Birth Control Policy?

The Georgetown Journal of Legal
Ethics presents ABA President Dennis
Archer at its annual symposium on
Feb. 23, 9:15 a.m., on the Twelfth Floor
of Gewirz Student Center. The symposium, which was originally scheduled
for Jan. 27, will address the ability of
low-income Americans to obtain quality legal services.
Archer, who is the first AfricanAmerican to lead the ABA, will discuss the responsibility of lawyers to
address the legal needs of the poor as
well as pro bono and other forms of
legal services. Prior to becoming
President of the ABA, Archer also
served as the Mayor of Detroit,
Michigan.

Many students come to GULC
unaware of how the school's Catholic
affiliation will influence their lives.
Georgetown's contraceptive policies,
unfortunately, remain a clear example
of how students often lack clear information about how this religious affiliation can impact their lives.
The SBA will be voting on a resolution calling on GU Health Insurance
office to disclose the fact that the
Georgetown health insurance plan
does not cover reproductive services,
including prescription contraception,
in the letter going out to accepted students that explains their health care
options.
Come this Monday, Feb. 23 at 9
p.m. in Room 201 to show your support!!! Please contact Adriana Kertzer
at ak239@law.georgetown.edu if you
have any questions.

Mass Schedule
Cheap Books! Free Beer!
The Environmental Law Forum
would like to invite you to this
semester's Swap & Sale, Wednesday
Feb. 25 from 3:30 - 5 p.m. in the cafeteria. The Swap & Sale gives law students a chance to buy, sell, and barter
used textbooks and study guides.
Plan on bringing books early, or
donate books to ELF in the bin outside room 208-E.
Skip the keg line with your own
ELF Discount Mug! The mug is only
$4.95 from the GULC Bookstore. It
can be used in the library and is the
only mug that gets discounts on coffee and fountain drinks at the cafe.
Recycle books, save money for
spring break, and enjoy a beer with
friends! See you this Wednesday at
the Swap & Sale!

SALDF Panel Discussion:
“Humane Slaughter?”
Having been inspired by Joby
Warrick's article "They Die Piece By
Piece," an expose of slaughterhouse
atrocities, and recent resolutions
passed in Congress, the Georgetown
Student Animal Legal Defense Fund is
proud to host a panel discussion on
the Humane Slaughter Act. The event
will be held at 3:30 p.m. on Thursday,
Feb. 26 in the Moot Courtroom. A
reception will follow, and free copies
of Gail Eisnitz's Slaughterhouse will
be available to attendees on a first
come, first served basis.

Registration for Clinics
Students who would like to enroll
in a clinic during the 2004-05 academic year must apply online by March 26,
and submit any required supplemental application materials by March 31,
2004. Clinic application packets will
be available beginning February 23,
2004 in Room 336, at the Registrar's
Office, and online at www.law.georgetown.edu/clinics. To learn more about the

And Don’t Forget...
Have a public interest job this
summer? Applications for EJF funding
are currently available in the EJF office
in the student activities room.
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Thornburgh receives Lifetime Achievement Award
THORNBURGH from page 1

He then turned to the subject of
civil justice reform. He began by quoting Judge Learned Hand, “a favorite of
mine,” who had remarked that “litigation was to be dreaded more than sickness or death.” He stated that while
the courts are an important forum for
dispute resolution, there are notable
flaws with the way they operate today.
He compared criminal cases, where
juries are hemmed in by very detailed
rules regarding elements of crimes and
degrees of punishments, with civil
cases, where juries are often “let loose”
without much direction. He described
the situation as “the sky’s the limit.”
Thornburgh then proceeded to go
through several ways that abuses of
civil litigation might be curbed. He
noted that some ideas built on earlier
reform proposals, including one by
then-Solicitor General Ken Starr, who
served in Thornburgh’s Justice
Department and was present at the
event. He had already mentioned the
option of legislative enactment of
stricter rules, as seen in the criminal
context.
Thornburgh noted the so-called
“English rule”, where the loser in any
court action must pay the court costs
of the winner. He drily explained that
the more apt term for the rule should
be the “everywhere-but-America
rule,” since it was almost universally
the way other developed countries
haven chosen to operate. Allowing
that a loser pays rule might deter an
impecunious plaintiff who had a
potentially valid case, he suggested a

modified rule where the final settlement offer would set a benchmark, in
order to decide how to apportion fees
after the damages are awarded.
Thornburgh turned then to class
action suits, which were rich with
what he described at absurdities. He
recounted how his secretary had
received a check for $30 without even
knowing she was part of a suit, and
quoted
the
economist
Robert
Samuelson that, “Litigating as politics
subverts the law.” Thornburgh also
noted the exorbitant fees that the
lawyers who bring such class actions
typically receive, often in the millions
of dollars. Among the ways he listed
to repair the system, he suggested having an “opt-in system” rather than an
“opt-out” one, to ensure a better
selected class. He also urged greater
scrutiny of settlement awards by
judges, particularly the attorneys’ fees
involved.
This ran into another of
Thornburgh’s points, which was the
explosion of so-called expert testimony that often was not based on true scientific method, and often practiced by
mercenary experts who make testifying a career. As an example of this, he
cited the infamous breast cancer litigation, which began with doctors testifying that implant leakage had led to
cancer in women. The manufacturer
eventually went bankrupt, but now it
is generally conceded that the science
relied upon was not substantiated.
Thornburgh noted the Supreme
Court’s directive for judges to at as
gatekeepers of expert testimony might
have a beneficial effect.

Chused recipient of grant
CHUSED HONORED from page 1

law, law and gender, and legal history.
The Fulbright program was
founded after World War II by
Senator J. William Fulbright with the
goal of building international understanding and cooperation. Prominent
alumni include former New York
Senator Daniel Patrick Moynihan.
The Fulbright mission statement,
framed by the heady atmosphere of
the time at which it was formed, is
“to increase mutual understanding
between the peoples of the United
States and other countries, through
the exchange of persons, knowledge
and skills.” As an expert in three discrete areas of law, Chused seems like
a perfect candidate to carry out this
mission.
Chused, a St. Louis native who
received his undergraduate degree at
Brown University and his J.D. from
the University of Chicago, was
responsible for creating a successful
clinical
program
at
Rutgers
University Law School in a prior
teaching stint. He said that he was
“excited and delighted” by the news
of his prestigious honor. Chused has
been teaching on the Law Center faculty since 1973.
Professor Chused also brings a
special perspective to his tenureship
at Hebrew University. While Chused
has visited Israel twice before, he said
that “living there for five months will
give us a different view of the culture. We are both very excited about
our upcoming adventure.” He and
his wife, Elizabeth Langer, are also

devout members of the Adas Israel
Congregation in Washington D.C.
“Both of us (my wife and I) have
returned to our Jewish heritage in the
last decade. Neither of us have had a
bar/bat mitzvah as a kid. But both of
us have had such ceremonies as
adults.” Professor Chused organizes
a men’s class from the congregation
and will frequently host Law Center
students at his house for Shabbat.
Understandably, the position at
Hebrew University thus offers

Courtesy of Georgetown Law Center

Professor Richard Chused, above, will
teach at Hebrew University this fall.

Professor Chused a unique opportunity for study on a legal, cultural and
spiritual levels.

Photo by Mark Leighton, 3L

Former AG Thornburg speaks to GULC students on the current state of litigation.

Lastly, he urged the adoption of a
national products liability law, which
had been vetoed by President Clinton
in what one Democrat admitted was a
“pure political consideration” based
on support from the Trial Lawyers
Association. Thornburgh quoted former Commerce Secretary Pete
Peterson as saying that products liability was the greatest threat to American
competitiveness. Thornburgh added
that it had a detrimental effect on average people as well, recounting how a
morning sickness drug was pulled
from the market solely due to the

insurance costs against litigation,
despite the fact that no plaintiff had
ever prevailed.
After the address, Schiffman
returned to the stage and formally presented the award, which Thornburgh
joked “spelled my name right.”
Thornburgh thanked the Society for
the honor, and took several questions
from the crowd. One student asked
about the former chief law enforcement officer’s impression of the Patriot
Act. Thornburgh defended it as a
“good law” and praised Dinh for having been behind its conception.
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Student group hosts panel on Bush space agenda
Space Law from page 1

Professor Paul Larsen in 1982. Besides
representing a significant number of
burgeoning outer space companies,
Dunstan has among his many achievements in the space law area the drafting and negotiating of the first commercial lease for the Russian Mir space
station on behalf of his client MirCorp.
Dunstan set the ball rolling by
presenting an overview of where
things stand with regards to the
President's proposed space initiative.
He discussed the various political,
budgetary and legal issues raised by
the proposal, which calls for robotic
lunar landings by 2008, putting
humans back on the moon between
2015 and 2020, all in preparation for a
human presence on Mars, with no
deadline set for that mission.
NASA's ability to deliver on this
plan was called into question by
Dunstan, as well as other members of
the panel. Dunstan pointed to language in a recent GAO report that
states, “NASA remains adrift on shuttle safety issues.” He also pointed out
that
the
Columbia
Accident
Investigation Board was highly critical
of the work culture at NASA.
Dunstan wrapped up his introductory remarks by pointing out that
immense strides are being taken within the private sector on issues of space
technology. “The private sector has a
lot to contribute,” he said. “There are
lots of players out there, vying for the
X prize,” referring to the $10 million
prize founded in 1996, to be awarded
to the first team that privately
finances, builds and launches a spaceship, able to carry three people up to
100 kilometers (62.5 miles) above the
earth's surface, returns safely to Earth
and repeats the launch with the same
ship within 2 weeks.
The next speaker was Ed
Hudgins, the Washington director of
the Objectivist Center and a former
Associate Fellow at the Kato Institute.
A self proclaimed “big libertarian,”
Hudgins, also an advocate for the
Space Frontier Foundation, began by
quoting Aristotle. “All men by nature
desire to know,” he stated. “I maintain
that traveling in space and exploring
worlds are manifestations of humanity at its best.”
He postulated that because only
private entrepreneurs can commercialize goods and services through
bringing down costs, “the government
cannot in the long run open space to
all to make us a space-faring civilization.” Hudgins believed that making
space more accessible requires getting
“the entrepreneurs to provide more of
the goods and services.” He felt
NASA's mission be restricted to science and exploration, thereby opening
space as new human frontier for the
private sector to develop.
Hudgins was followed by Rick
Searfoss, a retired U.S. Air Force
Colonel, and a former astronaut. His
first shuttle flight was on STS-58, and
he went on to command the STS-90
“Nuerolab” mission on the Columbia.
He began by pointing out that
although he was a former astronaut,
he was also a “future astronaut
wannabe, this time as a private astronaut.”
Searfoss shared with the audience
his dream of being the director of a
space tourism company ten years

Photo by Avedis H. Seferian, 3L

L to R: Jim Dunstan, Jim Muncy, Rick Searfoss, Robert Park and Ed Hudgins.

from now. “The door to space is about
to be blown wide open by the private
sector,” Searfoss predicted. He is the
head judge of the X prize competition,
and even though the clock on the prize
runs out on January 1, 2005, he was
confident one of the competing teams
would win it at some point during this
year. “Probably the next time
Americans go to space, it will not be in
the shuttle; it will probably be on the
winning X prize vehicle,” Searfoss
said.
Searfoss spoke about his time with
NASA, and expressed concern about
the agency he “grew up loving.” With
a lot of infighting and problems that
have turned it into a political beast,
Searfoss felt the “jury is out on
whether NASA is up to the task of carrying out this agenda.” He lamented
that the new NASA stood for “Never a
Straight Answer” and “Not About
Space Anyway” and longed for the
old NASA, “the Nearly Always
Spectacular Achievements NASA.”
He felt the potential exists for them to
do that again, but plenty of work will
be needed to get there. Searfoss postulated the need for a synergy between
the private sector and NASA. “You
can do much more with the right kind
of teaming than either can do alone,”
he stated.
Searfoss also spoke out against
people who claim too much money is
being spent on space. “Sure we should
be helping people on the planet,” he
aid. “But 40-plus years of the NASA
budget will fund Health and Human
Services only for a year. We spend
more on pizza in a year than we do on
NASA. We can double or triple NASA
budget and not break the bank.”
Searfoss concluded by stating his
desire to “be one of the few fortunate
people whose lifespan will cover both
the first moon landing and the Mars
landing.”
Professor Robert Park, physicist
and space critic from the University of
Maryland, followed Searfoss. Park
opened by saying, “What do you
mean by going to Mars? We're already
there. We're on Mars.” He referred to
the rovers on Mars as “virtual astronauts, extensions of the operator sitting in Houston.” Park said we can
“see through their eyes, smell through
their nose. If we had humans on Mars
right now, they'd be locked in their
space suit, no sense of touch, or smell.
Just sight. And the rovers have much
better eyes than any humans - they
can focus on a grain of sand on a dis-

tant mountain.”
Park maintained that human
progress is judged in society today by
the extent to which we replace people
with machines for work that is menial
or dangerous. “Our robots get better
every day; humans haven't improved
one speck in 35000 years,” he
exclaimed. “I love exploration more
than these guys -- and I want it now.”
Park said that we are only beginning to explore our solar system, and
we already know that so many of the
places we would like to learn more
about present conditions inhospitable
to humans. “But we can send robots.
We can explore where no humans can
set foot. If that's not exciting, I don't
know what is,” Park said. “Humans
facing unknown dangers on a new
planet is very romantic. But I don't
want romance; I want to know what's
there!”
Going back to the Pathfinder
sojourner mission to Mars, Park pointed out that that mission cost less than
a single shuttle flight, and produced a
massive amount of scientific information. “We're on the right track with
what we're doing right now,” Park
concluded.

The final speaker was Jim Muncy,
President of PoliSpace, a consulting
firm, and a former Senior Aide to Rep.
Dana Rohrabacher (R-CA) on space
issues. “If space exploration was just
about science, I would agree with
Bob,” Muncy began. “But a robot cannot have a baby on Mars. A robot cannot create life, cannot feel what it's like
to look back on the earth from the
moon, cannot adapt and create something new to solve the problems that
you don't foresee ahead of time. Man
needs machines and machines need
humans in order to get things done.
One is good in some things, the other
in others -- synergy is good.”
Muncy said he “grew up believing
that what NASA was doing was opening space to human civilization. So
there is a part of me that really hopes
that NASA finally gets their act
together and embraces this last chance
to open up space to the rest of us.”
He then went on to present a
David Letterman style Top Ten myths
about Bush's space exploration agenda, pointing out that the plan is not
driven by politics (“You're canceling a
program that employees thousands in
Florida. How is that a good thing in an
election year?”), is not prohibitively
expensive (“The President is giving
NASA a little bump up for a few years.
NASA will need to get the rest of the
money itself, by focusing resources
and creating synergies.”), and that
ultimately, it's not even about NASA -- “One of the things this agenda does
is give NASA a reason to be - an agenda to pursue. But it's not just for
NASA; it has to be about us. All of us,
our kids. It has to be about the very
fiber of our nation and what kind of
country we want to be.”
Muncy brought the discussion to
its close by recalling the original
charge Jefferson gave to Lewis and
Clark - to extend the outer boundaries
of United States commerce. “Sixty
years before Lincoln said America is a
unique thing, Jefferson said America
can be a unique thing. That's what this
agenda can and should be about.
That's worth playing for.”

Picture of the Week

Photo by Nicholas C. Erickson, 1L

Counter-majoritarianism in Room 203??? Students who would like to
submit an interesting GULC related picture to the Law Weekly for
publication may email it to laweekly@bulldog.georgetown.edu or
bring it by the office in Room 161.
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Students irked by lack of Ball tickets
BARRISTERS’ BALL from page 1

at being left out without the chance to
buy tickets. “I came into school on my
day off to buy tickets, and had no idea
there were none left until I saw the
sign [which informed students that
tickets were sold out],” complained
one 2L.
One student was concerned that
the event was not advertised until this
week, so students who couldn't find
out about it through word of mouth
might not have gotten to buy tickets.
But most students were just upset
about the number of tickets sold, suggesting that SBA could have created
more spaces. “Last year the room was
pretty empty, except for the dance
floor,” said one 2L. “They could have
sold a lot more tickets this year if they
had the same space.”
But the aspect of the ticket situation that drew the most ire was the fact
that SBA members who worked two
hours at the ticket table or otherwise
planning the event got free tickets.
“Those of us who did get tickets are
subsidizing the SBA members’ chance
to go for free. And considering that the
event uses SBA funds, those of us who

don't even get to go are also subsidizing them,” said one irate 1L.
One student told the Weekly that
one reason there were so few tickets is
that 600 was the largest number of
tickets that could be sold at the subsidized price of $35, and that after that
prices would have to be raised to $55.
However, this student said he would
have gladly paid $55 for the chance to
go to the event, his last at the school.
“It is okay to reward people who purchase their tickets early with a lower
price, but there is no reason to exclude
those who are willing to pay full price
just because the SBA has sold out of
the tickets they can afford to subsidize.”
Other students suggested that
next year the SBA should find a bigger
venue for the event. “It doesn't make
sense to me. There are almost 2000 students here, not to mention significant
others. Why would the SBA rent a
place that can only accommodate 550
people?” said one 1L. “Considering
that we are being charged $35 a ticket,
I have to imagine a thousand-person
ballroom would have been happy to
host us for $35,000.”
Bond replied to this criticism: “We
have been locked in this space for

some time, and changing venues is
impossible on such short notice. The
SBA is as surprised as those students
who didn’t get tickets at how quickly
they sold out and apologize to anyone
who is inconvenienced by this situation. We've worked with the Grand
Hyatt for a number of years, and there
are benefits that come with that relationship. We can't get more space until
we know if there is any more space to
get (i.e. if that space has been rented
by someone else).”
Most would-be ticket purchasers
agreed that the SBA's ticket sales
process was somewhat flawed - that
more tickets should have been sold,
that a bigger room should have been
procured, or that sales should have
been announced further in advance.
Vice-President Bond, however,
said that the process was actually better this year than in former years. “The
SBA endeavored to bring the most
amount of people to B-ball this year,”
he said. “Last year, we started with a
smaller room, and then with the
demand, went with a bigger room.
This year, we went for the largest
room we could get.” But even with the
largest room available, some students
feel left out in the cold.

Animal law rights group to host gathering
by Aaron M. Clemens
Law Weekly

Did the animals you eat receive
humane treatment before they made it
to your mouth? If you did the slaughtering yourself, you should know the
answer. If you are like most omnivorous students, you eat food prepared
for you.
Students can learn about the
humane treatment of the animals they
consume this week. The Georgetown
Student Animal Legal Defense Fund
(SALDF) will host a discussion of the
Humane Slaughter Act (HSA)
Thursday, Feb. 26, starting at 3:30 p.m.
in the McDonough Moot Courtroom.
Georgetown Professor Valerie Stanley
will moderate.
The HSA is one of a handful of federal statutes concerning the humane
treatment of animals. The HSA, 7
U.S.C. § 1902, is the sole federal law
protecting animals used for food production. This law provides that animals must be stunned and rendered
insensitive to pain before the slaughtering process begins. However, this law
has seldom been adequately funded
and therefore has often been underenforced or not enforced at all.
The Washington Post's Pulitzer
Prize winning journalist Joby Warrick
will be present for the discussion. In
2002, she penned a shocking expose of
how slaughterhouses blatantly ignored
this law. Describing one slaughterhouse worker's experiences, Warrick
wrote, “The cattle were supposed to
dead before they got to [Ramon]
Moreno. But too often they weren't.
'They blink. They make noises,' he said
softly. 'The head moves, the eyes are
wide and looking around.' Still,
Moreno would cut. On bad days, he
says, dozens of animals reached his station clearly alive and conscious. Some
would survive as far as the tail cutter,
the belly ripper, the hide puller. 'They
die,' said Moreno, 'piece by piece.'”
Panel members will also include
Professor Steven Wise of Harvard Law

School; Nancy Perry, Director of
Government Affairs for the Humane
Society of the United States; and Paul
Shapiro, founder of the local grassroots
group Compassion Over Killing.
Stanley, professor of animal law at the
Law Center, will introduce the speakers and moderate the discussion. A
vegan reception will follow.
The panel will discuss securing
adequate enforcement for the Humane
Slaughter Act, the law's implications
and drawbacks, and the future of animal law at the federal level. Each of the
symposium invitees, given their different roles in animal rights activism, will
offer a different perspective on securing adequate enforcement for the
Humane Slaughter Act.
Professor Wise, widely considered
to be a leading visionary in animal
rights law, will discuss the Humane
Slaughter Act's position in a future that
better defines and protects animal
rights. Perry will discuss her own experiences in advocating for animal rights
on Capitol Hill. Shapiro will discuss
the complete exception of poultry from
the Act's protection.
Warrick will discuss how one story
can affect legislative change. For example, his 2002 article sent a shockwave
through Congress. It spurred Senator
Peter
Fitzgerald
(R-IL)
and
Representative Connie Morella (R-MD)
to introduce resolutions demanding
that the U.S. Department of
Agriculture (USDA) actually enforce
the Humane Slaughter Act.
In 2002, Senator Robert Byrd (DWV), then Chairman of the Senate
Appropriations Committee, secured $1
million to begin to tackle the USDA's
non-enforcement of the law. In a statement on the Senate Floor, Senator Byrd
declared, “Federal law is being
ignored. Animal cruelty abounds. It is
sickening. It is infuriating. Barbaric
treatment of helpless, defenseless creatures must not be tolerated even if
these animals are being raised for
food.” In 2002, Senator Byrd pushed
the Senate Appropriations Committee

to approve a record $5 million for the
FY 2003 budget for the USDA to
improve on the enforcement of the
Humane Slaughter Act.
The Georgetown Student Animal
Legal Defense Fund (SALDF) was
founded just last year by Mila Zain,
Teresa Bryan, and Marie Grant, 3Ls.
The SALDF is a student chapter of the
Animal Legal Defense Fund, an organization that presses for stronger
enforcement of anti-cruelty laws and
more humane treatment of animals in
every corner of American life. Over the
past year, Georgetown's SALDF has
hosted successful brown bag lunches
with prominent animal rights lawyers
and activists, as well as participated in
the annual Meatout and Multicultural
events at the Law Center.
“All the members of SALDF are
very excited and honored to bring this
important discussion to the Law
Center Community,” said Zain,
SALDF's president. “We are also very
grateful for the overwhelming generosity that the speakers and other activists
have exhibited in contributing towards
the event.” Animal rights activist Gail
Eisnitz was unable to attend the discussion, but donated multiple copies of
her book Slaughterhouse for the event.
These books will be handed out to discussion attendees on a first come, first
served basis.
If you would like to get involved
with SALDF or have any questions
about the discussion on Thursday,
February 26th, please e-mail Zain at
mzz@bulldog.georgetown.edu.
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CrimeBeat
The following crimes occurred in and
around Georgetown Law Center within
the last two weeks. If anyone has any
information that could help in the investigations of these crimes, please contact the
Office of Public Safety at (202) 662-9325
or MPD.
Office of Public Safety
No incidents were reported at the
time of printing.
Metropolitan Police
Feb. 9, 2004 - Driver Mysteriously
Dies after Minor Car Accident
Around noon, a van and a taxicab
were involved in a minor traffic accident at Columbus Circle and E Street,
N.E. near Union Station. Police on
routine patrol observed the accident
and responded to assist. At some
point the driver of the van reportedly
began acting somewhat irrational and
was removed from the van. It was at
this time that he reportedly became
combative and a struggle ensued.
After the van driver was subdued and
handcuffed, he became unconscious.
He was taken to the Washington
Hospital Center where he was pronounced dead at 12:59 p.m. The case
is currently under investigation by
members of the department’s Violent
Crimes Branch. The cause and manner of death are pending an autopsy
to be performed by the District of
Columbia Medical Examiner.
Feb. 11, 2004 - Armed Robbery
Victim was at the 600 block of I
Street, N.W. at 3 a.m. when he was
grabbed by a suspect carrying a knife.
The suspect held the knife to victim’s
throat and demanded something, but
victim does not speak English and
could not understand him. The suspect threw victim to the ground and
took various items of personal property from the victim’s coat pocket.
Suspect then fled the scene.
Feb. 14, 2004 - Check Card Theft
Complainant reported from 400
block of K Street, N.W. that a suspect
used his check card and took various
items of personal property without
his permission around 6 p.m.
Feb. 17, 2004 - Bicycle Theft
Complainant left his bike chained
to a parking meter on the 800 block of
16th Street, N.W. When he returned
around 9:00 a.m., unknown person(s)
had stolen the bike.
Feb. 17, 2004 - Seen Shoplifting
Suspect entered a store location at
1000 F Street, N.W. around 3 p.m. and
began removing various property
from the racks. He then walked out of
the store without paying for the merchandise. Store employees observed
suspects action and approached him.
When confronted, suspect stated, “I’ll
shoot you, leave me alone.”
Feb. 17, 2004 - Caught Shoplifting
Suspect was observed using a
knife to remove a watch from a display in a store at Unit block of
Massachusetts Ave., N.E. around 10
p.m. Suspect placed the watch in his
pocket. Security was alerted and
apprehended the suspect. He was
searched and various stolen items
were found on his person.
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Balancing life and law: Taking some time to breathe
by Sara Perea, 3L
Guest Writer

Too many things in your agenda?
Does it all seem out of control? One day
comes after the other bringing even
more things to do, a whirlwind of tasks
and obligations … and yet there is
never enough time -- not even to catch
our breath.
What can you do? Here’s a suggestion: take time to breathe and reduce
tension through meditation.
So what is mediation? Meditation is
a practice almost as old as breathing
that enables one to focus. There are
numerous traditions, including Zen,
Yoga, Kundalini, Transcendental
Meditation and Vipassana. Forms of
meditation are also present in
Christianity (as a Centering Prayer) and
Judaism. While all might go under the
common name of “meditation,” the
benefits and practice can vary. In its
most basic form, meditation brings a
sense of tranquility and stillness
through awareness of each breath
taken.
Research has shown that during
meditation body and mind typically
enter a state of profound rest. Oxygen
consumption can be lowered during 20
to 30 minutes of meditation to a degree
ordinarily reached only after six to
seven hours of sleep, and heart and respiration rates typically decrease, as do
levels of anxiety. The whirlwind slowly
winds down.
Students, faculty and staff are meeting this Tuesday, Feb 24th at 5 p.m. in
the Chapel for the first meditation meeting on the basics of breathing. Jill
Ramsfield, a member of the faculty,
who has practiced meditation for over
ten years, will provide the group some
introductory instruction, followed by
time for silence.
What to expect? A welcoming environment for anyone, regardless of expe-

GULC community members share their experiences with meditation:
“One of my favorite experiences
is the effective Ignatian approach:
bringing all of one’s senses to a
scene from the Scriptures, imaginatively entering the scene and inviting the Holy Spirit to draw you
deeply within to a place of silence
and stillness where God’s healing,
comfort and love await. The Spirit
does all the “work” -- we simply
open our hearts to Love.”
- Dorinda Young, SSJ, Campus
Ministry
“`Meditation is not what you
think,’ says the bumper sticker.
Quite the contrary. Meditation
teaches us to turn off the mind to its
many machinations, empty it, and
rience, faith or practice tradition. The
focus of this class will be on silent contemplative meditation, but there will
also be opportunities for exposure to
other kinds of meditation. Given the
diversity of the GULC community,
guest speakers and instructors will be
arranged as the group develops.
On a weekly basis, meditation
instruction will be held:
For beginners -- instruction on the
basic skills of silent meditation to help
reduce tension.
For those with experience -- a
means to find information on resources
and others who practice.
For everyone -- a quiet space for
regular practice with the GULC community.
What not to expect? An immediate
quick-fix. Meditation is a practice that
takes practice.
First Meeting - "Basics in Breathing"
Wed. Feb 24th -- 5 p.m. in the
Chapel. Interested but cannot attend?
Contact: pereas@law.georgetown.edu

free it from its usual patterns. It is
quiet and peaceful, cleansing and
yet invigorating. It [helps you] to
stay calm whatever the situation.
Those problems that seem so urgent
find a quieter place in a larger life
perspective. For me, meditation
removes obstacles on the path to
mental, physical, and spiritual wellbeing.”
- Jill Ramsfield, Faculty
“I practice Buddhist Vipassana
meditation, in addition to the practices of my Catholic spirituality. Its
theory and practice are appealing to
me because they provide a space for
awareness and genuine thoughtfulness, so often overwhelmed by quo-

tidian pressures and priorities.
Vipassana grounds my social
activism, intellectual endeavors,
professional interactions, and personal philosophy in compassion
and consciousness.”
- Elizabeth Wydra, Fellow,
Federal Legislation Clinic
“I became interested in Zen
meditation through my practice in
martial arts. I would say it is a
process of putting your mind and
body at rest, like evening the ripples in a lake so that it can reflect
the moon -- a clearer vision of reality and truth.”
- Daniel Baum, 2L

Becoming a Law Professor
by Mark Leighton, 1L
Law Weekly

The Law Center held a panel discussion on “How to Become a Law
Professor” two weeks ago. Students
who are interested in possibly pursuing a future career in academia listened to faculty and staff discuss the
ins and outs of getting a job teaching
in law school.
Professor Susan Low Bloch
introduced the panel, saying that
they would present a helpful look at
how one could “get started” in the
journey to becoming a professor.
She recounted how she had always
held a special fondness for the academic environment that eventually
convinced her to teach, which she
has “loved ever since.” The panel
consisted of faculty who have been
on both sides of the hiring process,
including Professor Alexander
Aleinikoff, who sits on the school's
Appointments Committee, and
Professors Kathryn Zeiler and Kristy
Henning, who have recently been
hired by Georgetown. It also included Professors Jill Ramsfield and
Emma Coleman Jordan, and alumni
career adviser Marilyn Tucker.
Aleinikoff began by going
through a list of qualities the
Appointments Committee looked for
in candidates for teaching jobs. At
the top of the list was knowledge in
whatever curricular area the school
was looking for at the time, be it tax
or intellectual property. Another
was substantial written work. Other
qualities were recommendations and
the right “quality of mind” for teaching. Lastly, Aleinikoff noted that it
was helpful that prospective professors have some kind of scholarly
agenda that they want to pursue.
Asked about grades, Aleinikoff
added that it was important to have
“top grades.”
Professor Kathy Zeiler, who
started teaching at Georgetown this
year, then spoke of the process from
the applicant's side. She told the students about the forum run by the
American Association of Law
Schools, which she compared to
Early Interview Week for rising 2Ls.
The job fair is held at a hotel and
applicants have half-hour meetings
throughout the day with representatives of law schools. Professor Bloch
made a point of noting that in years

when the forum was in Washington,
she held a luncheon for applicants,
including any Georgetown alumni.
Professor Kristy Henning, who
works as a clinical professor,
explained the process she had gone
through before joining the faculty.
Henning herself had worked as a
Legal Research and Writing fellow at
Georgetown before accepting an
offer here. She noted that often there
were different criteria for clinical
teachers as compared to full-time
faculty, such as the depth of prior
scholarship. But she made clear that
she was happy with that difference,
because it left her with more time to
devote to her clinical pursuits.
Jill Ramsfield, who teaches Legal
Research and Writing, went through
ways that students should be gaining experience for any future role as
professors. These included admonishments to “write,” through journals or seminars with writing
requirements, “teach,” through the
Law Fellow or Writing Fellow programs, “edit,” by becoming a faculty
research assistant or journal editor,
and “speak,” to get used to handling
classrooms.
Professor
Emma
Coleman
Jordan picked up on the theme, noting how important it was to get in
front of a class to ensure that teaching was really something that one
wanted to do. She joked that part of
the culture was seeing how one
might handle “smartass” students.
Jordan also explained how helpful it
was to have a mentor who “you love
and who loves you.” She emphasized the point that an enthusiastic
mentor carried much weight with
hiring committees and could be a
very large factor in securing employment. Jordan also outlined the various opportunities for fellowships
that would allow students to gain
added experience in academia.
Lastly, Marilyn Tucker from the
alumni office reminded the students
that the Law Center was still there to
help them even after they graduated.
In response to a question about
pay comparisons between private
and public institutions, the panelists
allowed that teaching could be significantly lower but “it was worth
it.” Professor Bloch joked that in
lawyer surveys, the highest rates of
satisfaction “were in - well, I guess I
don't have to tell you if you're here.”
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OURNAL GUIDE 2004
American
Criminal Law
Review

The American Criminal Law Review
is the nation’s premier criminal law
journal. The ACLR is the most-cited
criminal law review in the nation,
ranks among the country’s 30 mostcited law reviews of any kind, and
ranks among the top 15 subject-matter
specific law reviews in the nation.
Over the years, the ACLR’s contributors have included a host of eminently
distinguished figures in government,
academia, and legal practice, including Justice Stephen Breyer, Senator
Edward Kennedy, Professor Akhil
Amar, Judge Richard A. Posner, and
Attorney Abbe Lowell.
In addition to our scholarly journal, each year, the ACLR publishes the
Survey of White Collar Crime, the
definitive publication on this increasingly prominent field of legal practice.
The project demonstrates the ACLR’s
commitment to publishing scholarship
that provides practitioners with the
tools they need to participate effectively in the world of criminal law. This
commitment has earned the ACLR an
unparalleled reputation among United
States Attorneys. In addition, The
White Collar Criminal Project provides staff members with an excellent
opportunity to be published in a volume with a nation-wide readership.
It’s an exciting time to be a member of the ACLR. Some of most current,
prominent, and important debates
within the legal community, and
indeed among American society at
large, have kept the pages of the ACLR
both highly relevant and extremely
timely. The government’s postSeptember 11th efforts to investigate
and prosecute terrorism-related
crimes, the shake-up of corporate
criminal liability in the wake of corporate scandals, and the Supreme
Court’s recent decision to hear arguments on the constitutionality of the
death penalty for juvenile offenders
represent just a few examples of current topics on which legal scholars and
practitioners will choose the ACLR to
weigh in with their opinions.
Prospective members do not need
to have any proficiency in the area of
criminal law. We are interested in
recruiting outstanding writers and creative thinkers who are enthusiastic
about the prospect of producing firstclass legal scholarship. Our selection
equation is based predominantly on
write-on scores, but assigns additional
points on a proportional basis for academic achievement. Our experience
indicates that write-on participants
need to rank ACLR either first or second in order to be accepted.

Georgetown
International
Environmental Law
Review
Participation on The Georgetown
International Environmental Law Review
(GIELR) presents a unique opportunity for first year staff to edit, assist in
publication selection, plan a symposium, and discuss articles within the
field of international environmental
law.
GIELR offers the chance to pursue

Dear first year students...
As members of the Journals
Committee, we hope that you will
give serious consideration to participating in the annual Journal WriteOn Competition. We invite you to
take the opportunity presented here
and in the forthcoming journal townhall meetings to learn as much as you
can about Georgetown’s ten academic publications.
Students can benefit from journal
membership
in
many
ways.
Members participate in the dissemination of legal scholarship in a variety of fields. Lawyers, judges, and
scholars rely on journals to update
and develop their thinking on important legal issues. Working on a journal will sharpen your reading, writing, and editing techniques, which
are needed to pursue any law-related
career. Whether or not you become
a scholar, your active participation in
a journal challenges you to analyze
legal issues thoroughly. Members
also become part of a community
within the law school, one that is
often a source of lasting friendships.
Membership on a journal
involves a major commitment of time
and effort. The production and publication of each journal’s annual complement of issues imposes substantial
demands on each and every member
of the editing staff. As a second year
member of a journal, you should
expect to have to devote 5-10 hours

each week to your journal responsibilities in your second year.
Moreover, once accepted on to a journal’s staff, you will have committed
yourself to two full years of such
effort.
In 1988, the law faculty endorsed
specific standards for journals. Those
standards emphasize productivity
and student writing. In the first category, the faculty expects each journal
to produce 15 pages of published
material per member, each year. This
translates into a significant amount of
effort for each member. You will also
be asked to produce your own scholarly writing, whether you are writing
an original note for a journal or substantially developing a scholarly
paper written in a seminar class. We
strongly endorse this vital activity.
We encourage journal members to
talk with the faculty for ideas and
advice about your scholarly writing.
So welcome to the first step: the
Write-On Competition. This challenge is as much psychological as it is
academic or intellectual. Having
carefully weighed the benefits and
obligations of belonging to a journal,
many students discover that doing
the Write-On well is worth their extra
investment of time and energy—we
hope that you will be one of them.

an interest in international law, environmental law, or both. By working on
GIELR, members help define an
important legal publication in a growing body of law. GIELR publishes
works on an ever-broadening range of
topic, from traditional international
legal instruments, such as the Kyoto
Protocol, to domestic environmental
protection instruments in various
areas of the world. GIELR also features
topics where international environmental law converges with other legal
areas, such as international trade,
human rights, rights of indigenous
populations, and national and international security.
As the first publication dedicated
to international environmental legal
issues, GIELR continues to educate the
legal community about international
environment legal issues through its
publication and the hosting of symposia and events. Next year’s symposium on the environmental effects of
war promises to facilitate insightful
and generative discussion and analysis. Owing to its prominence and
regard in the field, GIELR has influenced the formation and development
of legal doctrine.
As a member of GIELR, you will
contribute to a publication that is read
by scholars, practitioners, and interested persons the world over. In
exchange for the two-year membership commitment, GIELR staff members can develop expertise in various
fields of international environmental
law, learn about the process of scholarly publication, publish their own
student notes, and work with an
enthusiastic and interesting group.
First-year GIELR staff member
requirements include submission of a
student note, completion of blue-book-

ing and source collecting assignments,
attendance at mass proofing sessions,
and (in lieu of formal office hours)
completion of eight “Journal Hours” a
semester. Journal Hours can be fulfilled by a number of ways, including
selecting articles for publication, serving on the publication committee, participating in community service in the
international or environmental area, or
becoming an Assistant Editor in the
spring semester.
In selecting which Write-On candidates will be offered membership,
GIELR also considers additional factors such as relevant past experiences
and interest in and commitment to
international environment issues.
First-year grades and the write-on
score each account for 30% of the
selection criteria, while the personal
statement and résumé together
account for the remaining 40%.

Sincerely,
The Journals Committee

Georgetown
Immigration
Law Journal
The Georgetown Immigration Law
Journal is the only student-edited law
journal in the country devoted to the
study of immigration law. The topics
we cover are as broad as domestic
anti-terrorism initiatives to international asylum law and migratory patterns due to war. As a result, the articles published in the Journal contemplate and discuss significant issues in
constitutional, administrative, and
international public interest law.
At its core, immigration law
involves analyses of who we consider
members of our society; who we invite
to join our communities, who we
choose to exclude, and the reasons for
our exclusions. One of the Immigration
Journal’s primary objectives is to

address the issue of fair treatment of
some of the most marginalized persons in our society, that of non-citizens.
Four times a year, we publish
scholarly articles and student notes by
professors, practitioners, and students.
In addition, we coordinate meetings
and symposia that involve the entire
law school community.

Georgetown
International
Law Journal
Founded in 1969 as Law and Policy
in International Business (LPIB), GJIL is
the second oldest journal at the Law
Center and is widely considered one
of the best student-run international
law journals in the United States. This
is the first year the journal is publishing a broader scope of international
law articles under the new name GJIL.
The journal’s objective is to publish
high-quality legal scholarship that balances the academic community’s interest in policy issues with the practitioner community’s interest in relevant
developments in the law. As GJIL, we
remain dedicated to publishing cutting-edge scholarship of interest to the
international business community, but
we now also strive to balance the business aspect of our journal with general
international law articles.
Concurrent with the change in
scope, GJIL is planning to increase the
number of published issues from four
to six beginning in 2004-05. Half of the
notes and articles will be dedicated to
general international law topics and
half will address law and policy in
international business.
In addition to its published issues,
GJIL also sponsors symposia on international legal issues featuring leading
scholars and practitioners. GJIL is currently organizing a symposium on
sovereign debt restructure that will
take place later in the semester. Next
year, GJIL will sponsor its first symposium to address a topic of general
international law, coinciding with the
dedication of the new Hotung
International Center where the journal’s new office will be located.
Our aim at GJIL is to give students
the most valuable journal experience.
Students gain substantial writing, editing, and publication experience during
their first year of membership.
Through the GJIL Writing Program, all
members produce a note or other written piece of publishable quality during
their second year of law school. In
addition, aside from the general
source collection and cite-checking
assignments, GJIL encourages its staff
to actively participate in the journal’s
Article Selection, Note Selection and
Symposium Committees. GJIL alsoprovides our members with a number
of opportunities for social interaction.
Admission onto GJIL is based on a
combination of grades and the WriteOn competition score. While we also
take into consideration a resume and a
demonstrated interest in international
law, a background in international law
is not required. Many students choose
GJIL to gain a greater understanding
of international law issues, though
their primary academic and practice
See JOURNAL GUIDE, page 8
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interests lie in other areas of the law.

Georgetown
Journal of Legal
Ethics
The Georgetown Journal of Legal
Ethics (GJLE) is the nation’s only student-run journal devoted exclusively
to the subject of legal ethics. Because of
this unique status, we attract submissions from a broad range of top legal
ethics scholars. Our founder and advisor, Fr. Robert Drinan, remains an
active part of the journal and is a wonderful resource for journal members.
Membership on a journal is a great
way to meet new people at
Georgetown, and the GJLE is no exception. The journal is medium-sized,
which allows for a more informal
atmosphere. The office is a great place
to do journal work, study, or just chat
with fellow journal members. Journal
members like to go out and socialize
together, and bringing members
together for social events is an important focus of ours.
The journal is committed to publishing articles and notes on current
topics relating to the subject of legal
ethics. Topics range from academic
analysis of ethics rules to application
of the rules to current events. For
example, our upcoming Winter issue
will include articles about ethics and
the internet and the current approach
to Supreme Court appointments.
One of the most popular aspects of
the
journal
is
our
Current
Developments issue. Each year, 2L
staffers, generally in teams of two,
write a student note on an important
development in the realm of legal
ethics. The notes are edited and developed by the staffers and the editorial
board, and are published every year in
our Summer issue. Every staffer gets
the opportunity to become a published
author by the end of their 2L year.
The GJLE is also committed to
community service, and is a wonderful place to gain a journal experience if
you are a service-oriented student.
Each year, journal members participate in community service projects.

Georgetown
Journal of Law &
Public Policy
The Georgetown Journal of Law and
Public Policy (GJLPP) is one of only
three law journals in the country dedicated to the study of conservative, libertarian, and natural law legal scholarship. The GJLPP is the Law Center’s
fastest growing law journal, and with
good reason. As one of a small group
of publications focusing on such legal
thought, the GJLPP is able to attract
first rate scholarship. Recent and
upcoming contributors include Robert
Bork, Ken Starr, U.S. Court of Appeals
Judges
Diarmund
O’Scannlain,
Richard Posner and Laurence
Silberman, the Chief Justices of
Michigan and Indiana, and Professors
Viet Dinh, John Eastman, Richard
Epstein and Gary Lawson.
One aspect of GJLPP that appeals
to many students is the breadth of topics on which notes may be written-essentially anything within law and
public policy. Students have published
notes on topics as diverse as the role of
ideology in judicial nominations,
Justice Scalia’s libertarian opinion for
the Court in Kyollo v. United States, the
PATRIOT Act, and the initiation of
hostilities under the Constitution.
Beyond our print publication,
GJLPP sponsors a bi-annual sympo-

sium examining timely legal and public policy issues. Last year’s symposium entitled Security, Technology
and
Individual
Rights:
The
Convergence of Our History, Our
Ideals and Our Innovative Spirit,
explored the ability of the law to balance our need for security with the
protection of civil liberties in the context of the increasing use of technology
by the police, the military, the intelligence community, and the private
market.
Students who become members of
GJLPP through this year’s Write-on
Competition can look forward to all of
the usual journal activities, including
office hours, and editing. In addition,
they will enjoy writing and editing
workshops, social outings, policy
debates and our annual dinner at the
Old Ebbitt Grill. Members, finally, do
not just passively review articles submitted; they actively research scholars
whom they solicit to contribute material.
If you would like to investigate the
ideologies and theories that have
shaped the approach of the Burger and
Rehnquist Courts and the present
Administration, or if you find yourself
considering how the natural law
worldviews of Blackstone and Hobbes

ten years with an event reuniting
Journal alumni.
We are looking for motivated
members who are interested in legal
change and scholarship. To this end,
our selection process places heavy
emphasis on write-on scores rather
than grades. Additionally, we look to
your personal statement and resume

Georgetown
Law Journal
to get a sense of who you are in terms
of your interests and background,
although experience with poverty
issues is not required.
The Georgetown Law Journal,
founded in 1912, is Georgetown’s oldest journal, and one of the most prestigious in the nation. Our generalist
approach—publishing high quality
scholarship about any aspect of the
law— offers GLJ members a unique
opportunity to deepen their understanding of diverse legal areas. Each
year the journal publishes fifteen to
twenty articles chosen from some two
thousand submissions. The GLJ provides an unparalleled opportunity to
contribute to the nation’s scholarly
legal discourse, to improve your writing and analytical skills, and to inter-

For specific information regarding the

2004 Write On Competition
Please visit the Office of Journal
Administration’s website at
www.law.georgetown.edu/journals/
influenced the American legal tradition, you should rank GJLPP high on
your list of preferences.
The Georgetown Journal on Poverty
Law and Policy began as the first law
review to comprehensively examine
the problem of domestic poverty, and
today it still remains one of the few
journals in the country dedicated
specifically to addressing the plight of
America’s poor. We provide an important forum for scholars and practitioners engaged with poverty issues to
share research and advance ideas, and
we give students the opportunity to
publish with us so that they may contribute to this larger discussion. A
sample of the wide range of legal and
policy issues addressed in the Poverty
Journal over the past year include the
No Child Left Behind Act, access to
mental health services, school integration, consumer bankruptcy reform,
and the war on drugs.
The benefits of membership on the
Poverty Journal go beyond the work – a
large part of being on our Journal has
to do with the people. Our current
Journal membership is diverse and
ranges from those who wish to dedicate their lives to public interest, to
those who will work in large private
law firms, and everyone in between.
Our smaller size facilitates staff interaction, and many of our members find
that our office is a place not only to
complete journal assignments, but also
to pass the time between classes.
To complement our Journal’s commitment to fighting poverty in our
communities, our members participate
in ten hours of community service
each semester. Our community service
helps remind us that poverty is not an
abstract notion, but affects real people.
The past year marked our tenth
anniversary, as well as an increase in
publication to three issues a year. This
coming fall we will celebrate our first

act with— and critique— the most
prominent legal scholars in the country. GLJ members select and edit the
articles, book reviews, symposia, and
student notes published in our issues.
Because of the skills you develop as a
member and the GLJ’s reputation for
first class scholarship, employers will
weigh your position on the GLJ heavily.
GLJ members are remarkably varied in their backgrounds and prior
experiences. These members can be
tremendous sources of information
about law firms, clerkships, and classes.
Finally, the GLJ selection criteria
ensure that all have a shot at membership, giving performance on the writeon a prominent place alongside firstyear grades. The first 50% of our membership will be selected based on
write-on scores alone. The next 50%
will be selected based on a formula
that counts write-on and grades equally.. Historically, because of the strong
student interest in joining our journal,
only applicants who preferenced us
first have been offered admission.

The Tax Lawyer
The Tax Lawyer is the only studentedited law journal produced jointly by
the American Bar Association (ABA)
and Georgetown University Law
Center. Its association with the Law
Center began in 1970, and its current
circulation reaches over 22,000 readers—the largest circulation of any student-edited law journal in the country.
We believe that The Tax Lawyer offers
several unique opportunities, including an excellent prospect to publish as
a student, contact with legal practitioners, and access to a well-equipped
office.
The Tax Lawyer prides itself on a

strong commitment to publication of
student work. More than one half of
the student Notes submitted this year
will be published, and we expect to
publish a similar number next year.
Neither knowledge of nor desire
to practice tax law is a prerequisite for
membership. In fact, most of our editorial board and staff members had no
exposure to tax law prior to joining
The Tax Lawyer, and many do not
intend to practice tax law upon graduation. The topic of tax, however,
touches on every area of the law,
allowing a broad range of scholarship
under the general heading of tax.
The Tax Lawyer also publishes a
fifth issue, the State and Local Tax
Lawyer (S.A.L.T.L.). S.A.L.T.L. provides practitioners with a comprehensive desktop reference covering state
and local tax issues.
The journal is also a resource for
social interaction and career advice.
Social events occur often during the
school year, and we pride ourselves on
having a friendly, open working environment. In addition, practitioners,
law firms and judges frequently send
notices of employment to our office.
Our membership selection process
weighs grades and write-on scores in
equal proportion. If you are considering joining The Tax Lawyer, please rank
us in your top three choices.

Georgetown
Journal of
Gender and
the Law
The Georgetown Journal of Gender
and the Law explores the impact of gender and sexuality on both the theory
and practice of law. The Law Center
boasts one of the nation’s more prestigious feminist legal faculties; the
Journal complements this long tradition of feminist scholarship and advocacy. The Journal seeks to expand the
current legal discourse into the intersection between sexuality and gender.
To that end, we have developed a
unique publication that integrates cutting-edge scholarship and practical
applications. Three distinct issues
make up each volume of our Journal.
The Annual Review issue covers the
most recent legal developments affecting gender and sexuality in
Constitutional Law, Criminal Law,
Family Law, Employment Law,
Education Law, and Healthcare Law.
This year our Spring Symposium
will focus on gender and retail
employment issues associated with
Wal-Mart as well as trafficking in
domestic workers. The upcoming year
will be exciting for gender jurisprudence. A number of important cases
are currently percolating through state
and federal courts. Our next volume of
the Journal will analyze legal challenges same-sex marriages including
the Massachusetts state Supreme
Court decision upholding same-sex
marriages and San Francisco’s decision to issue marriage licenses for
same-sex couples. We will also analyze a post-Lawrence v. Texas Florida
Court of Appeals decision upholding a
statute denying gays and lesbians the
right to adopt. Further, we will examine a Sixth Circuit case involving Title
IX reverse discrimination allegations
in university athletic funding and state
statues banning the newest reproductive technology – cloning. Please
watch for information on our OPEN
HOUSE coming soon.
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A-Rod deal pushes baseball back to the forefront
by Jon Massimino, 3L
Law Weekly

I think it is fairly safe to
say that there has not been a
more stunning turn of
events in sports since Babe
Ruth was traded to the
Yankees. Ironically, the most
consequential transaction in
the history of baseball also
involves the Yankees: as the
former shortstop for the Texas Rangers, Alex
Rodriguez -- the highest paid player in team sports - will now wear the famous pinstripes at third base
for the Yanks. The effects of this deal are so farreaching I do not know where to begin.
Maybe at the top -- props to George
Steinbrenner. Perhaps there is no other owner in
sports who puts his money where his mouth is.
Unconfined by the salary cap rules in other leagues,
Steinbrenner is free to back up his uncompromised
dedication to winning at all costs. He will win -even if it means swallowing a quarter of a billion dollar contract to do so. After some tinkering, I believe
the Yankees got the final number down to around
$172 million or so, but the message is clear -Steinbrenner has no qualms about paying to win. He
gave Yankee GM Brian Cashman a blank check with
an ultimatum -- get me the best player in baseball.
Now, with Derek Jeter maintaining his position at
shortstop, the Yankees will have the best left side of
the infield in the history of baseball for the next six or
seven years.
This reminds me of something David Aldridge, a
basketball analyst for ESPN, said last summer as the
San Antonio Spurs were pursuing Jason Kidd.
Questions were raised about why, after a great performance in the Finals, the Spurs were thinking
about replacing their current point guard, Tony
Parker. Aldridge said something to the effect of,
“When you have an opportunity to acquire the greatest player at his position on your team, you do it, no

matter what the cost.” This is what happened here - the Yankees saw an opportunity to get Rodriguez,
who is clearly the best shortstop in baseball. For my
money Barry Bonds is still the best player in the
sport, and I do not want to hear word one about
steroids.
Such is the desire to win of Steinbrenner that he
ignores all fiscal responsibility and pulls off a deal in
48 hours that the Red Sox could not put together over
the course of two months of discussion. The Rangers
said, “Pay me,” and the Boss was too happy to
oblige, which is where Boston got hung up. I do not
want to hear about the union refusing to allow
Rodriguez to alter the terms of his deal to fit into
Boston's salary structure. It's called a collective bargaining agreement -- look it up. The union, as it is

The Rangers said, "Pay me,"
and the Boss was too happy
to oblige, which is where
Boston got hung up.
legally bound to do, was looking out for the best
interests of its players -- all of them, not just A-Rod.
To let him alter his deal to the extent considered by
Boston and Texas would set dangerous precedent.
Yes, the union comes across as the bad guy, but they
were merely enforcing the deal the players signed
with the owners.
All that's left is for the Yankees to somehow put
all that talent together. This formula for success hasn't worked out too well in the past decade or so. The
Portland Trailblazers of the National Basketball
Associated imploded after having a 12-point lead in
the final game of the Western Conference Finals. The
Dallas Mavericks have yet to see the Finals. The
Washington Redskins led by Deion Sanders also
failed to live up to expectations. All-star teams really have not fared so well in the post-season. As a
matter of fact, the New England Patriots -- as domi-

nant of a football team as there will ever be in this era
of free agency -- win championships without a
menagerie of big names leading the way.
This is why it is no accident that Joe Torre is still
managing the Yankees. The failed all-star experiments have proven that chemistry wins. I cannot
imagine another manager capable of garnering the
respect he will need from his players in order to
make it work. Torre has more rings than a lot of the
guys he will send out onto the field everyday. The
talent knows that there is another level for them to
reach, and Torre, along with Jeter, has the experience
and the lessons to teach that will take guys like Jason
Giambi and Rodriguez to that championship level.
What about the Red Sox -- or the Sawx as
Michael Wilbon of PTI fame call them? Well, they are
already undertaking some serious damage control.
Team owner John Henry is calling for a salary cap in
light of Steinbrenner's move, even though it is highly
doubtful he would sing the same tune if the Sox had
somehow pulled off this trade. We're already hearing
“Re-Cowboy Up” in an attempt to face down the
reborn Evil Empire. Recently acquired starting pitcher Curt Schilling claims that he isn't afraid, and there
he may have a point. If chemistry is the first thing
you need to win a championship in baseball, starting
pitching is the second. The Sox have the Yankees beat
on that account. Perdo, Schill, Lowe and Wakefield
are a fearsome foursome to face in a seven-game
series. Where championship baseball is concerned,
good pitching definitely beats good hitting.
So where does this leave us? Baseball is reenergized. Coming off the greatest post-season in its history, we now have a team, with the addition of ARod, to follow everyday just to see if expectations
will be met. With the Yankees, there will be no dog
days of summer. Every game will carry some significance, some barometer of how the talent is meshing
and how their chances to win the World Series look.
While I wrote a column a few weeks ago about football being the dominant force in American sports, in
just one year, baseball may have pushed itself back
into our dreams as the national pastime.

This week at the MCI Center
2/23 7 p.m. Capitals vs. Tampa Bay Lightning
2/24 7:30 p.m. Men's NCAA B-ball: Hoyas vs. Pittsburgh Panthers
2/25 7 p.m. Washington Capitals vs. Carolina Hurricanes 2/26 7 p.m. Washington Wizards vs. Chicago Bulls
2/28 3:30 p.m. Washington Wizards vs. Los Angeles Lakers

MONDAY, FEB. 23, TO FRIDAY, FEB 27, 2004

FEATURES

GEORGETOWN LAW WEEKLY

PAGE 11

Chairman Mow takes the “Pet Fitness Challenge”
by Kathryn Goyer, 2L
Guest Writer

My cat has got to exercise. I got
him, full grown, six years ago and he
only weighed 8 lbs. Within two years,
he had nearly doubled and was topping
14 lbs. I know everyone has stories of
cats that weigh in excess of 20 lbs, but I
am concerned about his health and
want to make sure he's around for a
good long time.
About three years ago, I stopped
living in denial (he's not fat, he's just
fluffy) and put him on diet food. Didn't
make a bit of difference. Last year, I got
serious. I was on an intense exercise
program myself, complete with heart
rate monitor and supplements (just call
me GNC KC) and decided kitty was
getting trimmed and toned as well. I
figured I just needed to know his resting heart rate, get the appropriate formula to calculate his training rate for
cardio fitness and weight loss, and then
get him started and track the progress.
Step one, how to get the resting
heart rate of a cat. Whether I put my
forefinger on his neck, his paw, his
inside leg or right on his chest, I heard
the same thing -- prrrrr. I kept telling
him to stop purring. “A purr is NOT a
heart rate!” I told him, but Detroit, The
Motor Kitty, wasn't giving in. My cat
seems to be a perpetual purring
machine, but purring, in addition to not
being a heart rate, is also not exercise.
I called the vet, but they thought I
was strange and didn't know. I didn't
expect the vet to be helpful; they just tell
me to give him less food. I am a fitness
maven. I know it takes more than dieting to lose weight. And I'm not talking
about starving kitty until he slims down
to look pretty on the cover of Cosmo. I
want him to be healthy! I want him to
exercise and move around and play
AND eat appropriately. So I decided I
would start out on the unchartered territory of Kitty Fitness on my own....
The first problem is that my cat
won't play. You dangle string, ribbon,
furry things, whatever in front of Sid
Vicious (he looks quite ferocious, with
his spiky black hair) and he'll take a few
swipes at it until he catches it and then,
once he's determined that it is not edible, he is no longer interested. After
that, the most caloric energy he'll devote
to the activity is to blink at you with a
look that says “What's with you and
string anyway?” So, short of irritating
my cat every few minutes, I had to
come up with a new plan.
He needed cariovascular activity. I
got him a leash. He acted like I had put
a noose on him, flattened himself to the
ground and refused to move.
I thought I'd trick him, to prove that
he knew he could move, and I knew he
could move, and I knew that he knew
he could move (its frightening how
much thought I put into trying to outsmart a domesticated pet). So, I tossed a
treat across the floor. He instantly
sprang forward, but then just as quickly
stopped and resumed his pose of
feigned immobility. “A ha! You can't
fool me, “ I said and nudged the treat
closer. Then, GI Cat emerged, as my cat
low-crawled across the floor, slithering
on his furry belly as if it took every
ounce of strength and courage, braving
sniper fire and crashing mortars, to
sidle over to the treat and munch it.
“KC,” you're thinking, “if you give
him treats, he's not going to lose
weight,” but the treats are just a training

tool, and I always make him run or
jump or something before he gets them,
so there's at least a minimized net
caloric impact. Besides, there's no way
he's eating half his bodyweight in treats.
There are larger problems at work here.
The leash was out of the question. I
tried to put it on him and throw another treat, but he wasn't having it. Fine,
indoor cardio, I thought. We can do this.
I tried the wheelbarrow approach. I
picked up his hindlegs and tried to get
him to walk across the floor on his front

life. When we got inside the building,
he scrambled out of my arms and
dashed full speed for the door to my
apartment. Seriously, he was like lightning. I've never seen him move so fast
in my entire life, not even for food.
Eureka, I had found it.
I gave him a few days to recover
from The Snow Incident. Then, I tried
out my new idea -- interval training,
also known as The Hallway Sprint. I
picked him up and carried him out of
the apartment, but instead of going

Kathryn Goyer, 2L, winner of Channel 5 News’ Pet Fitness Challenge, will
appear with Chairman Mow, above, this Thursday during the 8 a.m. news hour.

tool. Somewhat of a combined cardioresistance training exercise. Not in the
world of Chairman Mow. Make that,
Chairman Mooow!!!!
He really did not like the wheelbarrow game. I tried to assure him that suffering would make him a better communist, but that apparently wasn't in
his little red book. The first time I tried
it, he took two steps, splayed his front
paws out in front of him and wailed
while I pushed him around my apartment on his chin. He then hid for the
remainder of the afternoon. Other than
raising his heart rate through his efforts
to complain so vehemently, I don't
think there was any net caloric deficit.
Undeterred, I resolved that I would
find a way to get my cat to exercise.
Forced running wasn't working. Forced
swimming was out of the question. And
I wasn't sure I could teach him to ride a
bike. Then, it snowed. There was a
beautiful six-inch layer of snow when I
woke up one Sunday morning and I
declared, “Aha! This will do it!” I have
been assured on three separate occasions that my cat is in fact not just
another domestic medium hair but is, in
fact, a Norwegian Forest Cat, which
means, naturally, that he must LOVE
snow. So, I skipped the leash and decided that since it was an early Sunday
morning, it would be safe to just carry
him outside and let him frolic in his
native habitat for a few minutes.
I picked him up, and carried him
out the door. He started whimpering.
He clung to me for dear life, dug his
claws into my jacket and refused to let
go. I walked over to the side of the
building, which is on a very quiet side
street, pried him from my shoulder and
put him down. He lifted up one paw,
shook it, looked at it, put it down again.
Lifted up another paw, shook it, looked
at it, and put it down again. Then he
looked at me and responded pitifully,
“Mooow...?” So I picked him up again.
He was shivering (all that fur, what is
the point?), and clung to me for dear

down the stairs and out the door, I just
walked to the other end of the hallway
and put him down. In a flash, he was off
like the Road Runner. When he took the
corner on two paws, you could all but
see the little cartoon-drawn puff of
smoke with the lines coming out. I was
laughing so hard I couldn't even keep
up with him, but by the time I got back
to the apartment I could see that he
wasn't terribly traumatized, and I think
he even kind of liked it. He was running
for his life, but he knew that he'd get
back home. So it was just scary enough
to be exciting, at least in the world of my
sweet lazy cat.
This went on for a few weeks.
About once or twice a day, I’d carry him
to the end of the hallway and put him
down to race back home. I could usually get him to do it three or four times in
a row, then his interest would wane and
he’d avoid me.
Then, while I was washing dishes
one day, he stood by the door and said,
“Mow?” -- indicating he wished to go
outside. I was amazed. I opened the
door, and he peered out. I took a few
steps out, and he followed me. I
thought, “This will be great! I can just
leave the door open while I'm home and
let him run around in the hallway!”
He’d get low-impact cardio exercise just
from wandering up and down the hallway, which would be better for him
anyway, given his age and weight.
But no, I was way ahead of myself.
Or rather, he was way ahead of me. Just
when I thought my pathetic little
Comrade was afraid of everything and
anything, including crystallized bits of
water, he became Boris the Brave, and
sauntered down that hallway, sat himself down and got comfortable.
Unfortunately, he didn't move.
Eventually, a noise from the elevator startled him and he dashed back.
But from that day on, bit by bit, he got
more comfortable with being out there
on his own. Soon, the day came when
the Hallway Sprint became the Hallway

Saunter and Sit.
Desperate, I tried a new derivation
-- the Hallway Wheelbarrow, but this
was just as much of a disaster as the
original undertaking. I started to worry
that I was doing more harm than good,
and that I was giving my cat a heart
condition with all of the scary things he
had endured. I could see the headline
now, “Overweight Cat Dies of
Coronary When Owner Straps him to
Treadmill.”
I was really nice to him for a few
months. Then, I spent a day spring
cleaning my apartment and, as always
happens once you start cleaning, you
start noticing how dirty everything is.
Eventually, it was kitty's turn.
You would think it would be a full
body workout for both cat and person
to give a cat a bath, involving great
amounts of strength, flexibility, grit,
determination and perserverence in the
face of adversity, like an inter-species
boxing match, but no. I put my cat in the
bathtub, and he just sat there and let me
wash him. I didn't even have to hold
him. Then, he spent the rest of the day
sitting in a corner licking himself furiously until he was dry. I thought that
had to take a lot of energy and figured
he might have gotten some exercise. It
was only a matter of time before I got
another idea. The Bathtub Game.
I waited a week (I try to limit my
cat's traumatic experiences to once a
week), and then I picked up my cat and
put him in the bathtub. I didn't run the
water. I just picked him up and put him
in it. He sat there, looked at me for a second and jumped out. I picked him up
and put him back in. He looked at me
for a few more seconds and jumped out
again. Ta da! Jumping in and out of the
bathtub is like doing hurdles or steeple
chase or something. That's exercise!
And its so easy! So, I did it one more
time, and my cat, brilliant, sweet and
stupid all at the same time, looked at me
as if to say, “Okay, you want me in the
bathtub, I'll stay in the bathtub.” He sat
down, made himself comfortable and
settled in to snooze. I thought about
turning on the water to get him to jump
out, but that just seemed mean and I
was worried about disrupting our good
terms about taking real baths.
The bathtub game lived on for a
few days. He would jump out two or
three times, but eventually he'd just stay
there. At this point, whenever I go into
the bathroom, if he's not sleeping, my
cat will come in and jump into the bathtub and sit down. I bet he's thinking:
“Hey, she digs it when I sit in the bathtub. Maybe I'll get a treat for this.” I
swear, if he could buy me presents, he'd
probably get me a long piece of string.
Last month, I came across an
announcement on the Channel 5 website. "Is your pet overweight? Tell us about
it, and you could win! Be a part of the Pet
Fitness Challenge!” I wrote up a paragraph or two, hit enter, and the next
day, Channel 5 called. They said I had
won. They loved my story, and they
couldn't wait to meet The Chairman. It’s
a month-long piece they're doing and I
committed to participate. You can tune
in to Channel 5 News on Thursday
morning between 8 a.m. and 9 a.m. to
see us onscreen together for the last
time: KC and her cat - Comrade Boris
the Brave, mon Bete Noir, and definitive
Chairman of all that is Mow.
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Person of the Week: R. Scott Foster, Registrar
by Angela Corridan, 3L
Law Weekly

Walking into Scott Foster's office,
nestled in the bowels of the Registrar
area, matches the allure of meeting the
Wizard of Oz. Often dubbed the “face
of the administration,” R. Scott Foster,
graduate of Harvard University,
George Washington University Law
School (J.D.) and Georgetown
University Law Center (LL.M.), reigns
over myriad matters, from exam tardiness to school closing. Well-spoken and
articulate, Scott divulged to the Law
Weekly everything from his carnivorous tendencies to his vision for the registrar's office.
What does the R in R Scott Foster
stand for?
It stands for Robert. My father's
father was named Robert, but mom
liked Scott better so that's the name that
stuck.
How did you find yourself in the registrar's office?
After law school, I always knew I
wanted to do something unconventional. My first job was helping Professor
Feldblum establish the Federal
Legislation Clinic at Georgetown. After
seven years, I moved down the hall to
take an Associate Registrar position.
Inclement weather has received a lot of
attention this year. What are your
thoughts?
Every year is different and every
storm is different. Each member of our
staff takes home a snow kit with students' schedules and professors' numbers to contact them in the event of cancellation.

Have you excused lateness in exams?
It's dealt with on a case by case
basis. Students need to have a reason
and they need
to sign an
honor statement.
We
make sure to
provide a fair
and consistent
opportunity to
perform
in
exams because
we
understand
how
important
grades are.
What hobbies do you
have?
One of
my big hobbies is to work on the house
I bought last year. Luckily, it doesn't
need major renovations.

have a gas grill with a natural gas feed
- I don't even need a propane tank.
That's pretty high-tech. If American
University
offered you
your job and
p r e s e n t
salary plus
$25,000,
would you
take it?
I
wouldn't
take it but I
would certainly let the
Dean know.
What if
they offered
you a raise of
$50,000?
I would certainly let the Dean
know. I obviously like working here.
My becoming registrar was completely

My lunch is always on my schedule from one
to two. I use it as an opportunity to get work
done at my desk. Typically I eat at my desk.
Where is the house?
Capitol Hill.
Do you have a wife and kids?
No wife and no kids.
What foods are in your refrigerator?
The staples: eggs, butter, milk,
cream, sodas and whatever meat I
think I'm going to barbeque that night.
Do you barbeque every night?
Mostly. I live near Eastern Market
so I have easy access to fresh food. I

Poetry Corner

Frosty night and twinkle light
Cool still breeze as birds take flight
Night descends as day floats by
To land afar, over the other side.
Far above, aways from here
Someone up in heaven will hear,
The whispers and prayers
Silences and stares,
Of people who have come
To say goodnight
To this year
Of days gone by.
Happy Lunar New Year to all,
Jocelyn Chia, 1L

The Law Weekly welcomes original writing submissions.
Submit your poetry or creative writing to the Law Weekly at
laweekly@law.georgetown.edu

fluky. When I took the Associate
Registrar position, the Registrar let me
know she thought I was Registrar
material. Surprisingly, she left within
four weeks. I had to quickly figure out
how to run this huge office. I feel so
lucky, the people in the Registrar's
office are so talented. My vision of the
Registrar's office includes raising the
bar every year, figuring out what we
could do better. At our last retreat, I

came up with a slogan to avoid giving
out misinformation-the slogan is: “If in
doubt, don't give it out.”
It's catchy.
Exactly. You learn that as a lawyer,
it's better to get back to someone later
than to risk giving out inaccurate information if one is at all unsure of the
answer.
Out of the following choices, and presuming you weren't a registrar, what profession would you prefer: ninja, bullfighter,
mermaid, beekeeper or chef?
Chef. It's sort of like being a registrar. There are a lot of people who want
a lot of things from you. You need a
team of people who can work together
and are resourceful enough to get the
job done well and on time.
Did you eat lunch yet? And if so, what
did you eat?
My lunch is always on my schedule from one to two. I use it as an
opportunity to get work done at my
desk. Typically I eat at my desk.
What do you think is the biggest challenge as the registrar?
It's communication. It's trying to
figure out to how to let people know
what we do and how to find the best
way to reach them. That's the constant
struggle.
Is it empowering to send out the “dear
all, law school is closed today” email?
It doesn't feel powerful. It feels like
one of the string of things I need to do.
Snow days aren't fun for the registrar.
I like how you sign your emails to students: “best wishes.”
I want to connect with students.
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Universal
Law
by the stellar Jenny Cieplak, 2L
Law Weelkly

Aquarius (Jan. 20 - Feb. 18)
There are lots of clever ways to get
the attention of the cute person who
sits in front of you in class. Tapping out
"I love you" in Morse code with your
pen is probably not one of them.
Pisces (Feb. 19 - March 20)
When your professor suggests that
you start outlining now, you will want to
suggest that they get real. It's best to do
this under your breath.
Aries (March 21 - April 19)
Playing with the fonts in your class
notes will only amuse you for so long
when you forget your Ethernet cord.
Try paying attention??
Taurus (April 20 - May 20)
Don't forget to turn down the volume on your computer before going to
class. The stars love that your laptop
plays "Start Me Up" when you turn it
on, but the professor might not be so
thrilled.
Gemini (May 21 - June 21)
Going to all those firm receptions
is a fun way to get a free meal, but the
stars would like to caution you that
bringing Tupperware along looks kind
of tacky.
Cancer (June 22 - July 22)
This week, the stars would like you
to take note that the phrase "s/he's a
really nice girl/boy" means only one
thing - run for your life (even if said
girl/boy has an ‘extra’ ticket to
Barristers)!
Leo (July 23 - Aug. 22)
The fifth floor of the library is a
nice and sunny place to nap, but you
look a bit silly in your footy pajamas
with your blankie.
Virgo (Aug. 23 - Sept. 22)
If your roommate is getting more
job offers than you, try howling like a
hungry monkey every time someone
calls to offer them a job. The job market
will then dry out for your roommate,
and you'll let off lots of steam.
Libra (Sept. 23 - Oct. 23)
Use your knowledge of law creatively -- paint a picture to inspire yourself to read torts. No, don't break out
your easel and paints in class...

Humor
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Fashion Torts:
Dress to impress, not depress
by Amy Messigian, 1L, Law Weekly
and by Jeff Lien, Guest Writer

This week, in honor of the upcoming Barrister's Ball, Fashion Torts
turns to the world of formal wear.
Because law students are more familiar with business suits and scruffy
school garb, we figure the advice
might be well-warranted.
Our fashion expert
advises ladies not to wear
mini skirts “so you don't
look like a refugee from
Girls Gone Wild.” You don't
want it to look like your
date paid for more than just
your ticket. Instead, ladies
should consider dresses
which flatter their best
assets and hide them too.
Trust me, when you are
doing the Macarena on a table come
midnight, you will not be checking to
see if your micro length skirt is covering your macro length bottom. Long
and elegant dresses show beauty and
sophistication, but don't get me
wrong, a little color or a slit down the
side can really add an extra kick. Don't
hold back the urge to get a dress that
just screams YOU.
He adds, “Don't overdo jewelry.”
Blinding your date with cubic zirconia
is both cheap and unnecessary. A simple jeweled necklace or dangling earrings should suffice and is less likely
to get caught on something. If you just
can't give up your fetish for large jewelry, scrap the hoops and opt for some
chandelier earrings. But no need to
spend a fortune! You can get a nice

pair at a local department store for a
reasonable price. Do NOT spend more
than your yearly tuition on a pair like
the aptly named Jewel recently did.
This simplicity also applies to
your hair. While many salons like to
get creative with your mane, stop
them short when they try to apply
butterflies, barrettes, bows or glitter.
You are neither five years old nor a
Christmas tree ornament.
Rather, consider subtle
changes, such as curling
your normally straight
hair, or consider something cultural like the
French twist. Take our
expert's advice and don't
try to save money by getting a haircut/styling at
you local beauty school.
A hair stylist in training
can be lethal to what would have been
an otherwise beautiful evening.
Our expert advises the women not
to be angry if you haven't checked
your date's outfit and he ends up
dressed like Huggy Bear (although
themed outfits i.e. cowboy or disco are
good reason for a swift whack upside
the head).
For the men, our expert summarizes it with “no tennis shoes and no
bling.” We at the Law Weekly agree.
Leave the Member's Only jacket at
home as well. It won't really go with
your suit and tie. Neither will the
leather bomber jacket, unless you plan
on flying to the event, in which case,
the SBA will not be offering any more
helipads (we hear they sold out in
record time).

The Quotable...
"I know the 1st thing I'm doing when I get in prison -- I'm wearing my
shirt off my shoulder and getting transferred to the women's prison."
- The Quotable Charles Abernathy
"My wife, in sort of a bored way, asks what I am teaching in property."
- The Quotable Peter Byrne
"I don't want to beat a dead horse to death.”
- The Quotable Girardeau Spann
“The Christian Coalition gets together & rates the Congressmen. They
rated me zero as a Christian.” - The Quotable Robert Drinan

Zhubin’s Top 10
Top 10 Incentives Offered to New GULC Dean
by Zhubin Parang, 1L
Law Weekly

Scorpio (Oct. 24 - Nov. 21)
When you forget your cell phone at
home one day, you will learn how primitive people lived when they had only
pay phones and smoke signals to communicate.

10. Law Center slogan to be changed from 'Law is but the
means; justice is the end' to 'All hail the glory of (Dean's name)!'

Sagittarius (Nov. 22 - Dec. 21)
Your collection of law related pickup lines is hilarious. Saying "hey baby,
you wanna go back to my place and do
something meritricious" at the Times
may get you some funny looks, but,
sadly, not a date for Barristers Ball.

7. All McDonough elevators will always be on whatever floor
Dean is currently on

Capricorn (Dec. 22 - Jan. 19)
The stars would like to remind you
that some things are not meant to be
put together. Like compassion and conservatism.

9. Four 1Ls as personal servants
8. Automatic co-authorship credit given on all faculty publications

6. 10% discount on all Gewirz laundry machines
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Heat on the
Hill
The Laws of Love by
Logan & Lucy
Dear Heat:
Last week you helped a woman who
wanted to turn a regular make-out partner into boyfriend material. I have the
exact opposite problem. I've been hooking
up with someone on a fairly regular basis.
I spend any free time I have in the library
-- I don't have time for anything more
substantial. But last week the guy called
me his "girlfriend" and I've been feeling
the pressure to date. The casual relationship works for me. Can I keep it this way?
Girlfriend: In a simpler time,
when a man made his move to claim
the woman he desired, there might
have been a chase scene or a gun
fight -- but that the better man would
get the girl was pretty much a foregone conclusion. Ah, how I long for
the days before Queer Eye and
woman's suffrage overcomplicated
what must have been such a straightforward tango of testosterone and
justice.
Your problem is contemporary,
but no less straightforward -- and
don't let Dr. Phil tell you otherwise.
True, your boy might get a little bit
emotional on you from time to time.
Even manly men can emote, every
man gets a little misty eyed watching
Old Yeller; I know that I was moved
to tears when Apollo died in Rocky
IV. But women often forget that men
are creatures of habit, and nothing
sobers a man up like the threat of
removing his regular make-out sessions. Tell the boy where you stand
and that you mean business. Your
buddy is bound to come around and
remain the uncommitted love muscle
you so desperately prefer. -Logan
Dear GF: Referring to you as
“girlfriend” suggests that your guy is
a bit confused about his place in the
relationship. No matter how much
he resists, if he is making you feel
uneasy, you should sit him down
and talk about this. Leaving the matter to rest will only complicate it further: he needs to understand.
If you change your mind and
want the relationship to advance,
you will have to work your schedules
together and let him know your time
constraints. -Lex (Guest Advisor)
Dear GF: "Girlfriend" can have
lots of meanings - and I'm pretty sure
that any guy that can get away with
calling you his girlfriend without
moving beyond the hooking-up-butnot-dating thing is going to do just
that. I wouldn't freak out and assume
he's planning the wedding just yet -remember, this is a guy we're talking
about. Chances are he's fine with the
status quo too, and was just trying to
figure out how to refer to you (and
girlfriend was easiest).
Unless he sits you down and
starts full-on talking commitment, I
wouldn't turn and run just yet. You
have a mouth and a mind of your
own. Use it! Tell him what you are
and aren't okay with, and don't forget
that compromise is what adult relationships are all about! -Love, Lucy.

Got Questions?

5. Allowed to raise tuition just for the hell of it

Email Heat on the Hill

4. May carry golden scepter, hit people with it

laweekly@bulldog.georgetown.edu
Confidentiality guaranteed!

3. Every day is Taco Tuesday for Dean only
2. Actual golden parachute
1. Dean of Admissions Andy Cornblatt to write personal message
on offer of employment

Please Note: Advice columns are
intended for amusement purposes
only. Some question scenarios are
fictitious, and written by members
of the Law Weekly staff.
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Looking back: Bush's security doctrine
Pacificus
by Scott P. Lindsay
In September 2002, the Bush
administration proudly released its
National Security Strategy Paper outlining the president's new doctrine of
preemption. Said to be the intellectual
brainchild of Condoleezza Rice, the
paper succinctly laid out the new array
of threats facing the United States (primarily the nexus of rogue states,
weapons of mass destruction, and
international terrorism) as well as a
radical new basis for justifying the preemptive use of force under international law.
Most controversially, the Bush
doctrine proposed to lower the threshold of restraint for the use of force
against rogue states. Instead of waiting
until a rogue state presents an imminent threat to U.S. national security,
the Bush doctrine made clear that the
United States will use force to preemptively eliminate emerging threats that
come in the form of rogue states seeking to acquire WMD.
For over a century now, the legal
standard for justified anticipatory selfdefense or preemption has focused on
the imminence of the threat. In the
words of Secretary of State Daniel
Webster, the action must leave “no
choice of means and no moment for
deliberation.”
The Bush doctrine walked a fine
line between criticizing this standard
outright and attempting to expand the
meaning of imminence. Essentially, the
paper argued that the traditional concept of imminence is anachronistic in
an era when terrorists and rogue states
can detonate catastrophic weapons
against the United States without any
prior notice. If we wait to take action
until a threat is imminent, Bush says, it
may be too late.
As a theoretical matter, the Bush
doctrine is right. The nature of the
threats confronting the United States
have changed so radically over the last
century, and last decade in particular,
that dutifully obeying traditional legal
constraints on the use of force could
potentially do considerable damage to
U.S. national security.
As a diplomatic and practical matter, however, the Bush doctrine has
incurred great costs to U.S. prestige
while providing little value-added.
The costs are manifold. Since the presidency of Woodrow Wilson, the
United States has worked doggedly to
create an international legal regime
that places significant constraints on
the use of force between states. Despite
the continued presence of significant
levels of violence in the international
system, particularly intrastate violence, the prohibition of the offensive
use of force as an acceptable instrument of foreign policy has gradually
become a defining normative value of
our era.
True, many states will still use
offensive force when they see it as in
their interest to do so - the rote Realist
critique of international law. But, what
Realist theory misses is that the calculation of national interest has dramatically shifted to encompass the significant international costs of the illegal
use of force. Fewer states than ever in
history find it in their "interest" to
attack their neighbors because the cost-

benefit analysis rarely pans out in
favor of such action.
As the security guarantor for much
of the world and manager of the international system, the United States has
been the primary driver behind the
international prohibition of the use of
force. The Bush national security doctrine vitiates the impact of the international prohibition by lowering the
threshold for the use of force. The Bush
administration has demanded, in
essence, that the international community grant the United States a major
exception from the prohibition -America can preemptively attack any
state it deems to be an emerging threat
to U.S. national security.
Demanding such an exception not
only fuels the fire of international paranoia about U.S. unilateralism, it fundamentally undermines the integrity of
the prohibition on the use of force. The
success of the prohibition is a result of
its normative value much more than its
actual legal value. The prohibition is
moderately effective as long as states
believe it works and that other states
will obey it. When the most powerful
state in the world demands a lower
legal standard for itself, it cuts at the
heart of the prohibition's real influence
over other state actors.
So what benefit did the Bush preemption doctrine bring the United
States? The national security strategy
paper was designed primarily with
five states in mind: Iraq, North Korea,
Iran, Syria, and Libya - the former
three comprising the infamous "axis of
evil." To make this exclusive list you
must be 1) a rogue regime, 2) actively
seeking to acquire WMD, and 3) a past
or present sponsor of international terrorism.
Of the five, Libya and Syria are
inconsequential because their WMD
programs have never progressed
beyond infancy; and Iraq, as we now
know, did not in fact have WMD and

the connection between Saddam and
international terrorism was dubious at
best and grossly specious in all likelihood.
That leaves two states for which
the Bush doctrine could possibly be
applied, North Korea and Iran. Indeed,
both of these states are actively seeking
to develop nuclear weapons. North
Korea is either on the threshold or has
acquired several weapons already.
Iran was just caught last week redhanded by the International Atomic
Energy Agency with equipment it
promised it did not have.
And yet, in both North Korea and
Iran the Bush doctrine provides little if
any utility as a diplomatic or military
tool. The United States is simply not
militarily in a position to preemptively
attack either state's nuclear development programs. In North Korea, any
use of force has a high probability of
precipitating a full-scale war that
would cost hundreds of thousands of
South Korean lives. Meanwhile, surgically attacking Iran would be difficult
and would inflame the globe and likely lead to revolt among the Shiite
majority in Southern Iraq. The preemptive use of force in either state is not a
serious policy option.
In sum, then, the Bush national
security paper significantly weakened
the integrity of the international prohibition on the offensive use of force
while providing little if any utility as a
legal justification for the use of force
against the rogue states actually covered by the doctrine. The Bush administration was right to want to spur
worldwide debate on refashioning
international legal standards to
address grave new security threats.
Unilaterally announcing a doctrine
that comes with great diplomatic cost
and little national security benefit,
however, was not the way to go about
it.
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Tell me what you think: A plea for negative feedback
by Kevin Mittler
If I only listened to the comments
given to me after competing in the
Mock Trial and ADR competitions
over the last few weeks, I would
think I was a natural attorney and
negotiator. If I only looked at my dismal numeric results for the tournaments I would think I was foolish to
have ever thought about entering.
The combination alternates between
turning me into a manic depressive
and leaving me devoid of emotion.
It is a feeling I have found prominent in many of my classmates at this
time of year. Grades are out and professors have for the most part completed their exam review if they were
so inclined. Many of us are unsure
where we really stand, and have but
an inkling of what we need to do for
the next time. Worse yet, it is hard to
know what is missing that would
ease the mind and help us focus on
the present and future. For me, the
competitions brought it into focus.
I want feedback: honest to goodness, non-patronizing constructive
criticism.
Do not treat me with kid gloves. I
am not a two-year-old. I do not need
a lollipop. I am, after all, a law student, soon to face the difficulties of

the real world where no one worth
listening to gives you kudos you
don't earn.
Tear me apart like you would the
plot of a bad movie. Point out my
flaws like a hacker looking at the latest Windows operating system. Be
my Simon Cowell.
As for the competitions, I realize
it is hard to be critical of a fellow student, especially if you know that they
do not have the experience to perform better. I have not yet taken a
trial advocacy class or a seminar in
mediation, and in comparison to
those who have I am unlikely to compare favorably. I understand that. In
fact, I expect it. When judges gave me
only positive comments after my tryout rounds I felt incredibly good
about myself. Then I received the
scores that showed that I not only
didn't make the team, but I didn't
come close. Anger, sadness, confusion; is this a better result than honesty in the first place? Sometimes the
cure is worse than the disease.
I want to be told what I did
wrong. I need to know in order to
improve. “There's always next year”
means nothing if I don't know what I
did wrong in the first place.
Personally, I came to the Law
Center with one purpose: to learn.
Certainly I hope to be good at what I
do. I hope for a good job in my future,
and I hope coming here will help in
finding it. I appreciate the clout that

being a Georgetown Law alumnus
will give me. It affected my choice of
where to go. However, it was not
what made me choose law school in
general.
While I am more understanding
of the competitions, these problems
of feedback extend to the classroom
as well. There I had hoped to find the
strongest support of my goals, something to help fulfill my purpose of
coming here. The classes are the obvious choice for where to learn and
improve. Yet, in some classes I
receive but one measure of my learning, a final exam, from which I
receive the grand total of a grade; and
while this grade represents where I
stand in my class, it does not tell me
what I need to do to improve my
understanding of the material.
I want to learn, and learning
requires more than just studying for a
single exam. It requires a way to
measure one's progress, to adjust
one's strategies, and to fix mistakes
made along the way. These adjustments are difficult to make without
ongoing honest and critical feedback.
A personal example from the
exam structure itself: Here's a multiple choice exam. Congratulations,
you got 60% right. No, you won't get
to know which ones.
How am I supposed to become a
better lawyer if I don't know what I
need improvement in and what I
don't understand? I realize that I

could study everything again, and
chances are I will. The chances are
also high that I will come to the same
incorrect conclusions that caused me
to get the questions wrong on the
exam. Along with that, if I do try to
second guess myself about what I
didn't know, I might find myself “fixing” something I actually did know.
The essay exams are not necessarily any better. When my entire feedback is a number and an example of a
“good” exam, what I learn from the
exam is limited. Even if an explanation is given as to what was expected
by the professor, the lack of opportunity to show improvement removes
the impetus to better learn the material. Already heavily involved with
classes for the next semester, there is
little time for me to spend reinforcing
concepts from the previous one.
Thankfully, one of the best things
about Curriculum B is the year-long
class where this issue is less pronounced.
Surely, some say, this is my own
fault for coming into law school with
incorrect expectations. I don't doubt
that. Everyone has gone through the
same thing for years, or so they say.
Maybe the problem is within me. I
should know better. I should learn to
understand the system and deal with
it like everyone else. Perhaps in the
end that is the strongest feedback I
have received so far.

Emergency powers are bad for democratic society
by Chen Fong Goh
The small island nation of Sri
Lanka made news recently when
President Kumaratunga invoked her
presidential powers to declare a state
of emergency when her rival Prime
Minister Wickremesinghe was visiting the U.S. Although this crisis has
abated, it has raised disturbing questions. Has Sri Lanka vested too much
power in the executive branch of government? What could the President
have done had the state of emergency
continued? Are there any checks to
her powers during the state of emergency? This article will show that
even under a democratic constitution,
the Sri Lankan President can assume
dictatorial powers. This raises the
chilling question on how even a democratic country can turn into a dictatorship during emergency situations.
Sri Lanka started its modern history with a reasonably liberal constitution that guaranteed free speech
rights and limited the powers of the
executive among other things. Absent
a state of emergency, Supreme Court
cases in Sri Lanka continue to uphold
various liberal rights as vested in the
constitution. In Athukorale & Ors v
Attorney General of Sri Lanka ICHRL 40
(1997), the Supreme Court held that a
Bill regulating broadcasting stations,
and putting all broadcast programs
under the control of a government
agency, was unconstitutional. The
court said that under the Sri Lankan
constitution, the public had "a right to
information" as well as "satisfaction of
the public's intellectual, spiritual and
emotional needs." In Vidanagamage v

Republic of Sri Lanka ICHRL 31 (1999)
the court held that Presidential
decrees ordering the interception of
postal articles were unconstitutional
because they "interfered with the right
of free communication".
As the civil war with the separatist Tamil Tigers dragged on, the
legislature began enacting laws that
were meant to strengthen the executive leadership so as to maintain
order. So over the years the legal
rights of Sri Lankans in an emergency
situation have been eroded.
The Prevention of Terrorism
Ordinance, Art. 28 (1979) (PTO) states
that "the provisions of this act shall
have effect notwithstanding any other
written law…". The PTO grants the
government enormous powers of
detention, suspends normal criminal
procedure and rules of evidence, and
lays down harsh rules for keeping
public order. Art. 2(a)(f) makes it an
offense under the PTO to say anything that might "cause disharmony"
or even to commit garden varietyvandalism - the penalties being
imprisonment of five to twenty years
under Art. 2(ii). Most importantly,
Art. 3(i) gives the President-appointed Inspector General of the Police the
right to decide who violated the PTO,
meaning that the President can indirectly decide that some political rival
has caused disharmony and must be
imprisoned for 20 years.
Amendment X (1986) of the Sri
Lankan Constitution repealed the
condition that an emergency be
declared by a two-thirds majority of
Parliament. Instead, Art. 155(3) of the
Constitution
now
allows
the
President to proclaim a state of emergency that suspends all other laws,
including constitutional rights, pur-

suant to the authoritarian, colonialera 1947 Public Security Ordinance
which is still good law. The state of
emergency can be followed by a dissolution of parliament for up to ten
days, during which legislators cannot
challenge the President's decision.
Art. 154(J)(2) further declares that the
President's proclamation shall be conclusive for all purposes and shall not
be questioned in any Court…" as well
as barring all courts from inquiring
into the grounds for declaring a state
of emergency.
Amendment XVII (2000) gives the
President the power to appoint the
chiefs of the Army, Navy, Air Force,
as well as the Attorney General and
Inspector General of the Police. The
President has other executive powers
that allow her to appoint the entire
administration. Under Chapters VII
and IX of the constitution, she also has
roughly the same powers as the U.S.
president in deciding when to wage
war, recognizing foreign nations, etc.
She can also rule the economic infrastructure of the country by fiat during
an emergency. The Essential Public
Services Act No. 61 §2(1) (1979) gives
her great discretion to decide if a service is essential, and empowers her to
order anyone in an 'essential' occupation to work during a state of emergency.
As a result of having concentrated
so many powers in the executive, Sri
Lanka is vulnerable to executive
coups. The President has the power to
declare a state of emergency. She
wields many powers that enable her
to rule during this state of emergency,
and the PTO further strengthens her
hand. The Supreme Court is not
allowed to inquire into this political
question, and even Parliament may

only review the state of emergency
after 10 days during which the
President has free rein.
The Sri Lankan experience
bears disturbing parallels with the
post-911 United States. Pursuant to
the National Emergencies Act (50
U.S.C. §1621) and the International
Emergency Economic Powers Act
(1977), President Bush already has the
power to declare that the United
States is in a state of emergency, and
invoke economic sanctions or employ
military force. The US Supreme Court
might claim in Reid v Covert that the
executive cannot override the constitution - but if cases like Luther v
Borden, Goldwater v Carter and CurtisWright control, the Court could just as
easily defer to presidential authority
and rule that a declaration of a state of
emergency is a 'nonjusticiable political question'.
In the past, it was the Vietnamese
and Guatemalans and not American
citizens who had to pay the price for
the President's broad-ranging executive powers. This might change in the
future. Three days after 9-11,
Congress passed a joint resolution
that allows the president to use force
against any nations, organizations, or
people that he deems necessary in
order to prevent acts of terrorism. If
the President decides that United
States is a battlefield because of the
'war on terrorism' and declares a state
of emergency, would the President be
able to exercise unlimited authority to
the detriment of the American people?
All citations are to the constitution
on the official website of the Sri Lankan
government.
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Student group sponsored speakers underutilized
by Avedis H. Seferian
Over the past (almost) three
years, I have been fortunate to attend
a number of wonderful talks organized by the amazing multitude of student groups that we have here at the
Law Center. If a big name group (say,
the ACS) brings in a big name speaker (say, Hillary Clinton), then the
Moot Court auditorium gets packed
to the gills. And that is as it should be
-- such speeches tend to be very interesting and of high social significance.
However, over the past six semesters,
I have found that many less visible
student groups bring in speakers who
give speeches that are just as interesting and of equally high social significance. Yet these sessions tend to be
ignored and sparsely attended.
Last week I attended a wonderful
talk organized by the Space Law
Group. It featured a very distinguished panel of lawyers, analysts
and academics (not to mention a former astronaut!) who were discussing
the President's new space initiative
proposal. The group raised important
social, political and legal issues and
did so in a highly energetic and enjoyable way. Everyone in the room
learned a lot and had a good time
doing it... all 28 of us. I couldn't help
feel that it was a shame that the panel
didn't get a larger audience -- not so
much because the panelists deserved
better, but because so many people
ended up missing such an interesting
presentation.
Why should this be so? Three possible answers suggest themselves to
me -- that law students are superficial
intellectuals who don't really care

about the importance of the topic
being discussed, just the name-value
of the speaker(s) doing the discussing;
that law students are apathetic to the
whole thing and only show up at
events when persuaded/bullied by
those friends of theirs who are organizing the event; or that law students
are simply too busy to go to all these
talks and pick and choose (rationally)
on the basis of whether or not they
have heard of the person doing the
talking.
If the last of these reasons was the
only reason, I would not be so disturbed. Doubtless there is a lot of
truth to the assertion that we don't
have much spare time, so we can't
really afford to go and attend every
talk put up by every group. However,
I don't think that this reason covers
the whole picture. Law students fit in
a remarkable number of things into
already packed schedules; if we wanted to fit a talk in, we would find a way
to do so. I likewise reject the first possible reason, both because I believe
law students do care about issues
more than speakers and also because I
don't think law students are generally
star-struck enough to attend a talk just
because they have heard of the speaker.
That leaves student apathy as the
remaining option. I fear this one
strikes a good deal closer to home.
Most of us aren't apathetic towards
everything -- we have our specific
interests and we might well follow up
on particular groups to see what
speakers they will feature. But in general, I believe most of us tend to
ignore groups that aren't on our
immediate radar scope. How many of
us actually read Elise Perram's
"Student Organization Broadcast"
emails? How many of us take the time
to take in the various notices and

Cartoon by Mark Arimoto, 3L

posters put up on student group
boards and along the corridors?
Activities organized by the many
student groups on our campus remain
a highly underutilized resource. I
know we already get a lot of email,
and I know there's much more happening around campus than we can
afford to be a part of, but that doesn't
mean we simply ignore all the emails
and all the activities. An individual
making a reasoned decision that
he/she cannot attend a talk for some
cause (even if it's “I just don't want
to”) is different from someone who
simply deletes emails announcing
student group activities.
Ultimately, it is up to the individual to determine how best to utilize
the resources available at the Law
Center. But the best determination
will only be arrived at by considering
all those resources, and not preemptively eliminating a large and important subgroup. An individual who
succumbs to indifference (whether

inspired by apathy or just laziness)
loses out on the ability to take advantage of so many useful activities available to us law students.
I certainly don't attend every talk
that occurs at the Law Center. I don't
even attend every talk I could possibly
attend -- I occasionally skip out on a
discussion I might like to have been
present for simply because I was tired
and wanted to go home, while the talk
would require me to stay on in school.
But on each occasion, the decision to
not attend was made in full awareness
of the opportunity to attend.
That, then, is the approach I propose -- be aware of this great resource
that so often goes underutilized.
Know that many interesting people
walk through the Law Center's doors
each day to present their learned
views on many interesting topics. If
you don't want to attend those talks,
you don't have to; but at least you'll
know that if you do want to attend,
you can.

