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LOOKING AHEAD

Members of Georgetown Law’s Class of 2019 
gather for a photo on the steps of McDonough 
Hall in April.
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Police for Tomorrow

It’s been an exciting year for George-
town Law. Building on last year’s  

$10 million gift by Bruce (L’80) and Ann 
Blume, the Law Center again received  
the largest gift in our history, $10.5 
million from Scott K. Ginsburg (L’78). 
This will be the fourth year of historic 
highs in fundraising for our school. Scott 

has already helped to improve our campus, with funds for our 
iconic clock tower and beautiful Sport and Fitness Center. This 
most recent gift (see page 85) will be used to expand George-
town’s downtown presence, with the purchase of the building at 
500 First Street. Acquisition of the new building will bring new 
opportunities for students, faculty and staff across our campuses 
and complete an entire city block of university properties. The 
gift will also be used to create chairs for four law professors. The 
first Ginsburg Professor, Rosa Brooks, was installed this spring. 
The purchase occurred just as this issue was going to press; look 
for a feature story on what 500 First means for Georgetown in 
the next issue of this magazine.

A few years ago, the notion of police recruits learning the  
law from some of Georgetown Law’s experts or students might 
have seemed unlikely. But in the wake of police violence across 
the nation, Professors Rosa Brooks, Kristin Henning, Shon 
Hopwood, Christy Lopez and Paul Butler were noticing a dearth 
of conversations about race, policing and use of force. Two 
years ago, these professors launched Police for Tomorrow, a 
program educating early-career police fellows on issues cen-
tral to 21st-century policing (see story on page 30). And as our 
country continues to grapple with the challenge of immigration, 
14 members of our community recently traveled to Dilley, Texas, 
to work with women at the South Texas Family Detention Center 
(see page 46). These stories and more are demonstrating that  
in everything we do, as we prepare for our 150th anniversary  
in 2020, Georgetown Law is prepared for a bright and produc-
tive future.

William M. Treanor
Dean of the Law Center 
Executive Vice President, Law Center Affairs

THOUGHTS FROM THE DEAN  \



CONVINCING EVIDENCE  \  NEWS

2019 Spring/Summer    5

Photo Credit: Ines Hilde

THE LAWYERS OF TOMORROW

Georgetown Law’s Office of Admissions welcomed 
high school students to Hart Auditorium in February 
as part of an early outreach initiative.

/ NEWS
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On the same day that CNN and Jim Acosta sued Presi-
dent Trump and White House officials for suspending 
Acosta’s press credentials following a November 7 press 

conference, Georgetown Law’s Institute for Constitutional Advo-
cacy and Protection and the Reporters Committee for Freedom 
of  the Press filed an amicus brief  in support of  the suit — asking 
the court to restore Acosta’s White House press credentials as 
quickly as possible.

On Friday, November 16, Judge Timothy J. Kelly of  the U.S. 
District Court of  the District of  Columbia did so.“Today, a major 
precedent was set for the future of  a free press,” Georgetown 
Law’s ICAP tweeted. “It’s a win for [one] reporter, but most 
importantly a win for the Constitution & the enduring freedoms it 
grants us all.”

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW

Institute for Constitutional Advocacy and Protection Files Amicus Brief on 
Behalf of Reporters Committee in CNN v. Trump

The amicus brief, filed in the U.S. District Court for 
the District of  Columbia on November 13, asserted 
that the revocation of  White House Correspondent 
Acosta’s press credentials violated the First Amend-
ment’s guarantee of  freedom of  speech and of  the 
press and that the move could have a chilling effect 
on other journalists.

“Questioning our elected representatives is at the heart of  our 
Constitution’s First Amendment protections; the Amendment 
specifically guards ‘the freedom of  speech [and] of  the press,’” 
said Visiting Professor Joshua Geltzer, who serves as ICAP’s 
executive director. “Protecting and encouraging a wide range of  
views, including vigorously questioning and even criticizing the 
government, is what our founders expected when they wrote the 
Constitution. And courts have repeatedly stepped in to defend the 
rights of  journalists to ask those questions in the course of  their 
constitutionally protected newsgathering.”

Photo Credit: AP
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As Georgetown Law alumni including Sena-
tors Richard Durbin (D-Ill.), Mazie Hirono 
(D-Hawaii) and Patrick Leahy (D-Vt.) were 

making their voices heard on Capitol Hill regarding 
Supreme Court nominee Brett Kavanaugh on Day 
Three of  the confirmation hearings, Georgetown 
Law professors across town were offering their 
insights on what Justice Kavanaugh could mean for 
the Court.

Professor Lisa Heinzerling — Georgetown 
Law’s Justice William J. Brennan Jr. Professor of  
Law — and Professor Victoria Nourse appeared at 
the National Press Club on Thursday, September 
6, in a panel hosted by the American Constitution 
Society.

The panel had no dispute regarding the qualifi-
cations of  Kavanaugh. But the panelists expressed 
surprise and concern for how the hearings had 
unfolded by Wednesday afternoon.

“Having been in Washington in various hear-
ings [including] Iran Contra, I’ve never seen any-
thing like this…” said Nourse, who directs George-

SUPREME COURT

Professors Offer Perspectives on SCOTUS Hearings

town Law’s Center for Congressional Studies.  
“I’ve never seen people stand up in the concerted 
way that they are, because of  the real world effect 
of  this.”

Nourse, an expert on executive power, discussed 
a 1988 Supreme Court case called Morrison v. Olson 
— holding that Congress has the power to limit 
presidential power to remove a special counsel — 
and how the nominee might consider the matter. (A 
Scalia dissent in the case asserted that all executive 
power is vested in the president.)

Heinzerling, an expert in administrative and 
environmental law who has worked at the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, discussed the indepen-
dence of  agencies, “Chevron Deference” to the 
agencies and how that could change.

“You don’t need to speculate about Judge 
Kavanaugh’s views on the separation of  powers; 
this is one area where his views are crystal clear…” 
Heinzerling said. “In any opinion where he begins 
with the separation of  powers and individual liber-
ty, you know the agency is about to lose.”
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Status of 138 public officials accused of sexual misconduct 
during the 2016-2018 election cycle

Data complied on 11/8/18 with one election outcome still pending recount.

75% OUT OF OFFICE 25% REMAIN IN OFFICE

Not up for election

Stepped aside

Won election

Lost general election

Lost primary

Removed

In the most comprehensive accounting of  its kind, George-
town Law research published in early November found that 
138 elected and appointed officials were accused of  sexual 

misconduct in the last election cycle. Following the November 
2018 elections, at least 104, or 75 percent of  them, were slated to 
be out of  office by January 2019.

The research, led by Professor Jamillah Bowman Williams, 
found public reporting that 111 elected officials and 27 other 
officials from 45 states were accused of  sexual harassment, sexual 
assault, other sexual misconduct, and violence against women 
since the 2016 election. All but three of  the accused were men.

Allegations against 18 of  the officials were reported over a 
10-month period before the #MeToo movement took off. Accusa-

GOVERNMENT

After #MeToo, Over 100 Public Officials Out of Office

tions against the remaining 120 officials surfaced since October 
2017, when allegations against Harvey Weinstein made news and 
the #MeToo hashtag exploded on social media.

The accused included 14 members of  the U.S. Congress, 84 
state legislators, 13 other elected officials, 25 appointed officials 
and two former government officials running for office. In ad-
dition to losing political power, a number of  officials faced legal 
action, including seven civil lawsuits and 12 criminal charges.

“This type of  accountability is unprecedented,” said Wil-
liams, the report author. “While this is promising, we still have a 
long way to go. There is evidence to suggest that the cases in this 
dataset are just the tip of  the iceberg and many more women out 
there are enduring a toxic work environment.”
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On October 10, the Women’s Legal 
Alliance, Women of  Color Collective, Ad-
vocates Against Sexual Violence and the 

Gender Justice Initiative (GJI) groups hosted “Tak-
ing Women, Survivors, & Government Institutions 
Seriously: An Open Dialogue for the Community in 
the Aftermath of  the Confirmation Hearings.”

Earlier in the day, the O’Neill Institute for Na-
tional and Global Health Law hosted “#MeToo — 
What is the path from outrage to systemic change” 
as part of  its Fall 2018 Colloquium Class.

Professor Deborah Epstein of  the Domestic Vio-
lence Clinic examined on both panels the ways that 
women’s credibility is undermined. These include 
forcing women’s stories into a he-said-she-said par-
adigm so that workplace supervisors, for instance, 
feel they can do nothing to address the problems 
— or gaslighting women by insisting that they were 
“confused” about what happened to them.

“This kind of  patronizing approach to women’s 
credibility, this kind of  ‘mansplaining’ — ‘we know 
better than you do which parts of  your story are ac-
tually correct and credible and which parts are not 
correct and credible’ — is baked into our culture,” 
Epstein said.

“My clients in domestic violence protection 
order cases routinely describe how their partners 
tell them that although they are well meaning and 
well intentioned, they’ve just imagined the abuse, 
or they have exaggerated it, they don’t remember 
it, or that the story is accurate, they just have the 
roles confused: they were the perpetrator, not the 
victim…,” she said. “The women who hear this 
again and again and again — this, ‘you remember 
it but you don’t really remember it’ — start to feel 
a sense of  powerlessness and futility and start to 
doubt their own credibility. There’s a vicious cycle 
here… women doubt themselves, which gives in 
turn men in power even more permission to engage 
in abusive conduct.”

GENDER JUSTICE

The #MeToo Movement, Sexual Violence and the Path to Change

Epstein was joined at the Women’s Legal Alli-
ance event by Professor Jamillah Bowman Wil-
liams, Professor Robin West and Professor Victoria 
Nourse, leading the discussion on how to channel 
outrage into lasting change.

Although many of  the participants and attend-
ees at the events were women, students noted that 
sexual assault and gender discrimination are not 
issues that are limited to women. Professor Peter 
Edelman, who has spent more than a half  century 
working to eliminate poverty in this country, said 
there is only one thing to do — organize and fight.

“If  you don’t, nothing is going to change,” he 
said. “There is a possibility that we can actually 
make a difference.”

Professor Deborah 

Epstein of the Domestic 

Violence Clinic 

examined on both 

panels the ways that 

women’s credibility 

is undermined. These 

include forcing women’s 

stories into a he-said-

she-said paradigm 

so that workplace 

supervisors, for 

instance, feel they can 

do nothing to address 

the problems — or 

gaslighting women by 

insisting that they were 

“confused” about what 

happened to them. Photo Credit: Brent Futrell
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A Georgetown Law delegation led by Dean William M. Treanor 
visited India December 2 to 9 to connect with Indian law schools, 
law firms, Georgetown alumni, and senior members of  the Indi-
an judicial and legal community in Delhi and Mumbai. Treanor 
met personally with Justice Arjan Kumar Sikri, Justice Uday 
Umesh Lalit, and Justice D.Y. Chandrachud during the week.

The trip concluded with a dinner that included Arun Jaitley, 
Minister of  Finance and Corporate Affairs; Ravi Shanker Prasad, 
Minister of  Law & Justice; Kapil Sibal, a politician and lawyer; 
and Maninder Singh, former Additional Solicitor General.

 

Vibha Datta Makhija (LL.M.’92) — the youngest and the 
third woman to be designated as a Senior Advocate by the Su-
preme Court of  India — was instrumental in organizing the visit. 
Makhija was designated a Senior Advocate in 2013 at the age of  
45; less than one percent of  lawyers in India have this honor.

“Each day of  my experience at Georgetown, and also at 
my undergraduate school, Lady Sri Ram College, New Delhi, 
inspires me to excel,” says Makhija, who is now a member of  the 
Asian Law Alumni Advisory Board (ALAAB). “Georgetown’s 
greatest strength has been its true global nature…this visit was a 
reflection of  it, like the magnificent Taj Mahal.”

Former FTC Commissioner Terrell 
McSweeny (L’04) has joined the Insti-
tute for Technology Law & Policy as a 
Distinguished Fellow. McSweeny, who 
played a key role on antitrust and con-
sumer protection enforcement at both 
the Federal Trade Commission (2014-
2017) and the Department of Justice 
(2012-2014), brings a wealth of expertise 
at the intersection of law, policy and 
cutting-edge technologies, including 
artificial intelligence, digital health, 
fintech and the “internet of things.” 

Her new role will include writing 
in her areas of expertise, participating 

in policy convenings, and serving as a 
resource to the Georgetown Law com-
munity. McSweeny is a partner in the 
D.C. office of Covington & Burling.

“I am thrilled to join the important 
discussion on technology law and 
policy at the Institute,” McSweeny 
said. “As an alum, I am looking forward 
to contributing to the excellent work 
Georgetown Law is doing training 
lawyers and addressing the challenging 
questions at the intersection of technol-
ogy, law and public policy.”

INTERNATIONAL LAW

International Law Delegation Travels to India, Meets with Judicial and  
Legal Leaders

Photo Credit: Bill Petros

Photo Credit: Courtesy Vibha Datta Makhija

GOVERNMENT

Former FTC Commissioner Terrell McSweeny (L’04) Joins Tech Institute
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TECHNOLOGY

Welcome Computer Scientist Matt Blaze
Matt Blaze, an expert in computer and network security and one of the world’s 
leading cryptographers, has joined Georgetown University as a law professor 
and a computer science professor. He holds a joint appointment at George-
town Law and as the Robert L. McDevitt and Catherine H. McDevitt Chair in the 
Department of Computer Science. Blaze is the first computer scientist teaching 
without a J.D. in a tenured or tenure-track position at an American law school.

Blaze’s interests include security technology, public policy, wiretapping 
and surveillance issues, and he has testified before Congress on the security 
of electronic voting systems. He comes to Georgetown from the University of 
Pennsylvania, where he was a professor of computer and information science.

Nikki Endsley (L’19), a Blume Public Interest Law Scholar at 
Georgetown Law, was recently named the Law Student of  the 
Year by The National Jurist for her role in fighting for the rights 
of  refugees. On page 54 of  this issue, Endsley tells of  her work 
last winter with Georgetown Law’s Human Rights Institute in 
Dilley, Texas.

Photo Credit: iStock; Courtesy Matt Blaze; Bill Petros

The 116th U.S. Congress includes five Georgetown Law alumni in the Senate 
and eight in the House of Representatives. Professor Emerita and D.C. Delegate 
Eleanor Holmes Norton (D-D.C.) also won re-election.

Rebecca (“Mikie”) Sherrill (D-N.J.)(L’07) was newly elected to the House of 
Representatives [see profile page 24]. Alumni re-elected to the House included 
David Cicilline (D-R.I.)(L’86), Francis Rooney (R-Fla.)(C’75, L’78), Lois Frankel 
(D-Fla.)(L’73), Ann McLane Kuster  (D-N.H.)(L’84), Ted Lieu (D-Calif.)(L’94), Peter 
Visclosky (D-Ind.)(LL.M.’82) and Steny Hoyer (D-Md.)(L’66).

In the Senate, Mazie Hirono (D-Hawaii)(L’78) won reelection. She will 
remain with her Georgetown Law colleagues Chris Van Hollen (D-Md.)(L’90), 
Dick Durbin (D-Ill.)(F’66, L’69), Patrick Leahy (D-Vt.)(L’64, H’94) and Dan Sullivan 
(R-Alaska)(L’93, MSFS’93).

GOVERNMENT

Thirteen Georgetown Law Alumni in 116th Congress
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TECHNOLOGY

“Cybercrime 2020: Revisiting the Future of Online Crime and Investigations”

When Deputy Attorney General Rod J. Rosenstein first became a prosecutor nearly 30 years ago, a crim-
inal investigation of  a business might have entailed executing a search warrant, going into a building, and 
carting out boxes of  documents to review as potential evidence. “The challenges that we face today, the 
magnitude is exponentially larger,” Rosenstein said. 
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How do technological 
innovations facilitate 
crime and create new law 
enforcement challenges? 
Do our laws adequately 
address the new obstacles? 
And how do we — col-
lectively, the public and 
private sectors — better  
anticipate and address the  
unprecedented challeng-
es that new technologies 
create?

Those challenges and their magni-
tude was the theme of  “Cyber-
crime 2020: Revisiting the Future 

of  Online Crime and Investigations,” 
an all-day conference co-sponsored by 
Georgetown Law and the Department of  
Justice on November 29.

Cybercrime, Rosenstein said, is a 
priority for the DOJ. A Cyber-Digital 
Task Force established by former Attorney 
General Jeff Sessions released a com-
prehensive report in July describing the 
challenges of  cybercrime, including the 
need to develop strategies to detect, deter 
and disrupt threats; inform victims and 
the public about dangers; and maintain a 
skilled workforce.

The symposium, he said, took a similar 
approach.

“By posing the right questions about 
technology, we can focus on getting the 
right answers,” Rosenstein said. “How do 
technological innovations facilitate crime 
and create new law enforcement challeng-
es? Do our laws adequately address the 
new obstacles? And how do we — collec-
tively, the public and private sectors — 
better anticipate and address the unprec-
edented challenges that new technologies 
create?”

Back to the Future
In December 2014, Georgetown Law and 
the U.S. Department of  Justice co-spon-
sored the first “Cybercrime 2020” sympo-
sium — to examine where technology was 
headed, how it could be exploited, and 
what law enforcement could do to address 
developing threats while balancing privacy 
and civil liberties.

The November 2018 version of  “Cy-
bercrime 2020: Revisiting the Future of  
Online Crime and Investigations” reexam-
ined the predictions of  the 2014 sympo-
sium and explored how newly emerging 
cybercrime trends and technology-focused 
rulings by courts are reshaping investiga-
tive techniques.

“The questions that we face range 
from…the adequacy of  prosecutorial tools 
or investigatory techniques to more pro-
found questions that go to the heart of  our 
society,” said Professor Laura Donohue, 
faculty director of  the Center on National 
Security and the Law. Issues include dam-
age to computing systems, ransomware, 
data theft, revenge porn, cyberstalking, 
attacks on critical infrastructure and more.

“In a world…where Tweets are auto-
matically generated that advance certain 
ideas, support campaigns and influence 
public perceptions…it’s no longer possible 
to tell what is real and what is construct-
ed,” Donohue said. “So what do we do in 
a world in which there is no clear truth?”

In his luncheon keynote, Deputy Attor-
ney General Rosenstein said that technolo-
gy is advancing at a speed and volume that 
exceeds the capacity of  many to compre-
hend the risks, let alone protect against 
them. “We need technology companies 
and communications providers to accept 
responsibility for developing routine busi-
ness practices that account for all the ways 
their products may be misused,” he said. 
“And we need government agencies to 
develop investigative capabilities that keep 
up with enforcement challenges.”

Rosenstein urged steps including pri-
oritizing security as much as novelty and 
convenience; coordinating law enforce-
ment with the private sector; and recog-
nizing a “moral imperative” to “thwart 
harmful, destructive activities enabled by 
technology.”

“Our generation benefits from amaz-
ing technological developments…,” he 
said. “But the people who create and mar-
ket new tools often do not consider all the 
implications for public safety…that’s not 
their job to consider. It should be some-
body’s job. At the Department of  Justice, 
we accept that as part of  our job.”

“

“ 

Photo Credit: iStock; Brent Futrell             
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When Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg was nominated to the Supreme 
Court in 1993, there was “a true bipartisan spirit in our Con-
gress…” she said. “I hope that I will live to see that spirit of  collegi-

ality restored in our legislature.”
Speaking to first-year and LL.M. students in September, the 

justice described some of  the previous term’s blockbuster cases 
before fielding presubmitted student questions ranging from 
Ginsburg’s friendship with Justice Scalia; the late civil rights 
advocate Pauli Murray; the current women’s movement; and 
more. “Every woman of  my vintage has a story or many 
stories, but we thought there was nothing we could do about 
it…” she said. “Women nowadays are not silent about bad 
behavior.”

Claire Danberg (L’21) asked the justice for advice on 
women and careers in the law.

“When I was in fourth grade, I gave a speech on Susan 
B. Anthony,” Danberg said afterwards. “In the eyes of  a 
10-year-old, complete gender equality had been won with 
the passing of  the 19th Amendment almost 100 years ago. 

Growing up, I was surrounded by very strong female 
role models including my grandmother, mother, 

aunts, and cousins, so it never occurred to 
me otherwise.

“As I matured, it became 
apparent to me that, despite my 

experiences, gender equality 
was not a fact of  life,” she 
continued. “It is an ongoing 
battle with warriors like Ruth 
Bader Ginsburg on the 
front lines… Hearing RBG 
during my first month of  
law school, it became clear 
that if  she was able to 
make it on the Supreme 
Court…in the face of  
gender discrimination 
I can only imagine, 
then there is nothing 
the incoming class at 
Georgetown cannot 
accomplish.”

SUPREME COURT

Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg Speaks to 1L, LL.M. Students

Photo Credit: Courtesy of the 
U.S. Supreme Court
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One of  the things Justice Elena Kagan learned when she was dean of  a law school is 
that lawyers do public service — and pro bono work — in many different capacities.

“I’ll bet Dean [William M.] Treanor would agree…you meet a lot of  great 
alumni, and there’s a ton of  people who followed different paths, and created different 
kinds of  careers…,” Kagan said. “You have the people who give their whole lives 
to it, the people who work with public interest organizations from the moment 
they graduate…or the people who serve in government in the same kind of  
hundred-percent way.”

Kagan appeared at Georgetown Law on October 24, as part of  the 
American Bar Association’s (ABA) 10th Annual Celebration of  Pro Bono; 
the justice served as the celebration’s honorary chair. “It’s always great to be 
at Georgetown,” Kagan said, as she walked onstage. “Dean Treanor and I 
go way back.”

In his opening remarks, Treanor called Kagan “a true champion of  pro 
bono work in the cause of  justice.”

“This celebration of  pro bono resonates with the mission of  Georgetown 
Law,” Treanor said, noting that 1L students start their public service careers 
with Orientation Week projects and continue through the Law Center’s top-ranked 
clinics; summer fellowships; graduate fellowships such as those with the low-bono firm 
started by Georgetown Law, DLA Piper and Arent Fox; externships; and more.

Incoming Georgetown Law J.D. students are challenged to participate 
in a pro bono pledge of  at least 50 hours, with students recognized for 
completing 100, 200 or more at graduation. Last year, students 
collectively did more than 32,000 hours of  pro bono work; this 
year, students have completed almost 15,000 “and it’s still 
October,” the dean noted. “Our commitment to pro bono 
is part of  what defines us as an institution.”

Hearing the numbers, Kagan (who served as dean 
of  Harvard Law from 2003 to 2009), proposed play-
fully that Harvard and Georgetown Law students 
enter into a friendly competition. “If  the dean 
of  Harvard Law School were here, I bet he 
would challenge Dean Treanor to a contest,” 
she said, to laughter. “The real challenge for 
us was to create the opportunities for people 
to do meaningful pro bono work… We 
always recognized the ten students who did 
the most pro bono work, and these were 
ridiculous numbers. It was, ‘Do you guys 
ever go to class?’ It was breathtaking and 
it made me very proud.”

SUPREME COURT

Justice Elena Kagan Headlines ABA Pro Bono Celebration
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When Joseph Simons (L’83) graduated cum 
laude from Georgetown Law in 1983, times 
were tough for antitrust lawyers.

At the time, he wasn’t sure if  a career in the subject 
would prove successful, but his antitrust professor 
Robert Pitofsky assured him it would work out. It was 
sage advice: Pitofsky, after serving as dean of  George-
town Law from 1983 to 1989, would go on to serve as 
chairman of  the Federal Trade Commission from 1995 
to 2001.

Simons, who would also join the agency, was sworn 
in as FTC chair on May 1, 2018.

“The way [Pitofsky] conducted the FTC…is an 
example of  what [the agency] can do when it’s working 
at its absolute best…” Simons told a crowd gathered at 
Georgetown Law in September. “Bob inspired a lot of  
people who have gone through their careers trying to 
live up to the high standards [he] set; I am one of  those 
people.”

Simons launched a full day of  FTC hearings in Hart 
Auditorium on competition and consumer protection 
in the 21st century. The event also honored Pitofsky, 
who as FTC chair in 1995 held two months of  public 
hearings on FTC competition and consumer protection 
in anticipation of  the new century. Pitofsky’s wife Sally 
and son David (L’91) appeared on campus during the 
day.

As Pitofsky said in 1995, “‘these hearings are 
designed to restore the tradition of  linking law enforce-
ment with a continuing review of  economic conditions 
to ensure that the laws make sense…’” Simons said. 
“We intend to continue that same tradition.”

The broad antitrust consensus that has remained 
relatively stable for the past 25 years is being challenged 
in at least two ways, Simons noted. The U.S. economy 
has grown more concentrated and less competitive, 
correlating with a shift to a less enforcement-oriented 
antitrust policy. Second, some are debating the nature 

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION       

From Dean Emeritus Robert  
Pitofsky to Joseph Simons 
(L’83), Georgetown Law Cele-
brates Tradition with Federal 
Trade Commission Hearings

Photo Credit: Bill Petros

Robert Pitofsky, who served as dean 
of Georgetown Law from 1983 to 
1989 and the 54th chairman of the 
Federal Trade Commission from 
1995 to 2001, died October 6. He 
was 88.

“We are devastated by the loss 
of Bob — a giant in the antitrust 
world who also filled such a sig-
nificant role as a scholar, teacher, 
leader and mentor to the George-
town Law community,” said Dean 
William M. Treanor. 

Since joining the Georgetown 
Law faculty in 1973, Pitofsky taught 
thousands of students in antitrust as 
well as constitutional law, consum-
er protection and federal courts. 

Pitofsky grew up in northern 
New Jersey. After earning a B.A. 
in English literature from New York 
University in 1951 and an LL.B. from 
Columbia in 1954, he spent two 
years in the army and one year in 
the Civil Appellate Division of the 
Justice Department before joining 
Dewey Ballantine in New York. 

Pitofsky began his teaching 
career at New York University Law 

School in 1964, teaching antitrust 
and federal courts. In 1970, he was 
appointed director of the Bureau 
of Consumer Protection by Federal 
Trade Commission Chairman Miles 
Kirkpatrick. After serving as director 
of the Bureau for three years, he 
joined the Georgetown Law faculty 
until the government called again. 
Pitofsky served as FTC commission-
er from 1978 to 1981.

He rejoined the Georgetown 
Law faculty in 1981 and became 
dean in 1983, overseeing the build-
ing of the Edward Bennett Williams 
Law Library in the late 1980s, the 
expansion of McDonough Hall and 
the acquisition of the land for the 
Gewirz Student Center. 

As dean, Pitofsky intensified 
efforts to attract outstanding 
scholars to the faculty and contin-
ued the focus on interdisciplinary 
scholarship, adding several joint 
degree programs with Georgetown 
University’s McDonough School of 
Business and the Johns Hopkins 
University School of Hygiene and 
Public Health.

IN MEMORIAM

Honoring Dean Emeritus Robert Pitofsky



CONVINCING EVIDENCE  \  NEWS

2019 Spring/Summer    17

of  antitrust itself, calling for enforcers to 
consider questions of  inequality, labor and 
excessive political power.

“These concerns pose a challenge for 
antitrust agency leadership, the courts and 
legislators to think hard about whether sig-
nificant adjustments to antirust doctrine, 
enforcement decisions and law would be 
beneficial to our country,” he said.

Yet basing antitrust policy and enforce-
ment decisions on an ideological view-
point, left or right, is a mistake, Simons 
said.

“Whether or not we expand antitrust 
beyond the consumer welfare standard, 
I would rather make policy and enforce-
ment decisions based on the best evidence 
and analysis,” he said.

“My hope is that these hearings will 
significantly improve our ability to do 
so, and help to bring about a new and 
improved consensus among our antitrust 
stakeholders.”

Continuing Tradition
As Dean William M. Treanor noted, other 
members of  the Law Center community 
have a deep connection to the FTC, anti-
trust and consumer protection: commis-
sioner nominee Christine Wilson (L’95); 
former commissioners Christine Varney 
(L’86) and Terrell McSweeny (L’04), and 
Monique Fortenberry (L’95) deputy exec-
utive director of  the FTC. “We are very 

proud of  having educated so many,” the 
dean said.

Who is doing the educating? Stu-
dents now learn from Professor David 
Vladeck (LL.M.’77), Georgetown Law’s 
A.B. Chettle, Jr., Professor of  Law, who 
directed the FTC’s Bureau of  Consumer 
Protection from 2009 to 2013. Professor 
Howard Shelanski served as the director 
of  the FTC’s Bureau of  Economics, and 
Professor Steve Salop was a senior official 
at the Bureau of  Economics.

Vladeck and antitrust lawyer Janet 
McDavid (L’74) served on the day’s first 
panel, “The Current Landscape of  Com-
petition and Consumer Protection Law 
and Policy.”

“I am honored to participate again as 
I did in the Pitofsky hearings, and I am 
returning to my antitrust roots here at 
Georgetown, because my antitrust career 
started my final semester in law school…
when I studied antitrust law with Bob 
Pitofsky…” McDavid said.

“I speak here as a practitioner, who 
advises clients every day on antitrust 
issues, and I share the FTC’s view that 
competition produces the best, most 
innovative, lowest priced products and 
services for consumers,” she said. “Most 
antitrust enforcement actually takes place 
in conference rooms and law firms, and 
board rooms in corporations, where 
people like me advise our clients on where 
the lines are — and how they can achieve 

their business objectives without crossing 
those lines.”

Vladeck discussed the FTC’s challeng-
es surrounding technology — including 
tech infrastructure, protecting consumers 
in a digital economy and the regulation of  
big data. “We need to figure out how to 
protect consumers in this area of  ubiqui-
tous data collection,” he said.

Stepping Forward
Shelanski said that the importance of  the 
hearings cannot be overstated.

“The FTC has always been an agency 
that cannot stand still and rest too com-
fortably with the problems it is focusing 
on, or with the tools with which it is 
analyzing its approaches to the problems; 
indeed, that was the spirit in which Chair-
man Pitofsky launched the hearings nearly 
a quarter century ago….,” Shelanski said.

“It was his judgement as chair that the 
agency needed to go out and make sure 
that it was well understanding the prob-
lems the public was focused on, under-
standing the industrial changes that were 
before it, and that it was understanding 
the state of  the art of  the knowledge with 
which it would access those problems. All 
of  those forces are even stronger today…
it’s time for the agency to step forward and 
make sure that it is fully taking account of  
and understanding [the] public debate.”
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Joseph Simons (L’83) contin-
ued Georgetown Law’s proud 
history with the Federal Trade 
Commission when he was 
sworn in as FTC chair on May 
1, 2018. Simons follows in the 
tradition of  his mentor, the late 
Georgetown Law Dean Robert 
Pitofsky, who served as chair 
from 1995 to 2001 and who 
died on October 6, 2018.

We asked Simons his 
thoughts on the future direc-
tion of  the agency, George-
town Law memories, career 
advice and more. 

Congratulations on your new 
role as Federal Trade Commis-
sion chairman. What are your 
thoughts on the future direction 
of the agency? What are some of 
the challenges?
This is my third time serving 
at the FTC, and I’m thrilled 
to be back. The FTC is a 
small but mighty enforcement 
agency with an important dual 
mission. On the one hand, we 
ensure that competition deter-
mines the range of  products 
and services available in the 
marketplace. On the other 
hand, we ensure that con-
sumers have access to truthful 
information to inform their 
purchasing choices.

Under my leadership, we 
will continue to pursue vigor-
ous enforcement on behalf  of  
American consumers. We’re 
committed to understanding 

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION

A Conversation with FTC Chair Joseph Simons (L’83)

Photo Credit: Bill Petros; Ines Hilde
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how technological developments and 
globalization can, and should, impact 
our work. We will carefully consider 
whether we are using the right analytical 
frameworks to evaluate various business 
practices in today’s economy — including 
with respect to consumer privacy and 
data security, which are key issues within 
our jurisdiction and expertise. And we are 
looking closely at our approach to reme-
dies, particularly in consumer protection 
cases. We want to make sure we’re using 
our remedial authorities as effectively as 
possible to not only deter unlawful con-
duct, but also provide relief  to victims.

We are always up against resource con-
straints, and I don’t expect that challenge 
to subside. In addition, fraudsters con-
stantly find new and creative ways to de-
ceive consumers and separate them from 
their money, which means our approach to 
case development must continually evolve. 
I’m particularly frustrated that the FTC’s 
lack of  jurisdiction over common carriers 
hampers our ability to fight the scourge of  
illegal robocalls, although I am hopeful we 
might get that authority during my term 
as chairman.

Georgetown Law has had significant con-
nections to the FTC. What does it mean to 
continue the tradition?
I’m proud to join a long list of  FTC’ers 
with Georgetown Law connections. In 
many ways, I’m a product of  my upbring-
ing. I was initially trained by four world-
class antitrusters on the Georgetown Law 
faculty: Bob Pitosfky, Steve Salop, Tom 
Krattenmaker and Warren Schwartz. It 
was an incredible pool of  antitrust talent, 
all in one place. I often mention that I 
was able to take an impressive 15 credits 
of  antitrust courses during law school, 
something that may not be possible any-
where else. In addition, these four mentors 
represented a wide range of  the political 
spectrum, which meant my education cov-
ered a variety of  antitrust viewpoints.

Importantly, all four had worked at the 
FTC at one time or another and spoke 
highly of  their government experience. In 
hindsight, it seems inevitable that I, too, 
would end up at the FTC. But when I was 
a law student, I never would have dreamed 
I would someday have the opportunity to 
serve as FTC chairman.

Before I finish the topic of  my men-
tors, I want to add that the recent passing 
of  Robert Pitofsky represents an enormous 
loss for the antitrust community. He was 
one of  the true giants of  his field. Bob was 
a brilliant scholar, a highly respected dean 
of  Georgetown Law, one of  the very best 
chairmen the FTC has ever seen, and a 
model of  humanity, integrity and charac-
ter.

You earned an A.B. in Economics and Histo-
ry at Cornell University. Why did you decide 
to go to law school and why did you choose 
Georgetown Law?  
I first became interested in antitrust as 
an undergraduate. As an economics 
major, I took an industrial organization 
class taught by a former economist at the 
Department of  Justice Antitrust Division, 
with a guest appearance by a former 
chief  economist of  the Division. I chose 
Georgetown for law school because of  the 
school’s reputation, its proximity to the 
FTC and Department of  Justice, and the 
quality of  its faculty (especially its antitrust 
expertise).

What was your path through law school? 
What inspired you to pursue a career in 
government service and/or antitrust?
As I mentioned, I was fortunate that the 
Law Center had four highly regarded 
antitrust professors while I was there and 
offered such a large number of  anti-
trust-related courses. I had at least one 
course with Professors Pitofsky, Kratten-
maker, Salop and Schwartz. I also did 
independent research with Professor Salop 
that resulted in us co-authoring a “how to” 

guide for merger analysis under the then-
brand-new 1982 DOJ Merger Guidelines. 
This was the perfect complement to a bril-
liant course on the Guidelines — taught 
by Professors Pitofsky and Krattenmaker 
— which was my first real exposure to 
merger analysis.

Professor Krattenmaker brought me 
along as a part-time law clerk when he 
agreed to co-author a book on antitrust 
and mergers, working with some attorneys 
from a highly regarded law firm. That de-
cision turned out to be pivotal for both of  
us. One day during my clerkship, someone 
at the firm gave a presentation about a 
new matter and asked for suggestions on 
how to handle it. I recognized the applica-
bility of  a novel legal theory that Professor 
Salop was then developing, and I encour-
aged the firm to hire Professors Salop and 
Krattenmaker as consultants, which it did. 
Ultimately, their collaboration on that 
matter led them to publish a seminal and 
highly influential Yale Law Review article 
on the now-famous Raising Rivals’ Costs 
approach to analysis of  vertical restraints 
and monopolization. And ever since, the 
RRC framework they articulated has con-
tinued to shape my thinking about certain 
kinds of  anticompetitive conduct.

As most antitrust practitioners will tell 
you, government service is an invaluable 
way to deepen your understanding of  the 
relevant law and economics, and also to 
hone your skills as a counselor and advo-
cate. Given that my mentors had spent 
time at the FTC and spoke so highly of  
it, I jumped at the chance to serve at the 
FTC early in my career when I worked as 
an assistant to the director of  the Bureau 
of  Competition. Years later, I returned as 
director of  the Bureau of  Competition.

This time around, I’m still marveling 
at how lucky I am to have been given the 
opportunity to serve as chairman. The 
FTC is a fantastic agency with top-notch 
staff, a culture of  collegiality and a spirit 
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“This series of  hearings is one of  my signature ini-
tiatives as chairman. Our goal is to consider wheth-
er broad-based changes in the economy, evolving 
business practices, new technologies and interna-
tional developments warrant adjustments to com-
petition and consumer protection law, enforcement 
priorities and policy. We’re approaching this effort 
with an open mind, and I expect to use what we 
learn to more effectively carry out our competition 
and consumer protection missions.”

of  bipartisanship and consensus-building. Not surprisingly, we’re 
also known for having great morale. Every day, I see how hard 
our talented FTC staff work to protect consumers and promote 
competition. They are a great example of  government at its best.

In addition to two previous roles at the FTC, you were a partner 
and co-chair of the Antitrust Group at the law firm of Paul, Weiss, 
Rifkind, Wharton & Garrison. Any advice to law students who  
might be weighing careers in a law firm versus government service?
Each has its own pros and cons. For me, following Professor 
Pitofsky’s example, going back and forth between the two, allows 
one to get some of  the best of  both worlds — and enables one to 
be more effective in both realms.

To current law students, any thoughts on the future of antitrust or 
FTC work specifically? How does a student build a career in this 
area?
This is an amazing time to be an antitrust or consumer protec-
tion lawyer. I can speak primarily to the antitrust side of  things, 
since that’s been the focus of  my career. Many antitrust lawyers 
have an economics background (as do I), but it is by no means 
required. Intellectual curiosity and rigor are probably more 
important traits to develop. When you practice antitrust, you 
are constantly learning about new industries and new business 
models.

Most of  the best antitrust lawyers have spent at least some 
time working for the government, either the FTC or the DOJ 
Antitrust Division. Government service clearly has a strong public 
interest focus, which is motivating in and of  itself. But doing 
antitrust at the FTC or DOJ also guarantees the best possible 
training: exposure to a steady stream of  challenging cases, tons of  
hands-on experience, and terrific mentoring. Although I’ve never 
worked in state government, experience tells me that some state 
attorneys general offices can also be a good place to get some 
antitrust training.

The FTC launched a series of Hearings on Competition and Consum-
er Protection in the 21st Century in a number of locations, including 
two days at Georgetown Law (September 13 and November 1). Talk 
about the hearings.
This series of  hearings is one of  my signature initiatives as chair-
man. Our goal is to consider whether broad-based changes in 
the economy, evolving business practices, new technologies and 
international developments warrant adjustments to competition 

and consumer protection law, enforcement priorities and policy. 
We’re approaching this effort with an open mind, and I expect to 
use what we learn to more effectively carry out our competition 
and consumer protection missions.

This initiative is modeled on a similar effort in 1995 by 
then-FTC Chairman Pitofsky. His hearings led to a well-received 
two-volume staff report, “Anticipating the 21st Century,” which 
presented a comprehensive set of  analyses and recommenda-
tions on competition and consumer protection policy. I’ve always 
viewed the Pitofsky hearings and subsequent report as the first 
step in establishing the FTC as a global thought leader in compe-
tition research and development. Similarly, our new hearings ini-
tiative will devote significant resources to refresh — and, if  war-
ranted, renew — our thinking on a wide range of  cutting-edge 
competition and consumer protection issues. I want to make sure 
we’re getting things right, to ensure we are using our resources as 
effectively as possible on behalf  of  American consumers.

I’m grateful to everyone at Georgetown who worked seamless-
ly with FTC staff to make the hearings a success (with a special 
shout-out to Georgetown Law alumna Monique Fortenberry 
(L’95), the FTC’s deputy executive director, who was deeply 
involved in logistics planning).

Any concluding thoughts?
Just to reiterate that my experience at Georgetown was invaluable 
in preparing for a wonderful career. I am very fortunate to have 
started there.
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Regulatory reform in health care “helps 
economic growth, helps promote inno-
vation, because it frees people to think 

a little differently,” former White House counsel 
Donald McGahn said at the January 17 American 
Bankruptcy Institute (ABI) conference on health 
care, hosted by Georgetown Law Continuing Legal 
Education.

“It helps job creation, and it creates confi-
dence…if  you know that the government is not 
going to impose new and additional regulations, it 
gives folks a chance to think about taking things to 
the next level.”

The conference, “Disruption, Consolidation and 
Innovation in the Health Care Industry” featured 
sessions on restructuring, reimbursements and 
investment opportunities and a panel with industry 
CEOs, plus a keynote by former Vermont governor 
and physician Howard Dean.

McGahn focused on deregulation, citing the 
success of  Trump Administration executive orders 
in achieving regulatory cost savings. “If  one looks in 
terms of  economics, the past fiscal year eliminated 
23 billion dollars in overall regulatory costs…” he 

said. “The total over the past two fiscal years is 33 
billion dollars.”

The Department of  Health and Human Ser-
vices, he said, saved an estimated 8.2 billion dollars. 
“All this adds up to regulatory savings, and a better 
system,” he said.

McGahn asserted that courts “have abdicated 
their responsibility to hold agencies accountable for 
what they are doing in the regulatory world.” The 
president’s selection of  judges, he said, represents 
“a certain approach to administrative law and fun-
damentals: separation of  powers, and who actually 
makes the laws in the country.”

“It’s not just deregulation for the sake of  dereg-
ulation,” he said. “The fact of  the matter is, one 
looks at the text of  the Constitution — the idea of  
agencies is firmly entrenched in our Republic since 
the founding…certainly the vast ‘alphabet soup 
bureaucracy’ of  Washington, D.C., could not have 
been envisioned at the time of  the founding.” He 
noted that there is certainly a need for regulation 
with respect to things such as the safety of  food and 
medicine. “What I’m talking about,” he said, “is 
overregulation.”

CONTINUING LEGAL EDUCATION 

Former White House Counsel Don McGahn on Regulatory Reform

Photo Credit: istock; Brent 
Futrell
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For Election Day 2018, we talked 
to the experts at Georgetown Law 
on their work with respect to vot-
ing rights, election integrity, cam-
paign finance and more. Professor 
Aderson François of the Voting 
Rights Institute; Visiting Professor 
Paul M. Smith, who argued the 
Gill v. Whitford gerrymandering 
case in the Supreme Court; and 
Joshua Geltzer, the founding 
executive director of the Institute 
for Constitutional Advocacy and 
Protection lent their thoughts on 
the issues.

SOCIAL JUSTICE

Election Day 2018: Preserving the Right to Vote

‘Whac-a-Mole’ Litigation
Déjà vu envelops Professor Aderson 
François as he talks about Georgia’s “exact 
match” law — he truly has been here 
before.

François is director of  the Voting 
Rights Institute (VRI) at Georgetown Law, 
one of  many groups that challenged Geor-
gia’s exact-match law back in 2016. That 
lawsuit ended with a settlement, which 
should have ended the practice of  throw-
ing out voter-registration applications and 
absentee ballots over slight discrepancies 
between those documents and govern-
ment-issued IDs.

Yet exact-match resurfaced for the 
2018 midterm elections, leading to anoth-

Photo Credit: iStock

er lawsuit and an injunction that brought 
François little satisfaction.

“It is ‘Whac-a-Mole’ litigation,” he 
said of  attempts to counteract vote-sup-
pressing measures like exact-match. “We 
sue; if  we win, they do the same thing in a 
slightly different way, and we sue again.”

Not so long ago, things were different, 
he said. The Voting Rights Act autho-
rized the Justice Department discretion to 
prevent many abusive measures, but the 
U.S. Supreme Court gutted those “pre-
clearance” provisions in a 2013 case, Shelby 
County v. Holder.

“After Shelby, litigation is our only 
option,” he said. “We have to sue. We are 
swimming against the tide.”
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The Voting 
Rights Act 
authorized 
the Justice 
Department 
discretion to 
prevent many 

abusive measures, but the U.S. 
Supreme Court gutted those 
“preclearance” provisions in Shel-
by County v. Holder. “After Shelby, 
litigation is our only option,” he 
said. “We have to sue. We are 
swimming against the tide.”  
Aderson François

“ICAP is also 
concerned 
about secu-
rity for the 
nation’s first 
online census 
in 2020, “the 

backbone of  every federal elec-
tion for the next 10 years.”   
Joshua Geltzer

François is, at least, swimming in 
good company: he is one of  many in the 
Georgetown Law community fighting to 
protect voting rights and election integrity.

Cecilia Aguilera (L’18) tracked nearly 
150 election-related lawsuits as the VRI 
Fellow at the Campaign Legal Center, a 
nonpartisan, nonprofit organization that 
partnered with the Law Center and the 
American Constitution Society to form 
VRI in 2015. She also works on cases 
involving redistricting and voting restric-
tions.

“The Supreme Court has said repeat-
edly that the right to vote ‘is preservative 
of  all other rights,’ and that’s really true,” 
Aguilera said. “Creating solutions to prob-
lems like crime, health-care access, access 
to a good education; making people and 
communities feel like they’re part of  the 
process, and that the process is fair toward 
them: it all starts with a vote.”

Plan B
Visiting Professor from Practice Paul 
M. Smith, who argued the Wisconsin 
gerrymandering case Gill v. Whitford in 
the Supreme Court in 2017, represents 
Common Cause and the Campaign Legal 
Center as amici in support of  Maryland’s 
campaign finance-disclosure law, the 
Online Electioneering Transparency and 
Accountability Act (OETA). The law 
updates the state’s disclosure requirements 
to include certain online political ads. 
Under OETA, website operators that run 
the paid political ads must post and retain 
records that identify the source, costs, 
candidate or ballot issue, and information 
about the distribution of  the ad.

The Washington Post, the Baltimore Sun 
and other media groups filed suit in U.S. 
District Court in Greenbelt, Maryland, 
challenging OETA and arguing that it 

places an undue burden on their First 
Amendment rights. 

While litigation may be the best option 
for dealing with emergencies during an 
election season, Smith advocates a broader 
approach. For example, while the ger-
rymandering litigation continues, Smith 
and Aguilera are working on what he calls 
“Plan B”: helping jurisdictions to form 
independent commissions that can come 
up with fairer, more sensible redistricting 
maps.

“Lawyers have a huge role in protect-
ing the vote…,” he said. “Not just the 
‘seasonal’ issues, but longer-term.”

Cybersecurity and Voting Rights
That systemic view is shared by Visit-
ing Professor Joshua Geltzer, founding 
executive director of  Georgetown Law’s 
Institute for Constitutional Advocacy and 
Protection (ICAP) and former senior di-
rector for counterterrorism at the National 
Security Council. Launched in August 
2017, ICAP “sees the intersection of  
cybersecurity and voting rights as a good 
area for constitutional-impact litigation,” 
Geltzer said.

It participated in two lawsuits against 
the Presidential Advisory Commission 
on Election Integrity, better known as 
the Pence-Kobach Commission, which 
sought voter registration records for every 
U.S. voter. ICAP argued that the move 
would make the White House a target for 
hackers. The administration subsequently 
disbanded the commission in January, 
citing the “endless legal battles” against it.

ICAP is also concerned about security 
for the nation’s first online census in 2020, 
“the backbone of  every federal election for 
the next 10 years,” Geltzer said.

Geltzer was especially interested in 
the midterm elections “as a moment in 

which threats to voting can materialize, 
not just to data integrity but to ‘discourse’ 
integrity.” He has authored several articles 
on discourse integrity, suggesting how 
companies and the government should 
protect against election interference by 
outside actors who use the anonymity of  
and falsification of  identity facilitated by 
social media to paint a false picture of  
candidates, or “to heighten discord, to pit 
Americans against each other, polarizing 
them.” 
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Mikie Sherrill (L’07) Returns to Washington — as a Member of Congress

Sherrill was elected in November on a platform that appealed to voters: addressing transpor-
tation/infrastructure issues and climate change, tax relief  for middle class families, access to 
affordable healthcare and preventing gun violence. She has also expressed concern for the 

integrity of  America’s democratic institutions and our standing in the international community.
“There are real issues to be addressed — where this country is headed, what our values are, 

who our allies are, and how we work with them,” she says. “[As] a former Navy pilot working in the 
Middle East, I know we as a nation are stronger when we act with our allies.”

Sherrill, 47, is one of  the first two female Naval Academy graduates elected to the U.S. House of  
Representatives. She is also the mother of  four young children and the eldest in a family of  sisters 
committed to serving their communities.

“It was always important to me to have a job that had a broader mission than just a paycheck,” 
said Sherrill.

It was the use of  torture and rendition in the Middle East and the indefinite imprisonment of  
suspected terrorists at Guantanamo Bay that spurred her to pursue a law degree. “I saw that we 
were utilizing World War II laws to figure out what to do about Guantanamo,” she said. “I went to 
law school to address what I thought were deeply concerning issues.”

Georgetown Law was a natural fit for Sherrill, who was raised Catholic with an understanding 
that she should be giving back to others. “I think the Jesuits are the epitome of  that kind of  teach-
ing,” she said.

Rebecca Michelle “Mikie” Sherrill (D-N.J.)(L’07) has had an exciting life so far: Naval Academy graduate, 
helicopter pilot in Europe and the Middle East, Russian policy officer, student of  Arabic in Cairo, London 
School of  Economics graduate, and assistant U.S. attorney. And as of  the first week in January, she’s added 
one more accomplishment: U.S. Representative for New Jersey.
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It was the use of torture 
and rendition in the Mid-
dle East and the indefinite 
imprisonment of suspect-
ed terrorists at Guantana-
mo Bay that spurred her 
to pursue a law degree.  
“I saw that we were  
utilizing World War II laws 
to figure out what to  
do about Guantanamo,”  
she said. “I went to law 
school to address what 
I thought were deeply 
concerning issues.”
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On the day of  her swear-
ing in, January 3, Sherrill hit 
the ground running, casting 
her first two votes in favor of  
appropriations bills to fund 
the government in 2019 and 
end the shutdown, then in its 
second week. She soon sched-
uled her first town hall meeting 
back home in New Jersey, 
co-sponsored a bill supporting 
universal background checks 
before firearm purchases and 
received an assignment to 
the House Armed Services 
Committee.

Passage of  the T-HUD Ap-
propriations Bill (H.R. 267, the 
Transportation, Housing and 
Urban Development, and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 2019) is a big priority. The 
bill provides for funding of  
Amtrak’s Northeast Corridor 
and the Gateway Tunnel, 
which would link Northern 
New Jersey and Manhattan, 
replacing the aging Hudson 
River Tunnel. Sherrill gave her 
first floor speech to Congress 
on the issue just seven days 
after taking office.

So far, Sherrill is learning 
the rules of  legislating in D.C. 
while being a consistent pres-
ence for her constituents back 
home in New Jersey.

“It’s important to find 
those uniting issues across the 
political spectrum and to move 
forward,” she said, “not just for 
the people of  New Jersey, but 
for the country.”

SUPREME COURT

Federalist Society Hosts “Beyond Confirmation: How 
Justice Kavanaugh Will Impact the Supreme Court”

“What happens when you replace a Justice Kennedy…with a Justice Kavanaugh, who is an orig-
inalist textualist? All of the sudden, you might start to see, for the first time in our lives, originalist 
majority opinions,” said Professor Randy Barnett, who directs the Center for the Constitution —  
who suggests that law professors and litigators might have to start taking originalism more seriously.

“With three out of five, you have a majority of the majority, of the conservative bloc, [who are] 
originalists. I predict that’s going to change how majority opinions are written…it will change how 
oral arguments are done…it’s going to change the way briefing is done…it will change the way 
lower court opinions are decided…and if all that happens, it means that law schools might have to 
start teaching law students how to do originalist arguments in their actual classes, not Federalist 
Society…sponsored side events.”

The Georgetown Law student chapter of the Federalist Society hosted “Beyond Confirmation: 
How Justice Kavanaugh will impact the Supreme Court” on October 10. Barnett, Tom Jipping of the 
Heritage Foundation and Ilya Shapiro of the CATO Institute explored how Justice Brett Kavanaugh 
might shape the Supreme Court.

“The separation of powers is central to our Constitution…the role of the judiciary is to say what 
the law is, not what it should be,” said Peter McGinley (L’19), as he introduced the three panelists. 
McGinley co-heads the Georgetown chapter of the Federalist Society with Ryan McNulty (L’19).

Barnett noted that Justice Kavanaugh is the third self-professed originalist textualist justice  
to be named to the Supreme Court — possibly the fourth, counting Justice Samuel Alito who  
considers himself an originalist but has yet to write an originalist opinion. Originalism is the view  
that the meaning of the text of the Constitution must remain the same as when it was enacted,  
until it is properly changed by constitutional amendment.

“Justice Scalia’s originalism was severely qualified by his commitment to stare decisis,  
which meant he was constantly ruling in ways that was contrary to the original meaning of the  
text because he said he was bound to do so by precedent,” Barnett said. “[This] is entirely a  
reasonable position to hold within the conservative legal movement, but it only [made] him a  
sometime originalist.”
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Nicqelle Godfrey would not take no for an answer. 
Godfrey (L’20) was number 13 on the wait list for 

“Campaigning for Public Office,” a nonpartisan simula-
tion course offered for the first time in Fall 2018. The course had 
a 20-student limit but nearly 40 had signed up.

And so Godfrey began a campaign of  her own, designed to 
influence a constituency of  two: Professor Alicia Plerhoples and 
Adjunct Professor Zakiya Thomas, the developers of  the new 
course.

“I bought the books, showed up for the first class, and just 
kept showing up,” Godfrey said. “I begged them to let me enroll. 
I offered to audit the course, to be so quiet they wouldn’t even 
know I was in the room. Anything, as long I could be there.”

Finally, Plerhoples and Thomas added two more seats, and 
Godfrey officially joined the class.

It’s a diverse group, Plerhoples said: mostly Democrats and 
independents, with some Republicans; more women than men; 
different ages and levels of  campaign experience.

“I’m not going to ignore the elephant in the room,” she said. 
“The Trump presidency has reinvigorated politics on all sides of  

the political spectrum.”
Plerhoples credits Professor Jane Aiken (LL.M. ’85), the for-

mer vice dean, with the idea for the course.
“I’m the faculty director for the American Constitution So-

ciety at the law school, and in September 2017 we had an event 
that featured several lawyers who had run for office,” Plerhoples 
said. Afterward, Aiken “asked if  I could ‘find someone’ to teach 
it as a class. But I wanted to teach at least part of  it myself,” she 
said.

Plerhoples soon enlisted Thomas as the “perfect” teaching 
partner. Now the executive director of  the 105-year-old National 
Woman’s Party, Thomas has led several successful campaigns, 
including those of  Virginia Lt. Gov. Justin Fairfax and Sheriff 
Stacey Ann Kinkaid of  Fairfax County, the first woman to hold 
that post.

“I have always considered myself  an educator,” Thomas said. 
“This is my way of  giving back.”

Plerhoples and Thomas worked out the curriculum together.
At the outset, students choose a public office for their simulat-

ed campaign. “Our only limit is that they can’t choose to run for 

ELECTIONS

Results Are In: ‘Campaigning’ Class a Win
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president,” Plerhoples says.
The course then takes them through the “nitty 

gritty basics” of  campaigning, with classes on de-
veloping a brand, building a base, and developing a 
five- to 10-year plan. There were sessions on ethics, 
fundraising, campaign finance and election laws, 
conducting opposition research, debating and more. 
And with the class starting on Wednesday mornings 
during the semester, there was time to talk about 
the 2018 elections — both before Tuesday, Novem-
ber 6, and the day afterwards.

INSPIRATION
The heart of  the course is the stump speech: a 
two-minute summary of  the candidate’s back-
ground, beliefs and reasons for running. Four 
classes are devoted to developing it, and the finished 
version serves as the final exam.

“It’s important to be mindful about why you are 
running,” Thomas said. “If  you can nail the stump 
speech, it helps you focus on what your campaign is 
about.”

The first version is almost always “very wonky,” 
Plerhoples said.

“Law students are so intelligent; they try to 
make a persuasive argument and they get so far 
into the weeds,” she said. “We tell them, ‘you’re a 
politician now; you have to inspire emotion.’ They 
need a theme, and they need to be the ‘It’ candidate 
for that theme.”

Godfrey and classmate Ashley Lee (L’20) both 
said that their stump speeches fit that pattern.

A California native whose grandparents had a 
24-acre vineyard, Godfrey chose a congressional 
seat and focused on water management, agriculture 
and roads as her key issues.

“My first version (of  the stump speech) was a 
beautiful thing — I thought. Full of  statistics,” she 
said. “The professors told me, ‘We don’t want num-
bers, we want to know what the dirt in California 
feels like.’”

By the final version, she had polished and tight-
ened it into “golden memories that resonate,” she 
said; although, when pressed, she did question one 
piece of  wisdom from the class.

“They thought that ‘vineyard’ sounded too 
bourgeois and that I should call it a ‘farm where 

Professor Alicia Plerhop-

les (above) and Adjunct 

Professor Zakiya Thom-

as worked out the cur-

riculum together. At the 

outset, students choose 

a public office for their 

simulated campaign. 

“Our only limit is that 

they can’t choose to run 

for president,” Plerhop-

les says. Virginia Dele-

gate Jennifer Carroll Foy 

(below) spoke to the 

class in November. 
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they grew grapes,’” she said. “I’m not sure how that 
would go over in California.”

Lee, too, said her initial stump speech was “very 
intellectual. It said, ‘I’m a smart person,’ but it 
didn’t say anything to help voters understand who 
I am.”

Lee is also from California, but from the urban 
Bay Area. The child of  a single, teen-aged mother, 
she was “very conservative in high school. I believed 
we were poor because my mother had made bad 
choices,” she said. 

Today — after college, a year in AmeriCorps 
and several years working as a paralegal — she 
considers herself  a political independent in search 
of  “reality-based” and nonpartisan solutions to 
systemic problems.

And her stump speech, she says, reflects who 
she is.

“I was raised poor and made it into the middle 
class during my working years. Because I have lived 
it, I can speak from experience,” she said. “Some-
body with my background needs to be in politics.”

BE UNCOMFORTABLE
Virginia Delegate Jennifer Carroll Foy, one of  two 
speakers invited to the class, won her seat in the 
November 2017 elections for state and local offices. 
Her district spans progressive Prince William Coun-
ty and far more conservative Stafford County.

Some advisors told her to ignore Stafford 
County because a black woman could not win 
there. Carroll Foy persisted with an old-fashioned 
canvassing campaign, found out which issues were 
most important to the voters, and revised her plat-
form accordingly.

“Be uncomfortable; put yourself  out there,” 
Carroll Foy told the students. “Talk to all the 
people…If  you are elected, they will all be your 
constituents.”

The other guest speaker, Republican Ron 
Meyer, was elected to the Loudon County (Virginia) 
Board of  Supervisors in November 2015, just four 
years out of  college. His remarks focused on the 
need to build a base, establish common ground with 
potential adversaries and “create sensible, biparti-
san policies,” Lee said.
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CRIMINAL LAW

Professor Shon Hopwood and Matthew Charles: On Sentences and Second 
Chances

Sentenced in 1996 to 35 years for selling 
cocaine and firearms offenses, Charles served 
21 years before being released in 2016. 

Charles rebuilt his life — only to be sent back to 
prison in 2018 after a judge determined that the 
release was improper.

The return of  this 51-year-old Nashville church-
goer to jail, to serve the final nine years of  a 35-year 
sentence, caused a public outcry. So Hopwood 
stepped up and became Matthew Charles’s pro 
bono lawyer.

“It didn’t take long to realize that I was proba-
bly the right person for this,” said Hopwood, who 
rebuilt his own life as an outstanding student of  
the law — and now, a Georgetown Law profes-
sor — after serving 12 years in federal prison as a 
young man. “It [was] hard for me to say no when 
an injustice like this is staring me in the face. I want 

In the spring of  2018, Professor Shon Hopwood was driving through Tennessee to visit a client when the 
president of  Families Against Mandatory Minimums (FAMM) — a nonprofit working towards criminal 
justice reform — asked him to reach out to a man named Matthew Charles.

“It didn’t take long 

to realize that I was 

probably the right 

person for this,” said 

Hopwood, who rebuilt 

his own life as an 

outstanding student 

of the law — and 

now, a Georgetown 

Law professor — after 

serving 12 years in 

federal prison as a 

young man. “It [was] 

hard for me to say no 

when an injustice like 

this is staring me in the 

face.”

others to experience the second chances that I’ve 
been given.”

As spring turned to summer, Hopwood filed a 
clemency petition for his client. He thought he had 
a good chance of  getting Matthew Charles freed. 
Hopwood’s research assistants, Margo Rusconi 
(L’19) and Tiffany Trump (L’20), helped work on 
Charles’s case.

As summer turned to fall, Hopwood was also 
coordinating with FAMM, the White House and 
legislators on the Hill to advocate for a bipartisan 
federal prison reform bill that would help former 
federal prisoners reenter society and modify sen-
tences for certain offenses.

But even Hopwood could not have envisioned 
the outcome. The First Step Act was signed by 
President Donald Trump on December 21, 2018. 
Matthew Charles was lawfully resentenced to time 

Photo Credit: AP; Brent 
Futrell, istock
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served and released from 
prison on January 3, 2019 — 
the first person to be released 
under the First Step Act.

On February 5, Matthew 
Charles was the guest of  the 
president at the State of  the 
Union Address.

“My administration worked 
closely with members of  both 
parties to sign the First Step 
Act into law…,” President 
Trump said in the address. 
“This legislation reformed 
sentencing laws that have 
wrongly and disproportionately 
harmed the African-American 
community. The First Step 
Act gives non-violent offenders 
the chance to re-enter society 
as productive, law-abiding 
citizens. 

 “Now, Matthew is the 
very first person to be released 
from prison under the First 
Step Act…,” the president 
said. “Thank you, Matthew. 
Welcome home.”

Charles said that sitting in 
the president’s box during the 
State of  the Union Address 
“was an experience that I 
could have not have even 
imagined, ever.”

“[This was] not the same 
man who went to prison,” 
Hopwood said. “We advocated 
for Matthew. We were thinking 
that the president might grant 
him clemency...” We [told] 
Matthew’s story all last fall in 
advocating for the First Step 
Act — even though it was  
not at the forefront of  my 
mind that [he] would be one 
of  the first people to benefit 
from that.”

GOVERNMENT

“Federal Money” Class Puts Government Shutdown on 
the Syllabus

Nathan Williams (L’20) planned to do an externship at the Department of Justice’s Commercial Litiga-
tion Division during the Spring 2019 semester.

Government externships have worked out well for Williams in the past. As a business major at 
the University of Georgia in 2013, he worked on the Hill and lived on Massachusetts Avenue, walking 
by Georgetown Law every day. That inspired him to add political science to his coursework and to 
apply to Georgetown Law after getting a master’s from the London School of Economics.

But the recent partial government shutdown halted the background clearance for the externship 
— prompting Williams to look for a Plan B. Fortunately, he found Professor from Practice Timothy 
Westmoreland’s class on “Federal Money: Policymaking and Budget Rules.” 

In a typical spring semester, Westmoreland doesn’t cover the federal Antideficiency Act, a 
post-Civil War statute preventing the incurring of obligations or expenditures in excess of appropria-
tions or funds, until a month into the semester.

But with hundreds of thousands of federal workers not working — and everyone seeking clarity 
on what constitutes an exception, involving an imminent threat to life or government property — 
Westmoreland knew he needed to work the Antideficiency Act into the very first class.

“It’s easy to say, air traffic controllers involve a danger to life,” he told the students. “But what 
about requiring IRS employees to process tax refunds?”

Williams, who would eventually like to work as a litigator as well as a federal prosecutor, left 
Westmoreland’s class informed.

“I was talking with another student, and we agreed that we had never learned so much in such a 
short amount of time that was so relevant at that time,” he said.
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At Washington, D.C.’s Metropolitan 

Police Academy in Southwest D.C., 

approximately 20 police recruits 

— men and women from all walks 

of life — are talking community 

policing with Georgetown Law 2L 

Ryan Malo (L’20). The atmosphere 

inside the classroom is more highly 

charged than a recital of texts and 

hastily scribbled notes. The recruits 

are focused on a conversation 

they’ve just heard between Ronald 

L. Davis, former executive director 

of President Obama’s Task Force on 

21st Century Policing, and George-

town Law Professor Christy Lopez. 

TRANSFORMING 
POLICING FROM 
THE GROUND UP



B
efore you hit the streets, Davis and Lopez counseled, you have to know history.  
Remember Ferguson, and Michael Brown. No one is saying, don’t defend yourself — 
but know the difference between when someone is about to attack, and when someone 

is just venting. Ignore verbal abuse; otherwise, you could be caught on camera doing some-
thing stupid. Don’t get baited into lowering your standards. You are America’s finest.

In the classroom with Malo later on, the recruits aren’t afraid to be critical when 
imagining how to translate these ideals to real life on the streets. Law students with 
little or no training, or hands-on experience with policing, could easily find them-
selves out of their depth. But Malo, a former Nashua, N.H., police officer, knows how 
to handle reality as he guides the discussion. As a law student at Georgetown, he 
is taking Innovative Policing — a practicum course taught by Lopez and Professor 
Rosa Brooks. Teaching recruits at the Academy is the fieldwork part of the course. 
And as a patrol officer who regularly worked the “midnight shift,” he dealt routinely 
with situations he hadn’t encountered or even contemplated before, from domestic 
violence to heroin overdoses.
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“I worked often in the middle of the night, in incredibly tense situations [where] I had 
to deescalate the situation, separate parties, interview people on my feet,” Malo recalled 
of his life as a policeman. “Oftentimes, those people didn’t really want to talk with me. 
I had to…be as convincing and charming as possible, to get answers to my basic ques-
tions.” 

He also had limited time in which to use discretion, apply the law to the facts of the 
situation and produce a positive result — hopefully, without arrests or other punitive 
measures. “When you’re a police officer, that’s what you do every day,” Malo said. “[T]he 
challenge of police work is you really need to be an individual who is a Swiss-Army knife 
of different skills and abilities. And that’s a challenge…that’s a hard person to find.”

Malo transferred to Georgetown Law from another law school as a 2L in the summer of 
2018 — specifically so he could become involved with the Police for Tomorrow program, 
Georgetown Law’s innovative new partnership with MPD to transform policing from the 
ground up and educate the next generation of police leaders. He took the Innovative 
Policing course in the fall; this spring, he is working with Brooks as a research assistant, 
focused on police recruiting. 

“I worked often in the mid-
dle of the night, in incredibly 
tense situations [where] I had 
to deescalate the situation, 
separate parties, interview 
people on my feet,” Malo 
recalled of his life as a po-
liceman. “Oftentimes, those 
people didn’t really want to 
talk with me. I had to…be as 
convincing and charming as 
possible, to get answers to 
my basic questions.” 
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H
ow do you measure the impact of a program like Police for Tomorrow? 
That’s the thousand-dollar question,” said Marvin Haiman, MPD’s execu-
tive director for the Professional Development Bureau. 

In part, the evidence is anecdotal. “Do we retain these employees?” 
Haiman said. “Do they feel more positive in their job? Do they…have 
better interactions with the community?”

Since only one cohort class has graduated, the sample size is small. 
Within MPD, however, interest in Police for Tomorrow has spiked. About 85 appli-
cants vied for the second cohort, roughly a two-fold increase over the inaugural 
application cycle, which saw about 40 applicants, according to Professor Rosa 
Brooks. (Twenty-five were selected for the second cohort.)

Still, nothing in a large organization happens quickly, and Police for Tomorrow 
spotlights new officers for a reason, Haiman said.

“[I]t’s a framing experience for their career,” he said. “We hope they’re with 
us for 25 years. That’s a lot of time to really create this change and impact we’re 
hoping them to have.”

For Salah Czapary, the director of MPD’s Office of Volunteer Coordination, 
being a fellow in the first cohort inoculated him against burnout. If he hadn’t been 
in Police for Tomorrow, he doesn’t think he would have stayed with MPD, he said.

As an officer, you’re dealing with everyone else’s problems, which can be 
draining, he said; you can get stuck in the grind of going from call to call, with 
no time to reflect on what you’re doing, how you’re doing it, and whether you’re 
doing your job effectively.

“Being part of Police for Tomorrow kind of attached you to this larger vision 
of…how we can make MPD a leader in law enforcement in the nation,” he said. 
“And in many respects, it is. But it attached you to that vision that you don’t nec-
essarily get just as a patrol officer.”

Since he became a fellow in the second cohort, Officer Stephen Benson feels 
like his voice matters in the department, and he is emboldened to use it. He has, 
for example, approached higher-ups in the command structure with suggestions 
about how to fight crime on Georgia Avenue, which is part of his patrol in the 
Fourth District.

“And they’ll get back to me and be like: ‘Hey, this works; I can’t do this, but this 
one works.’”

Beyond that, he said, Police for Tomorrow’s effect will be felt over time — as 
he and other fellows rise through MPD’s ranks. “We take this experience with 
us,” he said.

POLICE FOR TOMORROW:  
TRACING THE IMPACT
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“This work and this program, the Police for Tomorrow program, is the reason why I’m 
here at Georgetown,” Malo said. “I want people, young people, whoever it may be, the 
[recruits] who are in the class, the law students who I was in class with, to understand 
and to see policing as a job that involves a lot more than just handcuffs and car chases. 
Because that’s such a small percentage of the job.”

POLICING FOR THE 21ST CENTURY

On a Wednesday in early February, in a seminar room in Georgetown Law’s McDonough 
Hall, the latest seminar component of Innovative Policing is underway. About 15 law 
students are putting forth ideas for societal change — specifically, what they’d like 
to see if they were building a police department from scratch. With backpacks on the  
floor and laptops open in front of them, they floated a range of possibilities. One  
student wants to see a big shift in how we handle youthful offenders; unless they’re 
super-violent, she explains, she doesn’t think children should be behind bars. Another 
student focuses on interactions between young people and the police, saying parents, 
particularly African American parents, have to give kids “the talk” on how to stay  
safe. A third believes police departments need to scale back, and not target particular 
communities. 

The discussion turns to criminal justice in Washington, D.C. One of the assigned 
readings is from Locking Up Our Own: Crime and Punishment in Black America — Yale Law 
Professor James Forman Jr.’s Pulitzer-Prize winning account of how the war on crime 
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devastated poor African American neigh-
borhoods in Washington, D.C. Forman, 
who worked as a public defender in Wash-
ington, taught at Georgetown Law from 
2003 to 2011 and recently gave the Philip 
A. Hart Memorial Lecture in November 
2018 [see related story page 74] (he spoke 
to recruits at the Academy the same day). 
Most of the students were not even born 
during the era Forman chronicles — main-
ly the 1970s and 1980s. But the book’s his-
toric lens into a city beset by class conflict  
and racial conflict resonated all the same. 

Washington’s Metropolitan Police De-
partment, known as MPD, is a subject that 
Brooks knows from the inside: she serves 
as an MPD reserve officer, meaning she 
graduated from MPD’s Police Academy 
and performs the same patrol duties  
as career officers. To this latest group  
of Innovative Policing students, Brooks  
offered an overview of what to expect at 
the Police Academy: The academy is not  
like a college environment. The recruits wear 
uniforms and do push-ups. A lot of them  
feel like newcomers and they’re sort of in sur-
vival mode.

“When we come in, we’re doing some-
thing that’s very different from what  
they typically get in the academy,” Brooks 
says. “We talk about issues like race and 
poverty, with open-style discussions, that 

But what really struck Brooks, 
in 2016, was the virtual absence 
of discussions about race, po-
licing and use of force. Several 
American cities had seen riots, 
including Ferguson, Baltimore and 
Charlotte. Police officers had been 
ambushed in Dallas. Policing and 
race had surged to the forefront 
of national debate. “And the one 
place that conversation was not 
occurring was at the police acade-
my,” she said. 
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are less hierarchical than what they’re 
used to.” 

TRANSFORMING POLICING 

Police for Tomorrow began as a pilot pro-
gram in June 2017: 19 early-career police 
fellows came to Georgetown Law once a 
month for about a year to participate in 
three-hour workshops on issues central 
to 21st-century policing, such as implicit 
bias, homelessness, youth and the justice 
system, and alternatives to arrest. Profes-
sors Brooks, Lopez, Kristin Henning, Paul 
Butler and Shon Hopwood helped design 
the curriculum, select MPD fellows, and 
lead the discussions. Guest speakers in-
cluded Davis and Susan Lee Rahr, former 
sheriff of King County, Washington. The 
police fellows also learned from MPD 
mentors. At the end of the fellowship, 
after completing capstone projects, the 
fellows received a certificate from George-
town Law’s Program on Innovative Polic-
ing. 

Now working with its second cohort of 
police fellows, Police for Tomorrow is at-
tracting interest from police departments 
across the country and influencing how 
MPD’s recruits are trained. Within the law 
school, the program and the practicum 
are winning adherents. Guest speakers 
like Forman might speak to recruits in the 
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One student wants to see a big 
shift in how we handle youth-
ful offenders; unless they’re 
super-violent, she explains, she 
doesn’t think children should 
be behind bars. 

 POLICE FOR TOMORROW: TRANSFORMING POLICING FROM THE GROUND UP  \  FEATURE

police academy auditorium or appear at Georgetown Law for workshops with police 
fellows. Students from the practicum such as Malo and Ryann McAndrews (L’19) mod-
erate small group discussions among the recruits. 

Tension between the police and communities they serve is nothing new, of course. 
But the issue took on heightened urgency about five years ago, after deaths involving 
African American men and the police. The men include Eric Garner, who died after 
being wrestled to the ground and held in a chokehold during an arrest in New York on 
July 17, 2014; Michael Brown, an unarmed teenager who was shot to death by a white 
officer in Ferguson, Missouri, in August 2014; and Freddie Gray, 25, who died of a spinal 
cord injury in police custody in Baltimore in April 2015. In the words of the Task Force 
on 21st Century Policing, which released its final report in May 2015: “Trust between law 
enforcement agencies and the people they protect and serve is essential in a democ-
racy. It is key to the stability of our communities, the integrity of our criminal justice 
system, and the safe and effective delivery of policing services.” 

LET’S TALK

For Brooks, whose background is mainly in international law, national security and 
the military, the path into policing began almost on a whim. During a sabbatical from 
teaching in 2015-2016, she finished a book manuscript and found herself with free time. 
She learned about MPD’s use of a volunteer-police reserve corps, which struck her as 
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T
o see how Police for Tomorrow is influencing national efforts to transform 
policing, look to New Orleans, where a similar program is slated to open 
later this year.

It all began with an Internet search.

In 2017, Brent Godfrey, the executive director of Crescent City Corps, was 
looking for models to help build a talent-recruitment and leadership-devel-
opment pipeline for first responders. Godfrey plugged “innovative policing 

programs” into Google. Police for Tomorrow popped up. 

He called Professors Brooks and Lopez.

“We struck up a dialogue,” Godfrey said. “Because they sort of were a few 
steps ahead of where I was, doing a very similar thing I wanted to do. And I 
wanted to absorb best practices. And see how their model was playing out in 
reality, in a city that was facing some similar challenges to ours.”

In February 2018, Godfrey visited Georgetown Law and attended a fellows’ work-
shop. The speaker was Jonathan S. Aronie, a partner at Sheppard Mullin who 
serves as the consent-decree monitor over the New Orleans Police Department. 

During the workshop, Godfrey was refreshed by the openness between the 
Georgetown professors and senior MPD officials, as well as by the fellows and 
the caliber of the dialogue. 

“It was really exciting to see that promise and that potential and think about 
what could happen here in New Orleans, too,” he said.

NEW ORLEANS:  
SPREADING THE  
POLICE FOR  
TOMORROW MODEL
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interesting, and she wondered if anyone — 
even a law professor — could participate. 
“And so, my slightly bizarre sabbatical project 
became applying to the MPD reserve corps,” 
she said.  “And then they said yes. And then I 
thought, ‘Well, what the heck, they said yes. 
Maybe I should go see what this is like.’”

A graduate of Harvard and Yale Law School, 
Brooks was not a traditional police recruit. 
She hadn’t served in the military. She doesn’t 
have a degree from an undergraduate pro-
gram in criminal justice. What’s more, she 
noticed, the academy’s curriculum was 
largely tactical: a list of vehicular offenses, 
how to put on handcuffs, how to document 
lost property. 

But what really struck her, in 2016, was the 
virtual absence of discussions about race, 
policing and use of force. Several American 
cities had seen riots, including Ferguson, 
Baltimore and Charlotte, N.C. Police officers 
had been ambushed in Dallas. Policing and 
race had surged to the forefront of national 
debate. “And the one place that conversation 
was not occurring was at the police acade-
my,” she said. “There was no room, there was 
no place in the curriculum to say: ‘Hey, let’s 
talk about issues of race. Let’s talk about 
the role of police in a diverse society. Let’s 
talk about what does it mean to police in a 
democracy?’”

In that seeming disconnect, Brooks saw an 
opportunity. People, particularly young peo-
ple, were protesting against the police. Rather 
than view critics as a hostile entity, she 
thought, agencies like MPD should tap into 
their energy and ideas. “Police departments 
should be thinking, ‘How do we get them?...’” 
she said. “Why is the Washington, D.C., Met-
ropolitan Police Department and every other 
major police department not essentially say-
ing to these young people who are interested 
in these issues, ‘Hey, you’re critical. You have 
ideas. Come fix this. Come be part of figuring 
out, how do we do this? In this rapidly chang-
ing society, how do we get this right?’”

While she was still at the academy, Brooks 
approached MPD with a proposal for starting 
a fellowship program. The idea was to use 
the fellowship as a recruiting tool for non-
traditional applicants — analogous to Teach 
for America, but for police officers instead 

of teachers. One of the MPD officials Brooks pitched to was 
Marvin Haiman, who oversaw MPD’s volunteer programs. 
“It was a way to…build a cadre of change agents within the 
department,” said Haiman, who currently serves as executive 
director for MPD’s Professional Development Bureau. “Officers 
who thought more critically about issues in law enforcement. 
Officers who are willing to speak up and challenge the status 
quo.”

MPD liked Brooks’ idea and, with a few refinements, decided 
to implement it with an initial cohort of early-career officers. 
To help build the program, Brooks turned to colleagues on 
Georgetown Law’s faculty, hoping to draw on their collective 
expertise in policing and criminal justice. She approached 
Professors Lopez, Butler, Henning and Hopwood, asking if 
they’d be interested in working with her to figure out how to 
put Police for Tomorrow together. Each of them said yes.
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Lopez was initially cautious 
because she didn’t know 
whether MPD would embrace 
Police for Tomorrow as she 
envisioned it. “I knew if we 
did the program the way that 
I wanted to do it, there was 
a decent chance that MPD 
would not like it and would re-
ject it,” Lopez said. “Because I 
knew that for the program to 
be meaningful, we would have 
to put ideas in these officers’ 
heads that really challenged 
some pretty fundamental 
premises about policing.”



A SUCCESSFUL EXPERIMENT

For Professor Christy Lopez, Police for Tomorrow was 
intriguing. As deputy chief in the special litigation 
section of the Justice Department’s Civil Rights Divi-
sion from 2010 to 2017, she led pattern-or-practice 
investigations of police departments and law-en-
forcement agencies. She headed DOJ’s investigation of 
the Ferguson Police Department, co-wrote the depart-
ment’s Ferguson report and negotiated the Ferguson 
consent decree. When she switched into teaching in 
2017, she knew she wanted to be involved in trying 
to change policing; working with MPD’s brand-new 
officers could help them think differently about what 
they were seeing and experiencing before they be-
came jaded, she said. 

She has nothing against the police; in fact, it’s just 
the opposite. Lopez’s father, a Mexican American 
who once started school in California not speaking 
any English, proudly joined the Anaheim police as an 
adult, serving as a homicide detective for 20 years.

“It was a really important part of his self-identity, 
becoming really immersed in our country,” Lopez 
said, noting that her father is very patriotic. “That’s 
what this profession should be — not what [bad cops] 
are doing to it. I was never dissuaded from doing this 
work out of some concern that I was being ‘antipo-
lice.’”  

Still, she was initially cautious because she didn’t 
know whether MPD would embrace Police for To-
morrow as she envisioned it. “I knew if we did the 
program the way that I wanted to do it, there was a 
decent chance that MPD would not like it and would 
reject it,” Lopez said. “Because I knew that for the pro-
gram to be meaningful, we would have to put ideas 
in these officers’ heads that really challenged some 
pretty fundamental premises about policing.”

Professor Rosa Brooks had some uncertainty, too. 
There were executive-leadership courses for senior 
police officials, but they couldn’t find comparable 
programs geared toward entry-level and junior patrol 
officers. “I mean, we had no idea if this was going to 
work,” she said of Police for Tomorrow. “The whole 
thing was an experiment.”

After a few workshops, when Brooks started hear-
ing positive feedback from the fellows and MPD 
officials, she knew they were onto something. MPD 
did, too. “What I have observed in these young offi-
cers and civilian employees in the Police for Tomor-
row Fellowship program is truly inspirational and 
a testament to the future of policing at MPD,” Chief 
Peter Newsham said. “The workshops in this program 
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directly address the toughest and most controversial issues facing today’s law-en-
forcement personnel.”

FINDING COMMON GROUND

For a current practicum student, the program has also been about finding com-
mon ground. Paul Lee (L’20), a second-year student from Queens, N.Y., worked at 
the Hennepin County Public Defenders’ office in Minneapolis last summer and 
was initially unsure about working closely with police. During a Police for Tomor-
row Workshop about homelessness on February 13, however, the conversation 
turned to Washington’s lack of affordable housing, and Lee noticed some of the 
officers nodding their heads. “That might not be a policing issue per se,” Lee said. 
“But they’re paying attention because they see it in their work as well.”

Police for Tomorrow might not be right for each of the roughly 18,000 law-en-
forcement agencies in the United States, but it could be right for hundreds, if not 
thousands, of police departments, according to Lopez. She and Brooks, however, 
juggle the demands of full-time teaching and managing Police for Tomorrow, 
which serves as a practical limit on expansion. They are in the process of fund-
raising, with the notion of hiring a full-time coordinator to help promote the 
program and bring it to other departments, according to Brooks. With additional 
resources, they could also help provide funding for the fellows’ capstone projects 
and for research-related travel by students, she said.

Meanwhile, in Washington, the work with MPD continues. On a Wednesday 
afternoon at the end of February, inside a classroom at MPD’s Police Academy in 
Southwest Washington, a group of recruits sat around a U-shaped table, discuss-
ing adolescent-brain development and policing. At the front of the classroom, 
Morgan McClure (L’20) and Richie Harper (L’19), students from the Spring 2019 
Innovative Policing Practicum, lead a discussion about how they would handle 
hypothetical encounters with teenagers, including one in which a young woman 
had taken her boyfriend’s phone because she suspected him of cheating on her. 
The recruits also watched two videos: the first was of an African American girl, 
who was handcuffed and pepper-sprayed by police. The second showed the girl 
explaining, later, what the incident had been like for her. 

Professor Brooks, who had been listening to the discussion, tells the recruits, 
when you are dealing with young people, take time to deescalate and calm down 
before things get bad. The officers in the video were supposed to be taking care of 
the girl, not punishing her. “Take a deep breath,” Brooks added. “You control you.” 
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THE EXPERTS:  
POLICE FOR  
TOMORROW FACULTY 
When Georgetown Law Professor Rosa Brooks was speaking with the Metropol-
itan Police Department about the program that became Police for Tomorrow, her 
colleagues were the best possible asset. With collective expertise ranging from 
police to prosecutor, from public defender to former prisoner and criminal-jus-
tice reformer, these professors bring a wealth of experience to the program.

PROFESSOR  ROSA BROOKS: Brooks was recently installed as the Scott K. Ginsburg 
Professor of Law, and in a speech called “Violence and the Limits of the Law,” she applied what 
she's observed of military power in international law to police power at home. “Just as the blurring 
and expansion of what we consider to be war has led us to expand the role of the military,” Brooks 
asserted, "so too, domestically, overcriminalization has expanded the role of the police.”

PROFESSOR CHRISTY LOPEZ, who led the Justice Department’s investigation of the Fer-
guson Police Department, was drawn to Police for Tomorrow because of its potential for transfor-
mative change. “I knew what was really important to me, and to Rosa as well, was to make sure 
we were doing something truly meaningful and…kind of exciting,” Lopez said. “Obviously, I wasn’t 
interested in sort of doing window dressing for MPD.”  

PROFESSOR PAUL BUTLER, a former federal prosecutor whose teaching areas include 
criminal law and criminal justice, wanted to go beyond giving officers a version of the law they 
learned in the academy, he said. “I wasn’t sure that…reminding them how much power and dis-
cretion they had, in and of itself, would be a useful intervention,” he said. Instead, to give officers 
a more expansive way of viewing their work, he wanted to focus on a range of issues, including 
deescalating conflict; the role of race in the criminal-legal process; and thinking about the home-
less, disabled and LGBTQ communities. 

ASSOCIATE DEAN KRISTIN HENNING, who heads Georgetown Law’s Juvenile Justice 
Clinic and Initiative, hoped to help fellows understand normal adolescent development, including 
impulsivity and peer influence, and the racial dynamics in which those issues play out. “That’s why 
I’ve been most interested in Police for Tomorrow,” she said. “The race lens and the youth lens.”

PROFESSOR SHON HOPWOOD, whose research and teaching span criminal law and 
procedure, civil rights and the constitutional rights of prisoners, hoped to learn, in part, “what 
good policing looks like,” he said. Later this year, he plans to speak to the fellows about his client 
Matthew Charles, one of the first prisoners released under the First Step Act. Charles, who had 
been sentenced to 35 years for selling crack, was one of President Trump’s guests during the State 
of the Union address on February 5, 2019 [see related story page 28].

Photo Credit: Ines Hilde
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Nikki Endsley (L’19) was frustrated. 

Not from the valuable opportunity 

she got — through Georgetown 

Law’s Human Rights Institute (HRI) — to 

spend five days working in an ICE deten-

tion facility about 85 miles north of the 

U.S.-Mexico border. 

But the trip itself had both met and 

confounded her expectations, as she 

grappled with the larger policy issues that 

govern immigration and asylum law. The 

things that she can’t — at the moment, 

anyway — do anything about. 

“I still don’t know very much and I 

have a lot to learn, but detention, espe-

cially carceral detention, is not the way to 

go,” Endsley said. “These people are not 

threats to anyone’s security.”

“It’s a lot of wasted money,” she added, 

“and wasted humanity.” 

Fourteen members of the George-

town Law community — 12 students, one 

professor and one clinical teaching fellow 

— spent a week between Christmas and 

New Year’s near the border in Dilley, Texas, 

working with the Dilley Pro Bono Project 

and the American Immigration Lawyers 

Association (AILA). Under the Dilley 

project, organizations including AILA, the 

Catholic Legal Immigration Network, the 

American Immigration Council, and the 

Refugee and Immigrant Center for Educa-

tion and Legal Services recruit volunteers 

for week-long stints at the South Texas 

Family Detention Center, coaxing detained 

and traumatized women to share details of 

the danger and violence they faced in their 

home countries.

“When the family separation policies 

were ramped up by the Trump Administra-

tion last spring into June, John Delaney 

(L’88) and April McClain-Delaney (L’89) 

reached out to Dean William M. Treanor 

to find out what Georgetown could do 

for these families,” explained Professor 

from Practice Andrew I. Schoenholtz, the 

director of HRI, adding that the Delaneys 

proposed funding a project through the 

institute. 

“When the dean reached out to me, 

I sketched out the Georgetown Detained 

Families Volunteer Service Project.  I then 

tested the waters with the advocacy orga-

nizations on the ground…and explained 

to Dean Treanor that we needed to move 

quickly. He cares about this a great deal 

and immediately gave me the go ahead. 

I then secured the commitment of three 

wonderful student leaders who helped or-

ganize and implement the entire project.”

Treanor said the trips reflect the Jesuit 

mission of service to others — the idea of 

Georgetown Law’s motto, law is but the 

means, justice is the end. “They resonate 

with Georgetown’s mission in a very pro-

found way,” the dean said.

Human Rights

Endsley, a Blume Public Interest Law 

Scholar — and the child of a single mother 

who is a Vietnamese refugee — is passion-

By Julie Bourbon 

Credible Fear on the Border
Human Rights Institute Students, Professors, Alumni Assist Detained Families in Texas

Previous page: 

Central Processing Center in 

McAllen, Texas, Sunday, June 17, 

2018. Photo credit: U.S. Customs 

and Border Control/ Wikimedia

Opposite page: 

A small group of Central 

American refugees turn 

themselves in to a female Border 

Patrol agent after illegally entering 

the United States by crossing the 

Rio Grande River in deep south 

Texas. A steady stream of Central 

Americans, ranging from single 

children to entire families, fleeing 

gang violence, continue to make 

the dangerous journey across 

Mexico to the U.S. McAllen, Texas, 

USA - August 16, 2017. Photo 

credit: iStock
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ate about this kind of work. She hails from 

San Antonio, near the detention center, 

and had reached out to the Dilley Pro Bono 

Project last year about the possibility of 

volunteering there. So when Professor 

Schoenholtz contacted Endsley and others 

regarding the proposed pro bono service 

trip to the border, the 3L put her professor 

in touch with her Dilley contacts.

“As usual, students were already 

out there trying to do this,” Schoenholtz 

said. “Annie Flanagan (L’19), Endsley, and 

Clayton Davis (L’19) and I organized this 

together.” And with the trip fully funded, 

more than 130 applications would pour in 

from Georgetown Law students.

Endsley’s prior human rights experi-

ence more than prepared her for interview-

ing women who’d just crossed the border 

looking for asylum: she has authored a 

sociological study on Eritrean refugees; 

investigated rape as a weapon of war; 

scrutinized the extractives industry in the 

Congo; and taught an intermediate English 

course in refugee camps in Calais, France. 

She had expected the detention center 

to be more chaotic, more “frenetic.” 

The reality, she said, is that it was just a 

glorified jail full of frightened women and 

children, far from the closest community, 

intentionally situated close to the border to 

make it easier for the U.S. government to 

deport those who fail to prove they will be 

in mortal danger if they return home. 

But not before “dehumanizing” them, 

first. 

The Good Life?

The South Texas Family Detention Center 

is located in Dilley, about 80 miles outside 

of San Antonio. Dilley is a remote, desolate 

town of fewer than 4,000 residents with a 

watermelon on the welcome sign boasting 

“a slice of the good life.” But the largest 

family detention facility in the country — a 

2,400-bed site that currently holds about 

1,700 people, mostly from the Northern 

Triangle countries of El Salvador, Guate-

mala and Honduras — delivers anything 

but that.

The asylum seekers came here looking 

for a safe life. Instead, they’ve been locked 

in cages, branded as criminals. 

Some of the students had been inside 

detention centers before. But many had 

not, and there was little time for an adjust-

ment period. If they started out as novices, 

they were veterans by week’s end, drawing 

inspiration from their clients.

“The experience was, I think, a bit over-

whelming at times,” said Atid Kimelman 

(L’19). He remembers thinking early in the 

week: “I’m here to help, but it feels very 

powerless in some ways.” 

That sense was soon replaced by 

something else: admiration for “the brav-

ery and tenacity of the women who came 

here with their children, fleeing domestic 

abuse or gangs,” Kimelman said. 

Above: 

Map credit: Google

Opposite page: 

In this Thursday, Aug. 9, 

2018 photo provided by U.S. 

Immigration and Customs 

Enforcement, mothers and their 

children stand in line at South 

Texas Family Residential Center 

in Dilley, Texas. Immigrant 

advocates say they are suing the 

U.S. government for allegedly 

detaining immigrant children too 

long and improperly refusing 

to release them to relatives. 

Lawyers said Tuesday, Jan. 22, 

2019 they expanded a lawsuit 

filed last year in federal court 

in Alexandria, Va., to propose 

including the cases of more than 

10,000 children. (Charles Reed/

U.S. Immigration and Customs 

Enforcement via AP, File)
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Professor Brian Wolfman, director 

of Georgetown Law’s Appellate Courts 

Immersion Clinic who has more than three 

decades of experience practicing public 

interest law, echoed that statement.

“From the very first interview to the 

last one, the dignified way in which these 

women explained their situations and 

coped with them, the sacrifice and risk 

they’re taking because of their children,” 

was the thing he will remember most, 

Wolfman said. “You could live a whole life 

and never see anything like it, and I saw it 

over and over again.”

Credible Fear

Fear of violence in their home countries 

was the most common reason the women 

gave for coming to the United States. The 

Georgetown group and other volunteers 

were tasked with helping the women pre-

pare for their credible fear interviews. 

The CFI, as it’s called, is the first step 

in the asylum process. Failure to pass can 

result in deportation.

The women must recount what hap-

pened to them to interviewers from U.S. 

Citizenship and Immigration Services. 

These officials determine whether they 

receive a court date, after which they can 

be released into the community. 

“A lot of the work is not legal work, it’s 

getting people to tell a story about some of 

the worst moments of their lives and being 

able to connect with people in such a 

way that they feel comfortable telling that 

story,” said Ana Builes (L’21), who applied 

for the trip before she even began her 

first semester at Georgetown Law. From 

previous work as a legislative intern on 

the Hill in the office of Rep. Lloyd Doggett 

(D-Texas), whose district is near Dilley, she 

was familiar with the work of nonprofits 

working at the detention center.

The Georgetown group received a 

short but intensive training from the Dilley 

Pro Bono staff. They worked in pairs, with 

one in each pair a fluent Spanish speaker. 

According to the Dilley Pro Bono 

Project staff, the pass rate for migrants 

detained at the South Texas Family Deten-

tion Center is between 98 and 99 percent 

— a testament to work of the volunteers 

preparing the women for CFIs. 

But that success rate itself raised 

questions among some in the Georgetown 

group, including Builes, who plans to 

practice immigration and asylum law after 

graduation. “It doesn’t make any sense to 

have such an arduous process to weed out 

maybe 1 percent of the women,” she said. 

“It seems like an inefficient system.”

The Dilley Pro Bono Project met with 

more than 13,000 families in 2018, said 

Katy Murdza, advocacy coordinator for 

the Dilley Pro Bono Project. Even with 12 

full-time staff members, the Project could 

not do what it does without the roughly 30 

volunteers per week, 52 weeks of the year, 

who pour into Dilley every Sunday to help. 

Georgetown’s HRI director, Schoen-

holtz, said it was important that students 

who haven’t been to a detention facility 

get that experience.

“This is a major access to justice 

problem for asylum seekers detained in 

a remote area who desperately need the 

assistance of lawyers and law students. 

An important purpose of the Georgetown 

Project is to ensure that our students learn 

what it means to seek asylum in a jail 

setting and how best to serve this very 

vulnerable population,” he said. “I wish 

this were a short-term problem. But I made 

it very clear to the dean and funders: this 

is a long-term problem that isn’t going to 

go away.”

Don’t Drink the Water

The majority of migrants in detention 

centers, the students knew, do not have 

access to these kinds of programs. 

“I think the conditions we observed 

were better than most detainees get, 

because these same services do not exist 

across the country,” said Sabiya Ahamed 

(L’20). 

(Continued p. 57)

Above: 
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Central Processing Center in 

McAllen, Texas, Sunday, June 17, 

2018. Photo credit: U.S. Customs 

and Border Control/ Wikimedia
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By Nikki Endsley (L’19)

Nikki Endsley (L’19), one of  Georgetown Law’s Blume Public Interest Law Scholars, was instrumental in 
organizing the team of  14 members of  the Georgetown Law community who traveled to Dilley, Texas, 
in December. Growing up the daughter of  a struggling single mother and hearing of  the injustice her 
family experienced as Vietnamese refugees, Endsley developed a passion for human rights and social 
justice. She graduated with honors from Yale in 2013, majoring in Religious Studies and Anthropology 
and receiving a community service award for her work in the New Haven area. By the time she entered 
Georgetown Law in fall 2016, she had already created an astonishing work portfolio that included 
five languages. During law school, Endsley did externships at Disability Rights International, Catholic 
Charities, Human Rights First, the Alexandria Public Defender, International Refugee Assistance 
Project, Whitman-Walker Health and UNHCR. She describes her experiences in Dilley below.

Arla* had a good job as a medical 
assistant before she was forced to 
flee Guatemala. Her husband’s 

abuse — physical, mental and emotional 
— had hit a fever pitch in the weeks before 
her departure, causing her to fear for her 
life and depart the country with her young 
daughter. The recent abuse was, in many 
ways, merely another layer to the years 
of  suffering she had experienced at her 
husband’s hands, from death threats, to 
control over her movement, to the seizure 
of  her hard-earned money, to brutal 
beatings if  she was ever found praying or 
attending church. Her pleas to police went 
unanswered because, as they said, they do 
not get involved in “domestic matters.” 
And when her husband joined a powerful 
gang that the government had shown itself  
incapable and unwilling to control, she 
knew that his enhanced access to weapons 
and networks around the country meant 
that he would make good on his threat 
that she could never be safe in Guatemala 
if  she tried to leave him. 

 After we prepped with Arla for about 
five hours, helping her understand what 

parts of  her story were legally significant, 
I accompanied her to her credible fear 
interview (referred to as a “CFI”). She 
was required to tell her story before an 
Asylum Officer who would decide whether 
or not she had a “significant possibility” (a 
fairly low legal standard) of  later win-
ning asylum at her merits hearing before 
a judge. Arla and I were escorted into 
separate spaces by employees of  CoreCiv-
ic (formerly the Corrections Corporation 
of  America, the corporation contracted 
to manage prisons and detention centers 
like the one at Dilley). Both of  us were 
prepared for the worst. Yet instead — we 
were met with an incredibly kind Asylum 
Officer, one who listened patiently to 
Arla’s story without interruption, paused 
to offer her tissues and a cough drop when 
she faltered, and recommended mental 
health counseling at the conclusion of  the 
interview. I was, quite simply, astounded, 
and Arla was ecstatic. 

 Indeed, what I was most surprised 
by during my week at Dilley were the 
shows of  humanity I witnessed: humanity 
amongst the women and children detained 

Finding Hope in a Dark Place
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there, who despite their lack of  access to 
potable water, their isolation, their illnesses 
and their carceral surroundings, support-
ed and held each other up; the humanity 
amongst the Dilley Pro Bono Project 
staff who put their young lives on hold to 
provide necessary assistance and oversight 
at this portion of  asylum seekers’ jour-
neys. I also saw the humanity amongst the 
Georgetown law volunteers who celebrat-
ed their New Year far from friends and 
family and gave their heart and soul to 
working with these vulnerable women and 
children for hours each day. In the case of  
this particular Asylum Officer, I saw the 
humanity that can sometimes be glimpsed 
in other parts of  our immigration system. 

 All of  this is not to say that I didn’t 
witness great cruelty as well. Many of  the 
mothers and children that I met with fled 
immense danger and are now incarcer-

ated and facing uncertain futures. I have 
worked in refugee camps around the 
world, and as a native San Antonian and 
a human being deeply invested in justice 
and compassion in our immigration sys-
tem, I have followed the news around the 
Southwest border carefully for many years. 
As the Georgetown Law team arrived in 
Dilley against a backdrop of  a government 
shutdown over a border wall, I was not 
expecting to be reminded of  the many dif-
ferent ways in which our law degrees could 
be employed in making our immigration 
system more humane. But reminded I was, 
that there are many ways to serve and that 
there is always hope in a dark place, even 
in such a place as the South Texas Family 
Residential Center.

*Name changed to protect identity.

Above: 

Nikki Endsley. Photo credit: 

Darren Abate/AP
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Still, she worried about the roughly 

10 women she met with over the five 

days. She noted the uniform the women 

and children wore: matching sweatpants 

and sweatshirts. Even the babies had a 

uniform. 

“They’re made to look like prisoners, 

but the detention center tries to mitigate it 

by making it colorful,” Ahamed said of the 

outfits. “They’re stripped of their personal-

ity. That was disturbing to me.”  

Ahamed was also distressed that so 

many of the women and children were 

sick. The cure-all, no matter the symptoms, 

seemed to be Tylenol and Vicks VapoRub, 

which the students deemed insufficient. 

Sam Lambroza (L’19), a member of 

Georgetown Law’s Board of Visitors, partic-

ipated in the Texas trip in his role as a law 

student [see profile, page 58]. Lambroza 

and his wife Marybeth Burke (C’84) also 

donated funds from their family founda-

tion, the Burke-Lambroza Charitable Trust. 

The father of three adult children, Lam-

broza encountered one woman who came 

in for her CFI preparation with a child he 

described as “glassy-eyed and weaving,” 

with a high fever.

“He was sick, sick,” said Lambroza, who 

recalled pushing back against the guards, 

with the help of the Dilley Pro Bono staff, 

to get the child to the infirmary. “I said, 

you know the rules, but I’m a dad, and I 

know when a kid is sick.”

He added, “I was reminded of the two 

kids who died [in detention] because peo-

ple aren’t paying attention to this.”

3L student Kimelman, who previous-

ly spent time in the Dilley area touring 

fracking sites with an environmental and 

human rights organization, expressed 

concern about the quality of the drinking 

water given to the women and children.

“We were told not to drink the tap 

water there,” he said, referring to possi-

ble contamination from nearby fracking. 

Several students believe the detainees are 

drinking tap water. “There are environ-

mental justice implications for detention 

and what that means for the women and 

children.” 

Murdza confirmed that they encourage 

volunteers to drink bottled water. She sees 

detention center staff drinking bottled 

water, and people in town buying it. 

“There are theories that the water has 

arsenic or e-coli in it,” she said, “but it’s 

been difficult to prove.” 

The Alumni Connection

John and April McClain-Delaney — the pri-

mary funders with a $40,000 gift — spent 

a day at the detention center and visited 

with the Georgetown Law group. 

“John and I looked at our community 

and said, ‘What can we do?’ We thought 

this would best to highlight the issue and 

provide services,” said McClain-Delaney. 

“I think we all need to look at ourselves 

and say, ‘What can we do to be men and 

women for others?’ That’s the ethos of our 

alma mater[.]”

The Delaney gift will also help a second 

group of Georgetown students, visiting the 

Karnes County Residential Center in May. 

A smaller ICE detention center nearby — 

it can hold about 800 people — Karnes 

was previously a family detention center 

and now holds only men and boys. There, 

the volunteers will be working under the 

supervision of the Refugee and Immigrant 

Center for Education and Legal Services 

(RAICES). 

Delaney — a member of the U.S. 

House of Representatives from Maryland 

from 2013 until 2019 who is now focused 

(Continued from p. 52)

(Continued p. 61)
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A career change doesn’t faze Sam 
Lambroza (L’19) one bit. That’s 
because, at age 64, the law will be 

his third career. 
The New York native is a former 

academic — a political economist, he 
taught at Boston College and Georgetown 
University for about 15 years. Then in 
the mid-1990s, Lambroza and his wife 
Marybeth Burke (C’84) moved their family 
to Europe, living for 15 years in Sweden, 
Moscow, and outside London while he 
worked as a CFO at an energy commodi-
ties firm. 

The family returned to the Boston area 
in 2010. More work in the finance arena 
followed, then a short stab at retirement. 
Lambroza found himself  restless. He 
wanted something new, something mean-
ingful. He had an interest in the law. 

And now, a few short years later, Lam-
broza is about to graduate from the Law 
Center, after which he will take the bar in 
Massachusetts and hang up his shingle in 
private practice. He plans to do pro bono 
work in domestic violence and sexual 
violence, as well as some immigration law. 
Interestingly, his daughter Kate Lambroza 
(C’18, L’21) graduated from Georgetown 
in 2018 and is now a student at the Law 
Center with her dad.

“What I initially thought I was going 
to do is not what I’m going to do,” Lam-
broza said, noting that the original plan 
was to focus on oil and energy law, white 
collar crime, or perhaps commodities law.

Once he began his studies, though, he 
realized the last place he wanted to be was 
back in the corporate world. 

“I wanted to do something that was 
socially relevant,” he said.

From Finance to Fighting Injustice: 
Former Professor Makes Late Career Change 

In law school, Lambroza learned 
something important about himself: “I like 
to go to court, and I enjoy direct represen-
tation,” which allows him to get to know 
his clients, he said. In fall 2018, Lambro-
za worked at the Georgetown Domestic 
Violence Clinic, where he represented 
domestic violence victims at the D.C. 
District Court. 

An internship with KIND — Kids in 
Need of  Defense — working with undoc-
umented children exposed him to the field 
of  immigration and asylum law. And the 
week-long trip to the South Texas Family 
Detention Center with 13 others from the 
Law Center over the winter break sealed 
the deal. 

Lambroza and Burke, who have a fam-
ily foundation that focuses on education, 
families, and children, made a contribu-
tion to help sponsor the trip. He is also a 
member of  the Law Center Board of  Visi-
tors and serves on the finance committee. 

Lambroza, who expressed frustration 
at the characterization of  asylum seekers 
on the southern border as criminals, is 
grateful for the experience he had in Texas 
and looks forward to applying its lessons to 
his law practice. 

“We’re a nation of  people who have 
fled danger and fled economic problems,” 
he said, voicing some of  the passion he 
intends to bring to court on behalf  of  his 
clients. “The Irish, the Jews, the Italians, 
that’s who we are as a nation, we are a 
nation of  immigrants.”

By Julie Bourbon 
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The weekend before New Year’s, 
I arrived with the other George-
town Law volunteers at the South 

Texas Family Residential Center in Dilley, 
Texas. Don’t let the Orwellian name fool 
you. The “residence” is an ICE prison, 
for women and children fleeing extreme 
violence in Central America and seeking 
asylum in the United States. Families are 
held at Dilley for up to several weeks. As 
my week went on, three understandings 
emerged.

First: dignity in the face of  unimag-
inable suffering. On day one, we began 
meeting with mothers who had fled 
persecution in El Salvador, Guatemala 
and Honduras. There was the mom who 
made the dangerous trek to the United 
States with her 8-year-old daughter after 
she witnessed a revenge killing. A gang 
threatened to kill her immediate family if  
she breathed a word to authorities. And 
there was the mother and 5-year-old son 
victimized by brutal, persistent domestic 
violence. They had no choice but to leave 
after the police repeatedly (and predict-
ably) told them that they don’t intervene 
in “family” matters. The mother was also 
physically abused on the journey to the 
United States.

Invariably, each woman I met, despite 
the violence and trauma, told her story 
with purpose, clarity, courage, and, above 
all, an aching desire to protect her chil-
dren from unspeakable brutality. Bit-

terness, confusion and impatience would 
have been understandable (even expected), 
but we saw just the opposite. 

Second: the work at Dilley is what 
genuine, client-centered lawyering is all 
about. Dilley presents an enormous legal 
and logistical challenge for the half  dozen 
full-time lawyers and paralegals running 
the legal effort. Thousands of  mothers and 
their children are (unjustly) imprisoned 
solely to facilitate their appearance before 
an asylum officer, who decides whether 
they have a credible fear of  persecution 
in their home countries. If  credible fear 
is shown, they are released to sponsors 
around the United States pending a full-
scale asylum hearing before an immi-

‘We Are Locking Up Children’
Fighting Injustice in Texas

gration judge. The tiny permanent legal 
staff — working 12-hour days, 6 to 7 days 
a week — cannot do this massive job 
alone, so they quickly train and supervise 
volunteers — like the group from George-
town Law — to interview clients, gather 
evidence and attend credible-fear hear-
ings. The staff intervenes when needed to 
give legal and tactical advice, providing 
quality control. There’s no other way to 
ensure that everyone gets first-rate legal 
assistance. (And first-rate it is: Nearly 100 
percent of  Dilley detainees obtain credi-
ble-fear findings.)

By Professor Brian Wolfman

Professor Brian Wolfman, the director of  Georgetown Law’s Appellate Courts Immersion Clinic, volunteered 
a full week of  his time to join the trip sponsored by Georgetown Law’s Human Rights Institute to the South 
Texas Family Residential Center in Dilley, Texas. With more than three decades of  experience practicing 
public interest law, Wolfman says, “I thought I could be useful.” He describes the experience below. 
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on a 2020 presidential run — had visited 

the border previously as part of a congres-

sional delegation. He was moved by the 

encounters he had with migrants in Dilley 

and on the previous trip, and he believes 

that the United States must respond more 

compassionately and constructively to the 

influx of people from Latin America.

“Accepting asylum seekers is part of 

who we are as a nation,” he said. “If every 

American heard these stories, they would 

agree.”

The Delaneys also talked with the 

Georgetown students afterward, asking 

what solutions they might have to the 

situation on the border besides warehous-

ing women and children in prison-like 

conditions.  

Righting wrongs 

Tracey Friedlander, a senior advisor with 

Delaney’s presidential campaign who 

accompanied the family to Dilley, said she 

was “incredibly impressed” by the maturi-

ty and compassion of the Georgetown Law 

students.

Friedlander sat in with Austin Rose 

(C’18, L’21) as he interviewed a woman 

while her child sat nearby, making paper 

airplanes. Listening to the interview, 

Friedlander asked if she might pose some 

questions. This resulted in the woman dis-

closing that she’d been raped by members 

of the military. Afterward, Rose — who 

plans to apply to Georgetown Law’s Center 

for Applied Legal Studies asylum clinic — 

thanked Friedlander for helping to uncover 

some important facts. 

As an undergrad at Georgetown, 

Rose spent his spring break with Campus 

Ministry at the Arizona-Mexico border and 

visited detention centers in Florence and 

Eloy, Arizona. He came to law school to 

pursue public interest immigration law. 

Working on a common cause with his 

fellow students, he said, was one of the 

highlights of the trip. 

“It was really a great group of people 

who are passionate about their work. I’m 

happy to have found that,” he said. “A 

major reason I went to Georgetown as an 

undergraduate was the Jesuit values. And 

I picked Georgetown Law because of its 

commitment to public interest law.”  

Ahamed, who worked with Syrian 

refugees as an undergraduate student 

at Brown University, is also interested 

in human rights and public interest law. 

Last fall, she participated in Georgetown 

Law’s Center for Applied Legal Studies, 

which represents refugees seeking political 

asylum in the United States because of 

threatened persecution in their home 

countries.

“I think I was well prepared to be able 

to help these women get their stories out,” 

she said. A week after the trip, she was 

still trying to figure out how to put the 

experience into words. “One thing I wasn’t 

prepared for — I’m still trying to figure out, 

what is my duty to these women?”

Ahamed recalled encountering a wom-

an who was looking for her son in the U.S. 

detention system; she had no idea where 

he was. She located him on her own, but 

later called Ahamed asking for help finding 

an attorney in Houston. 

“Law students like us can drop in and 

leave,” Ahamed noted. “But these people 

we’re helping can’t just disconnect.”

 

And we did more than traditional 
legal work. We entered data into elec-
tronic client files and set up temporary 
furniture in our legal-assistance trailer 
every morning. One day, I downloaded 
popular Spanish-language cartoons on 
my computer for a fidgety, runny-nosed 
6-year-old, so that Mom could tell us 
her story. Dilley was an antidote to our 
status-obsessed profession infatuated 
with the achievements of  lawyers. We 
took direction from a talented legal 
staff who knew way more than we 
did and cared only about the clients. 
It was a terrific reminder that real 
lawyers take a back seat to others and 
do what’s necessary to improve their 
clients’ lives.

Third: injustice. Family detention 
is shockingly unjust. The families I 
met had committed no crime. The 
great majority of  Dilley detainees have 
acted entirely legally by presenting 
themselves at U.S. border crossings and 
seeking asylum. If  after a check at the 
border and provision of  needed med-
ical care, mothers and their children 
were promptly released to their U.S. 
sponsors, it would allow them imme-
diately to address their trauma, and 
then apply for work authorization and 
pursue their asylum claims — all while 
living in the community.

As mentioned, well-counseled 
families seeking asylum from the 
chaos and violence in Central America 
almost invariably prove credible fear 
of  persecution in their home countries. 
So, their imprisonment is pointless. But 
it is very harmful.

The families at Dilley suffered 
greatly in their home countries. And 
they’ve just completed long, often vio-
lent and deprivation-filled journeys to 
the border. We are locking up children, 
exacerbating their trauma, scarring 
them forever, for no reason at all. It 
must end.
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On February 12, Professor Jane Aiken 
(LL.M.’85) was installed as the inaugural 
Blume Professor, a chair made possible 

through the extraordinary generosity of  Bruce 
(L’80) and Ann Blume (Parents ’08, ’20). The 
Blumes recently committed $10 million to establish 
the Blume Public Leadership Institute at George-
town Law.

“This is a great day,” said Dean William M. 
Treanor, who praised the Blumes’ leadership and 
philanthropy as well as Aiken’s commitment to 
justice. “When we talk about the Law Center, we 
focus on academic excellence, educating the next 
generation of  leaders, and we focus on our justice 
mission: ‘Law is but the means, justice is the end.’ 
When I think about Georgetown Law, those are the 
three defining traits. Today is a celebration of  those 
traits.”

Aiken is the “clear choice” to be the inaugural 
Blume Professor, the dean said. “Her commitment 
to justice is the overarching, governing principle of  
her career.”

After coming to Georgetown Law from 
Washington University in St. Louis in 2007, Aiken 
founded the Community Justice Project clinic to 

FACULTY

Jane Aiken Installed as the Inaugural Blume Professor

Opposite page: 
Week One: Students in 

Internal Investigations: 

Evaluating Corporate 

Corruption work on 

a problem during 

Georgetown Law’s 

mini-course held in 

early January. Photo 

Credit: Brent Futrell.

enable students to represent clients in cases involv-
ing questions of  justice. She has taught Evidence, 
Torts, Motherhood and the Law and the Law of  
Extradition for the Week One program. Aiken has 
also been active in the law school’s administration, 
serving as Associate Dean for Experiential Educa-
tion and later Vice Dean. She chairs the University 
Task Force on Gender Equity.

“Jane doesn’t just write about justice,” said 
Associate Dean Kristin Henning (LL.M.’97), who 
noted Aiken’s work with incarcerated women 
and others in need of  assistance. “She lives it, she 
teaches it and she insists upon it in the academy… 
Jane’s scholarship forces us to think about how we 
cultivate a generation of  law students who are ‘jus-
tice-ready’… she has been at the core of  designing 
what justice looks like at Georgetown.”

In her address, Aiken described her recent visit 
to the U.S.-Mexico border through the Ignatian 
Colleagues Program. Excerpts from the speech 
follow.
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I call this talk today “the Problem of  Justice.” 
But I considered another name: “Are you numb 
yet?” It’s really hard not to be numb; we’ve 

got a lot going on in this world. But law professors 
cannot be afford to be numb. 

I went to the border between Arizona and 
Mexico a few weeks ago, and one of  the first things 
I saw was something called “Operation Stream-
line”— in 2005, President George W. Bush started 
it. Basically, it is a decision that when someone 
comes into the country illegally, they should be 
prosecuted and sentenced for the crime of  unlawful 
entry. So I go to Tucson to a federal court. The 
door opens to the side, and in shuffle seven men 
and women in arm shackles and leg shackles, to 
stand in front of  the bench. The prosecutor and the 
judge have this moment where they call the name, 
and then get the plea, and then sentence them — in 
about a minute and a half  per person. They shuffle 
out, and the next seven come in, in arm shackles 
and leg shackles, and the same thing happens. I 
watched 75 people in 80 minutes be sentenced to 
prison.

I was stunned. I looked around, thinking, does 
everybody here have the same sense of  horror that 
I have? Is this what we call justice? Is this what we 
call due process? How can it be that in this country 
we do this? 

The next day, I went across the border into 
Nogales, Mexico, where people who had been 
deported were sent. I was stunned at how many 
families I saw, and I talked to them. Many of  them 
had asylum claims, but they hadn’t been able to get 
heard on their asylum claims, because we now have 
a policy that we stop people [on the Mexico side] 
before they can come in for their asylum claims. 
These are people who are fleeing persecution, and 
they are coming to our borders for help.

I went to a women’s shelter and met an 18-year-
old girl, and I heard her story. She and her family, 
with two other siblings, were coming up after 
having been persecuted in Southern Mexico. They 
got to the border, and they were put in detention 
because they asserted an asylum claim. The only 
hitch is that she had turned 18 a week before they 
got there. So they sent her family to a family shelter, 
and they sent her to an adult shelter. It was the 
first time she had ever been away from her family. 
Eighteen years old, three months in detention. 
What happens? Her family goes and seeks asylum, 
and an ability to seek permanent status in the U.S. 
is granted. She has an attorney, same facts — de-
nied. Dropped in Nogales. Eighteen years old, a 
fear of  persecution in Mexico. The same facts as 
her parents, and she doesn’t know what she’s going 
to do. Again, I thought — there were lawyers, same 
facts. Is justice that random?

The Problem 
of Justice
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How do we teach students to see out 
of  their own eyes, just like I saw out of  
my own eyes? How do I teach them that 
their vision is partial? I have written a 
few articles about this. I believe that we 
as law professors need to provoke critical 
consciousness. I think we need to have our 
students start recognizing that they oper-
ate with assumptions, that many of  those 
assumptions are shaped by their privilege, 
that those privileges make them immune 
to things. I also think it is really important 
to teach our students that because they are 
limited, they may well be reinforcing op-
pressive structures — because they haven’t 
expanded their vision, because they hav-
en’t examined their assumptions, because 
they operate from privilege that allows 
them to be immune to certain things.

I want my students to be outraged. I 
want them to have strategies for uncover-
ing lies. I want them to have a sense that 
they can make a difference. I want them to 
be able to have a sense of  how to manage 
when they are feeling overwhelmed. I’ve 
written about this, and the border experi-
ence really reminded me how important 
this is. 

[When I was there,] I felt shame. I felt, 
these people are doing this in my name. 
And I felt responsible. I asked myself, why 
did I think it was going to be different? I 
realized that I had way too much faith in 
law. I noted that the effect of  my assump-
tions was that I wasn’t doing anything 

about this. I wasn’t saying anything to 
people about it. I wasn’t thinking about 
ways in which I could be more active in 
this area. I thought about who benefits 
from my lack of  knowledge about this. 
And what I really thought about was that 
the private prison industry benefits a lot 
from this. I reminded myself  that my own 
privilege as a law professor had limited my 
views, and that I need to be more vigilant 
about asking myself  the questions that I 
want to ask my students. I want to transfer 
that [self-examination] to my students and 
have an impact. 

I am so excited about what’s happen-
ing at Georgetown, being at a place that 
focuses on justice. [The generous gift of  
the Blumes] moves us forward enormously 
to think hard as an institution about what 
it means to have public interest leadership 
and to bring people here who have made 
those commitments. [To the Blumes:] I 
can’t thank you enough, because it is so 
helpful for me in these times that you have 
made that kind of  commitment, and I 
really appreciate it. 

The problem of  justice is not just a 
problem for our students to solve. It is a 
problem for us as law professors. We really 
do need to take seriously the importance 
of  training our students in these days to 
figure out ways to get past these silos, 
to break through these schemas, and to 
think about how they find facts, how they 
distinguish facts from lies. Because I was 

I am so excited about what’s happening at Georgetown, being at a place that focuses 
on justice. [The generous gift of  the Blumes] moves us forward enormously to think 
hard as an institution about what it means to have public interest leadership and to 
bring people here who have made those commitments. 

moved by my experiences, I would love to 
see them moved by their own experiences. 
The border was my disorienting moment, 
and I would really like to take that and 
be a better teacher and a better lawyer. 
I want to help my students to engage in 
these kinds of  disorienting moments. They 
need to ask the question, who benefits 
from the way things are playing out. We 
need to prepare our students to name the 
harms that they are seeing — that aban-
doning our neighbors to the south is not 
something that we should be doing, that 
we shouldn’t be separating children and 
families. We need to confront the private 
prison industry.

These are just examples from what I’ve 
just recently seen. But these are transfer-
able — we can take another experience 
and come to the same kinds of  conclu-
sions. We can teach them to facilitate con-
versations. What I hope we can do is focus 
on our skill set, and transfer the insights 
[to students], teach them how to speak 
out, teach them not to be satisfied with 
random justice. What I hope is that we will 
no longer talk about the problem of  justice 
but celebrate a world in which we respect 
the dignity and rights of  all people.

Photo Credit: Bill Petros
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Professor Chris Brummer’s work 
in fintech is growing almost as 
exponentially as the field: including 

research and a “Cryptocurrencies, Initial 
Coin Offerings and the Law Seminar.” 
The course was recognized by CoinDesk 
in its ranking of  Georgetown University 
as one of  the Top 10 “blockchain univer-
sities,” measuring institutions’ investments 
in curriculum about technology.

As Georgetown Law’s Institute of  
International Economic Law (IIEL) hosted 
the second annual “Fintech Week” during 
November 5 to 8, we sat down with Brum-
mer, IIEL’s faculty director, to talk about 
Fintech, cryptoassets and more.

This is the second annual Fintech 
Week at Georgetown Law. What is 
Fintech and how has it emerged as an 
area of law?

Fintech refers to the technological appli-
cations developed by financial services 
professionals to service their clients and 
customers. It’s become a matter of  interest 
for policymakers, regulators and lawyers 
because rules designed to ensure investor 

protection and financial stability do not 
anticipate the kind of  technology arising 
and ways it is being leveraged to transform 
capital markets. In short, the means by 
which financial services are delivered are 
very different than in the past, and they do 
not depend on the same kinds of  financial 
intermediaries that traditional banking 
and securities-related services have relied 
on.

This development has presented regu-
lators with an array of  very sophisticated 
questions. At a most basic level, authorities 
have to ask themselves whether the activ-
ities that are being engaged in are subject 
to financial regulation, or does the new 
way in which services are being rendered 
remove them from supervision? If, for 
example, you decide to offer the loans via 
the Internet, and syndicate loans instead 
of  keep them on your balance sheet, are 
you engaged in “banking” and subject to 
applicable rules? Just as important, even if  
the relevant activities are subject to regula-
tion, how are you going to do it? 

How did the idea for an entire Fintech 
Week come about?

I was in an informal conversation with 
U.S. Commodity Futures Trading Com-
mission Chair Christopher Giancarlo a 
couple of  years ago, and he mentioned…
how great it would be if  we had a forum 
for a rigorous, nonpartisan and analytical 
discussion of  Fintech and financial regu-
latory policy. And the idea appealed im-
mediately. At that point, then-Comptroller 
of  the Currency Thomas Curry had just 
unveiled something called the Fintech 
Charter, essentially a new mechanism for 
fintech firms to engage in limited banking 
activities. The event attracted hundreds of  
people, and I felt that this was an area of  

the law that was of  enormous interest to 
our students, alumni, and the regulatory 
community — and that Georgetown and 
the Institute could play a very important 
role in helping to raise the level of  dis-
course and conversation in that space.

Given our location and our relation-
ships with most of  the regulatory agencies 
here in town, I thought, why not take 
that inspiration and begin to systemize a 
series of  conversations for the public about 
financial technology and the law relating 
to it? Since then, it’s just grown in leaps 
and bounds... 

How does Fintech Week fit in with 
the mission of the Institute of 
International Economic Law?

Our mission is to think about how law re-
lates to the global economy and the trans-
actions and relationships animating it. And 
Fintech [Week] falls squarely within that 
remit. Fintech is about finance, it’s about 
money and inherently cross-border finan-
cial transactions. It’s why fintech is on the 
top of  the agenda of  financial regulators 
from the Financial Stability Board to the 
International Organization of  Securities 
Commissions. It also transcends financial 
regulation, and touches on tax and even 
interstate commercial relations. Indeed, 
even trade negotiations frequently involve 
talks on financial technology and data.

How are students involved?

We have J.D. and LL.M. students who are 
“IIEL Fellows” who get a backstage look 
at events and conversations with some of  
the keynotes and panelists. (Students enter 
a competition in order to be an IIEL fel-
low.) They will be everywhere — hopefully 
wearing suits!

Photo Credit: Bill Petros

FACULTY

Professor Chris Brummer: Georgetown Law’s Fintech Guru on 
IIEL’s “Fintech Week,” Cryptoassets and More
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Each year, Georgetown Law wel-
comes students from more than 70 
countries. But it’s not very often 

that international J.D. or LL.M. students 
extend an invitation to the president of  
their country to come to Georgetown for 
a visit.

Ana Elena Khouri (LL.M.’19), pres-
ident of  Georgetown Law’s Colombian 
Law Students Association, knew that Iván 
Duque Márquez (MPM’07), who was 
elected president of  Colombia in June 
2018, was a Georgetown University alum-
nus, with a master’s in policy manage-
ment. He is also a lawyer, with an LL.M. 
from American University.

“I knew that President Duque lived 
for years in Washington, D.C., that he 
studied here,” said Khouri, who worked 
hard, along with fellow LL.M. student 
Francisco Pamplona (LL.M.’19), to invite 
the Colombian president to Georgetown. 
“I thought that maybe he would come in 
April, for the IMF meeting.”

But Duque would be making his first 
presidential visit to Washington, to meet 
with U.S. President Donald Trump, in 
February. Duque accepted the invitation 
from the law students, who began col-
laborating with Georgetown University’s 
Center for Latin American Studies and 
the Latin America Leadership Program 
for the occasion.

Which is how Khouri — a corporate 
lawyer from Colombia who is completing 
a general LL.M. with a focus on proj-
ect finance — found herself  welcoming 
President Duque onstage in Georgetown 
University’s Gaston Hall on February 14.

“Latin America is now facing a 
swing in its policy agenda; new topics 
and concerns are now on the table for 
Latin American leaders. On behalf  of  the 
Colombian law students at Georgetown, 

I am pleased to welcome one of  such new 
leaders…” Khouri said in her formal 
remarks. “[President Duque] dreamed big, 
he studied at Georgetown and he worked 
hard to fulfill his dreams. As Colombians, 
we are proud to say that President Duque 
is a fellow Hoya.”

Duque revealed that he completed his 
master’s capstone presentation in Gaston 
Hall.

“I feel the Hoya spirit right here…” he 
said. “I take this opportunity to thank the 
school for everything that the school has 
done for me. I am proud to be a public 
policy graduate, and I always remember 
the lessons I took from Georgetown in my 
daily activities.”

Khouri and Pamplona — a corporate 
lawyer completing an LL.M. in interna-
tional business and economic law — asked 
Law Center Dean William M. Treanor 
to moderate a discussion with Duque 
regarding “The Policy Agenda for Latin 
America.”

One day earlier, Duque met with Presi-
dent Trump, joining in an official state-
ment with the U.S. president regarding the 
crisis in Venezuela.

“We should do everything we can to 
let the Venezuelan people liberate from 

LATIN AMERICA

Ana Khouri (LL.M.’19), Dean William M. Treanor  Welcome 
Colombian President Iván Duque Márquez (MPM’07) 

the most brutal dictatorship we have seen 
in years,” Duque said. “This is a moral 
cause, and as president of  Colombia, I 
will continue promoting the diplomatic 
blockade to get the Venezuelan people 
free of  Nicolás Maduro,” he said, to great 
applause.

“Of  all the countries in Latin Amer-
ica, we are more involved in that prob-
lem, and he wanted to say, Colombia is 
supporting Venezuelan people, supporting 
democracy,” Khouri noted after the event. 
“Colombia is there for Venezuela.”

The event was co-sponsored by the 
Center for Latin American Studies, the 
Latin America Leadership Program, and 
the Colombian Law Students Association 
of  Georgetown Law.

Photo Credit: Georgetown University
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Ten years after the worst financial collapse 
since the Great Depression, our collective 
memory of  the damage caused by the 

crisis has faded.
Gone are the daily stories of  the searing 

political, economic and emotional losses Ameri-
cans sustained in 2008 and beyond. More than 23 
trillion dollars of  wealth disappeared during the 
crisis years. By 2010, 42 million citizens had fallen 
into poverty, the largest number since the Census 
Bureau first published these estimates in 1959. 
The San Francisco Federal Reserve found that the 
crisis imposed lifetime economic losses of  $70,000 
upon every American, losses that are likely to be 
permanent.

“Ten Years After the Financial Crisis: Closing 
Loopholes and Avoiding Blindspots,” sponsored by 
Georgetown Law and the Institute for New Eco-
nomic Thinking last fall, explored lessons learned, 
lessons we’ve forgotten and the path forward.

The Financial Crisis Inquiry Commission Re-
port found that “this crisis was completely avoid-
able,” said Professor Emma Coleman Jordan, who 
organized the conference.

“It wasn’t a natural disaster, nor an unexpected 
storm. It was instead the result of  human action 
and inaction, not of  Mother Nature or computer 
models gone haywire. The captains of  finance and 
the public stewards of  our financial system ignored 
warnings and failed to question, understand, and 
manage evolving risks within a system essential to 
the well-being of  the American public. Theirs was 
a big miss, not a stumble.”

The central reason for organizing this conversa-
tion among experts and creative thinkers about the 
lasting economic, social and political dislocation, 
she said, is to explore whether we are headed for 
another financial crisis, despite the changes to bank 
regulation. 

“Ten years later, our collective memory of  the 
damage caused by that crisis has largely faded,” she 
said. “We are concerned that there is potential for 
new damage from a dangerous period of  financial 
crisis amnesia.”

Participants included Sheila Bair, former chair 
of  the FDIC, who delivered a keynote address on 
“Forgotten Lessons of  the Financial Crisis,” that 
included a look at the 2010 Dodd-Frank Wall Street 
and Consumer Protection Act; and John C. Bogle, 
founder of  The Vanguard Group (via a video inter-
view with Jordan, several months before his death 
in January 2019). Professors Adam Levitin, An-
thony Cook, Anupam Chander, James Feinerman, 
Anne Fleming, and Anna Gelpern also took part.

“I was in New York, and I think everybody 
remembered it as a time of  almost palpable panic,” 
said Dean William M. Treanor, who introduced the 
conference. “There was a sense that we were on the 
cusp of  the Great Depression… It obviously has 
transformed economics [and] economic regulation; 
it’s transformed politics.”

Treanor called Jordan “one of  the great voices 
in our time for justice. In every dimension, she 
has fought to make this world a more just place. 
One great focus of  her work has been in economic 
justice and civil rights.”

Photo Credit: Brent Futrell; top, iStock

BUSINESS AND FINANCE

“Ten Years After the Financial Crisis”

“It wasn’t a natural 

disaster, nor an 

unexpected storm. It 

was instead the result 

of human action and 

inaction.”
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Professor William W. Buzbee took to 
the road in February as a speaker at 
a Duke Law Journal Administrative 

Law Symposium called “Deregulatory 
Games” — an idea he proposed. His 
paper, “Statutory Abnegation in the De-
regulatory Playbook,” was presented at the 
symposium and published in the journal. 

Buzbee, who came to Georgetown Law 
full time from Emory Law in 2014, spe-
cializes in environmental law, legislation 
and regulation, and administrative law. We 
sat down with him to glean his thoughts 
on deregulation, statutory abnegation, 
teaching and more.

The Duke Law Journal had a sym-
posium in February with the theme 
of “Deregulatory Games” — which 
was your idea. What prompted you to 
submit a proposal on this topic?

Right now, we are seeing in the Trump 
Administration the most concerted dereg-
ulatory push perhaps ever — certainly the 
most concerted, one-sided deregulatory 
push since the Reagan Administration. I 
and most of  the other top administrative 
law scholars in the country have been 
studying it, trying to figure out what they 
are doing, what’s the logic behind it, is 
it legal, what the effects will be. So my 
thought was, there are a lot of  different 
strategies that are being played with 
around deregulation. And so I proposed 
to…get the nation’s top administrative law 
scholars discussing what I call “deregula-
tory games” — the strategies used both for 
and against deregulatory rollbacks, what 
many people call regulatory rollbacks. 

You presented your paper, “Statuto-
ry Abnegation in the Deregulatory 
Playbook.” What is it about? Agencies 
are now claiming they lack power to 
regulate?

There has long been this theory that agen-
cies will try to grab power and expand on 
power. It’s almost a core belief  of  people 
who oppose regulation. What’s curious 
here is that during the Trump Administra-
tion, a whole slew of  agencies have done 
the opposite, saying that “we can’t regulate 
as we’ve done before, because upon re-
consideration, we never had the power we 
previously claimed.” They are generally 
making the claim that they really have ei-
ther no power at all in an area or that they 
had no power to regulate as they did.

So my paper is trying to figure out, 
why would agencies do that? How are they 
doing with this, why are they doing it and 
how do you explain it? Looking at how 
they’ve done it, there’s a good argument 
that this is really about politics, that agen-
cies are trying to gain very quick political 
credit for deregulating, with little concern 
about whether it will be upheld in the end. 
Because most of  these claims, when you 
look closely, are quite farfetched. So far 
only a small number of  such actions have 
been reviewed in the courts, but so far 
no agency has succeeded with these new 
claims of  no power.

An agency cannot seek to make a 
policy change yet ignore the effects of  its 
actions; they need to explain what they did 
in the past, identify the policy change, look 
at the facts, look at the science, and then 
justify their choice…

What would you say to students to 
get them to take administrative law?

It’s where politics meets law. It’s where the 
rubber meets the road, some people say. 
To be fluent in the moves and coun-
termoves of  legislation, regulation and 
administrative law is essential to being a 
good lawyer. And that’s true for business 
lawyers. If  you do mergers and acqui-
sitions — heavily regulatory. If  you do 
intellectual property — heavily regulatory. 
If  you do tax — it’s all regulatory. In every 
realm, you need to really understand how 
the law works.

Photo Credit: Brent Futrell

On The Road: Professor Bill Buzbee Talks Deregulation
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The jury is still out (so to speak) on whether 
justice was served. But those who witnessed 
— and participated in — the Theater of  

Law production of  a scene from Aeschylus’ Eu-
menides could all agree that the event was a moving 
and thought-provoking success.

The play, which was written in the 5th century 
B.C. and centers on the trial of  Orestes for the kill-
ing of  his mother Clytemnestra, depicts the genesis 
of  trial by jury in the western world. After a dramat-
ic reading by stage and screen stars Obi Abili, Eliz-
abeth Marvel, Linda Powell and David Strathairn, 
Professors Paul Butler, Naomi Mezey, Sherally Mun-
shi and Julie O’Sullivan gave their reactions to the 
powerful performance.  The event was made possible 
by Thane Rosenbaum, director of  NYU School of  
Law’s Forum on Law, Culture & Society.

Performing Justice
“I thought it was brilliant,” said Dean William 

M. Treanor, who welcomed those assembled for the 
November event, sponsored by the Office of  Alumni 
Affairs. “The enthusiasm of  the audience was heart-
ening.”

Mezey called the trial system a kind of  “imperfect 
justice” that is “always premised on loss.”

The show was brought to Georgetown Law by 
Theater of  War Productions in Brooklyn and the Fo-
rum on Law, Culture, & Society at the NYU School 
of  Law. Theater of  War Productions is a social 
impact company that uses theater and other media 
to address pressing public health and social issues. 

“We just came to start a conversation,” Director 
Bryan Doerries said as the evening wound down. 
“We didn’t come to finish it.”

Photo Credit: Melissa Ryan
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Almost half  of  all African Amer-
ican men have been arrested 
by age 23. One in three have a 

felony conviction. More than 500,000 
are currently incarcerated. Professor Paul 
Butler knows this, because as a former 
federal prosecutor, it was his job to lock up 
black men. But Butler, a black man, is well 
aware that his own resume (which also 
includes Georgetown Law professor and 
a J.D. from Harvard) hasn’t insulated him 
from police bias.

“I’ve been stopped and frisked more 
times than I can count, thrown against 
a cop car twice, and worst of  all, I was 
arrested and prosecuted for a crime 
I didn’t commit,” Butler says in “10 
Commandments for Black Men,” a newly 
released video shown at Georgetown Law 
in January.

Butler — who was arrested while 
serving as a prosecutor at the Department 
of  Justice, after a neighbor falsely claimed 
he pushed her in a dispute over a parking 
space — beat the case, he said, because he 
knew how to work the system. Now, he’s 
sharing advice with others who may find 
themselves in similar situations.

Invoke your right to silence and your 
right to a lawyer, Butler counsels. A free 
public defender, he said, might have far 
more experience than a paid lawyer — or 
not. A good lawyer will ask the prosecu-
tor for discovery and Brady (requiring 
the prosecution to turn over exculpatory 
evidence). “If  your lawyer says, ‘what’s 
that?’” Butler says, “run for the hills.”

The video, based on a chapter of  But-
ler’s 2017 book Chokehold: Policing Black Men 
(The New Press), was shown to students 
during a discussion with Butler, Distin-
guished Visitor from Practice Christy 
Lopez and Professor from Practice Vida 
Johnson.

“I saw in this video a lot of  what I 
saw in Professor Butler’s book, which is 
a fantastic book, and we assign it in the 
practicum [Professor Rosa Brooks and I] 
teach here on policing,” says Lopez, who 
has worked on constitutional policing 
issues for decades and led the Department 
of  Justice team investigating the Fergu-
son police department after the death of  
Michael Brown.

Lopez, Butler and Brooks were part of  
the Georgetown Law team developing the 
curriculum for the Police for Tomorrow 
fellowship program — in which George-
town Law professors and students in 
the practicum explore some of  the most 
contentious issues in policing to recruits at 
D.C.’s Metropolitan Police Academy. [See 
related story page 30.]

“There’s plenty of  work we can and 
should be doing to dismantle the systems 
[of  bias] so that this video becomes obso-
lete…” Lopez said. “I encourage everyone 
to take the information in this video and 
use that to devise a plan to make things 
better, not only in the here and now, but in 
the long run.”

FACULTY

Professor Paul Butler Premieres Video: “Ten Commandments for Black Men”

Video Credit: Ben Purse
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software, and knowledge sharing. 
Commons scholarship today focuses 
less on the tragedies that result from 
shared resources and more on alter-
native ways that communities come 
together to cooperatively utilize and 
sustainably manage shared resourc-
es to provide public benefits.

Professor Sheila Foster described 
how she is applying the theory of  
the commons to her work on cities: 
“Urban streets, parks, vacant land 
can mimic the tragedy of  the com-
mons that result from the self-inter-
ested actions of  others…cities and 
their resources can become heavily 
congested, and resources strained 
and eventually diminished.”

There are problems, however, 
with importing the theory of  the 
commons into cities: “To state 
the obvious, many kinds of  urban 
resources, the infrastructure of  
the built environment, are quite 
different from traditional commons 
resources” such as depletable re-
sources like forests and lakes, Foster 
said.

But if  there’s a “tragedy of  the 
commons,” Foster says, scholars 
have noted there is also a “come-
dy,” where adding more people to 
resources results in more positive 
value: “We share, with recent work 
on the commons in the urban 
environment, a desire to push back 
on the standard understanding of  
the commons as a need to avert the 
tragedy…in a desire to identify al-
ternative economic visions that have 
the potential to address historic lev-
els of  inequality and stratification, 
particularly in cities.”

Photo Credit: Brent Futrell

Professor Sheila Foster: 
Celebrating the (Urban) 
Commons

“Celebrating Commons Scholar-
ship” was the theme of  a con-
ference at Georgetown Law in 
October, where scholars explored 
economics, inequality, stewardship, 
housing, development, the environ-
ment and more in the context of  
commons theory.

The two-day event brought 
together scholars and practitioners 
from around the globe to discuss the 
nuances, applications and critiques 
of  Garrett Hardin’s famous 1968 
article on “The Tragedy of  the 
Commons.” The article spawned a 
body of  eclectic scholarship chal-
lenging Hardin’s conclusion that 
shared resources must be privatized 
or heavily regulated in order to 
prevent their depletion.

In the 21st century, the notion 
of  a “commons” has been expand-
ed to include many kinds of  shared 
resources including food and water 
supply, the global atmosphere, ur-
ban infrastructure, technology and 

BRIEFS
Institute of International 
Economic Law Presents 
“Reimagining Taxation in the 
Age of Digital Disruption”

In a digital economy, taxation needs 
to adapt as much as securities and 
financial regulation or indeed, any 
other area of  the law.

Just one month after George-
town Law’s Institute of  Interna-
tional Economic Law sponsored its 
successful “Fintech Week” confer-
ence November 5 to 8, IIEL talk 
turned to “Reimagining Taxation 
in the Age of  Digital Disruption” 
— hosted at the Law Center in 
December.

Professors Lilian Faulhaber and 
Itai Grinberg, and Jeffrey Owens, 
director of  the Vienna University 
of  Economics and Business Global 
Tax Policy Center, headlined the 
all-day conference — which began 
with a keynote address by Chip 
Harter, deputy assistant secretary 
for international tax affairs at the 
U.S. Treasury. The event was co-
sponsored with Vienna University’s 
Institute for Austrian and Interna-
tional Tax Law, the Inter-American 
Development Bank and the Digital 
Economy Taxation Network, with 
sponsorship from Ernst & Young, 
Tax Notes and Vertex.

Photo Credit: Bill Petros
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effects of  deviating from the rule of  law, 
respect for human rights, long-lasting 
peace, sustainable democracy and social 
progress.

Jilani began by remembering Kofi 
Annan, the seventh Secretary-General of  
the United Nations who died in August. 
In a 2005 report, Annan set forth a clear 
vision “between peace and security and 
human rights, calling for more effective 
action to protect human rights in the 
context of  threats to peace and security,” 
Jilani said. “He [urged states] to seriously 
pursue broad, deep, and sustained global 
cooperation to promote human rights and 
democracy and to undertake develop-
ment…to prevent terrorism, strengthening 
cooperation and bringing peace to war-
torn areas.”

Annan’s message, she said, remains as 
valid and urgent as it was then — “when 
he advised the states on the way forward.” 
Yet many countries seem “trapped in a 
perpetual state of  transition,” and there is 
a lack of  political will or capacity among 
leaders to address the problems.

Speaking as a human rights defender 
as well as a lawyer, Jilani spoke of  efforts 
to use the law to end the “culture of  impu-
nity” for human rights violations.

“Human rights and humanitarian 
law were not adopted with the idea that 
they were applicable only in conditions of  
peace and political stability…” she said. 
“Human rights are not, and can never be, 
a luxury to be cast aside.”

Photo Credit: Brent Futrell

Contemporary threats to security 
— noted Hina Jilani, the 2018-
2019 Robert F. Drinan, S.J., 

Visiting Professor of  Human Rights at 
Georgetown Law — go far beyond wars 
between states.

“Today, peace can no longer be associ-
ated only with the absence of  war. Com-
munities are besieged by violence in the 
name of  religion, ethnicity and rejection 
of  diverse identities…terrorist campaigns, 
insurgencies, food crises, long-term polit-
ical and economic instability, and natural 
disasters have placed human security of  
vast populations in peril.”

Jilani, the former UN Special Repre-
sentative on Human Rights Defenders, 
delivered the Drinan Lecture on “Human 
Rights and the Rule of  Law in Times of  
Crisis” at Georgetown Law in October. 
She examined how periods of  conflict and 
political crisis give rise to serious human 
rights violations — and the long-term 

DRINAN PROFESSOR OF HUMAN RIGHTS

“Human Rights and the Rule of Law in Times of Crisis”

“Today, peace can no longer 

be associated only with the 

absence of war. Communities 

are besieged by violence in the 

name of religion, ethnicity and 

rejection of diverse identities.”
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Professor James Forman Jr.

“Locking Up Our Own:  
Race, Class, and the Politics  
of Mass Incarceration”
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When James Forman Jr., a 
former Georgetown Law 
and current Yale Law faculty 

member, was working as a public defend-
er in Washington, D.C., in the 1990s, he 
represented Brandon, a 15-year-old client 
who had pled guilty to gun and marijuana 
possession. Forman was requesting proba-
tion; the prosecutor wanted Brandon sent 
to Oak Hill, D.C.’s now-notorious juvenile 
facility. The judge chose Oak Hill — to 
Forman’s fury. The same racial injustice 
that motivated him to become a public 
defender, he realized, was being used to 
lock his client away.

“[The judge] says…‘Mr. Forman has 
been telling me that you have a tough life. 
… Well, son, let me tell you about tough. 
Let me tell you about Jim Crow segrega-
tion,’” Forman recalled. “He says … peo-
ple marched, people fought, people died 
for your freedom…. I hope Mr. Forman 
is right and I hope you turn it around one 
day. But today, in this courtroom, actions 
have consequences. And your consequence 
is Oak Hill.”

As Forman began to work through his 
anger, he realized that the city council that 
had passed the gun and drug laws that 
Brandon was being sentenced under was a 
majority African American city council.

“And so I began to ask myself, how 
did this happen, how did it come to be?... 
What was so overwhelming in this country 
over the last 50 years that even in a ma-
jority black jurisdiction, we were making 
the same policy choices, passing the same 
laws, seeing the same results as the rest of  
the country?”

Locking Up Our Own

Forman began researching that question 
in what would become his book Locking 
Up Our Own: Crime and Punishment in Black 
America (Farrar, Straus and Giroux, April 
2017), which won the 2018 Pulitzer Prize 

for General Nonfiction and was named 
one of  the 10 Best Books of  2017 by the 
New York Times. And on November 15 at 
Georgetown Law, Forman — who taught 
at the Law Center from 2003 to 2011 — 
delivered the 2018 Hart Lecture based on 
the book: “Locking Up Our Own: Race, 
Class, and the Politics of  Mass Incarcera-
tion.”

Forman, the son of  James Forman Sr. 
— the late executive director of  the Stu-
dent Nonviolent Coordinating Committee 
during the Civil Rights Movement — de-
scribed growing up in Atlanta in a working 
class and middle class African American 
community.

“I could see disparities in policing 
practices [from the time I was] a child,” 
Forman said. “Although I am mixed race 
and my parents raised me and my brother 
to consider ourselves African American, 
I’m so white that the police in my neigh-
borhood didn’t always know it. I could 
see differences in how I was policed when 
I was by myself  versus how I was policed 
when I was with my friends.”

And there was another thing he could 
see. “When I was a child, in my neighbor-
hood … if  you walked one way you got to 
the General Motors plant. If  you walked 
the other way you got to the Atlanta 
federal penitentiary. When I’m graduating 
from law school, deciding what to do with 
my life, one of  those buildings had closed. 
Doors locked, padlocked, jobs shipped 
overseas. The other building had built an 
addition …. I don’t think I need to tell you 
which was which.”

After graduating from Yale Law, 
Forman decided to tackle the “unfinished 
business” of  the criminal justice system. 
“We knew already that one in three young 
black men was under criminal justice 
supervision …. We knew already that 
the United States had passed Russia and 
South Africa to earn the dishonor of  being 

the world’s largest jailer. We knew already 
that we had 5 percent of  the world’s pop-
ulation and yet 25 percent of  its prison-
ers. And I had seen some of  the policies, 
practices and transformations in American 
society that produced those numbers.”

The problem stemmed from “rising 
crime and violence, and the fear and 
anger generated over the last 50 years 
… especially the 80s, the early 90s, the 
crack years, and heroin in the 1960s.” But 
it was the response the crime generated 
that would prove revelatory in writing the 
book. “[C]itizens wrote to their elected 
officials … mostly black citizens writ-
ing mostly to African American elected 
officials … and these letters reveal a kind 
of  anguish. People say, we just fought the 
Civil Rights Movement, and I can’t take 
my kids to school because they are selling 
drugs on the corner and they are shooting 
in the park and I’m scared. … I feel like 
a prisoner in my own home. And [the 
letters] end with some version of, “Do 
something about it.”

Though they wanted to seek justice 
for the crimes against them, elected 
officials were constrained by impoverished 
neighborhoods that were overreliant on 
the state, police, prosecutors and prisons 
for public safety. They asked Congress for 
money for education, for mental health 
services, for gun control — but got only 
money for law enforcement. It’s crucial, 
Forman said, that we look at “tiny small 
decisions made across 50 states … across 
50 years … it’s these tiny decisions that 
are the individual bricks that make up the 
prison nation that the United States has 
become.”

What do we do about the problem 
now? Address it at the local level, get in-
volved in local elections, he said. We need 
to break down barriers in education, and 
we need public defenders. “Some of  you 
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are being trained to do this now with [Professor] 
Abbe Smith (the director of  Georgetown Law’s 
Criminal Defense and Prisoner Advocacy Clinic) 
and [Associate Dean] Kris Henning (the director 
of  the Juvenile Justice Clinic),” he told the students. 
“[Y]ou’ll be citizens, you are going to vote. Start 
paying attention to the funding levels … ask, what’s 
your plan for increasing funding for public defend-
ers.”

Holistic

Following the lecture, Henning led Forman; former 
D.C. Mayor Sharon Pratt (the first African Ameri-
can woman to be mayor of  a major U.S. city); and 
journalist/author Jonetta Rose Barras in a conver-
sation about the mass incarceration of  people of  
color — what happened to create the problem and 
what we can do to respond today.

“We needed to address the crisis that was 
engulfing the city … we should have been ap-
proaching it in a more holistic way,” said Pratt, who 
served as mayor from 1991 to 1995. “But the reality 
is … that it was a maelstrom in which our com-

munity was engulfed. There were people who had 
struggled to own homes, struggled to be a part of  
their community, who had the greatest aspirations 
for their children and grandchildren … and they 
couldn’t step out the door.”

Barras noted that her grandparents worked 
hard for her to thrive. “The sacrifice wasn’t just 
going to work, to a job … in some instances, people 
actually died to make our lives better, and ‘you have 
the nerve to actually commit a crime?’ … That was 
the message that we got from that generation … 
that whole history of  sacrifice and struggle[.]”

Forman concluded the lecture: “I know that 
you will take down mass incarceration and you will 
replace it with a system that deserves to be called 
a criminal justice system. A system that protects 
communities while rehabilitating and restoring and 
overcoming and responding to harm. And when 
you do that … we will be…cheering you on.”

CAMPUS  /  HART LECTURE

Clockwise from left: 
Professor Kristin Henning, 
former D.C. Mayor Sharon 
Pratt, and Jonetta Rose 
Barras. Photo Credit: Brent 
Futrell. 
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When Georgetown Law 
launched what is now called 
the Georgetown Climate 

Center in February 2009, the future for 
action to fight climate change could not 
have looked brighter.

State and local governments, already 
coping with the day-to-day problems 
of  climate change, were poised to serve 
as models for the federal government. 
Governors from Kansas to California 
— including then-Governor Arnold 
Schwarzenegger — were tackling environ-
mental challenges.

At the federal Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, then-Administrator Lisa P. 
Jackson and future Administrator Gina 
McCarthy were working hard — as was 
Professor Lisa Heinzerling, who had just 
joined the EPA as senior climate counsel 
to the administrator.

Michael Northrop, leader of  the 
Sustainable Development Group at the 
Rockefeller Brothers Fund, was working 
with these leaders to create a center to 
bridge the gap between the federal govern-
ment and the states on climate. Who could 
lead such an institution, and where could 
it be housed?

“We thought, we have to find a place, 
and we have to find a person,” Northrop 
recalled at a February 21 reception hon-
oring the 10th anniversary of  the George-
town Climate Center.

The place, of  course, was George-
town Law; the person was the Center’s 
now-longtime Executive Director and Pro-
fessor from Practice, Vicki Arroyo (L’94). 
In attendance were close to 200 climate 
leaders, including state officials, faculty, 
staff, students and alumni to celebrate 
the Center’s unparalleled influence and 
impact.

“All this magically happened…,” 
Northrop said. “Georgetown has been 
awesome every step of  the way, the 
students are amazing… You think about 
what’s happened since — the work on 
adaptation, electric vehicles, Clean Power 
Plan, all the convening, getting to interna-
tional meetings…the conveyor belt is right 
here.”

At the top of  a long list of  accom-
plishments is GCC’s role in developing 
(and now defending) the Obama Admin-
istration’s Clean Power Plan. The Center 

has also been instrumental in shaping 
federal policy to adapt to climate impacts, 
supporting state and local adaptation 
efforts and bringing together the states to 
promote clean energy and tackle regional 
challenges.

It has facilitated a state Transportation 
and Climate Initiative, a major bipartisan 
regional initiative of  12 states plus Wash-
ington, D.C., to cap emissions and invest 
in low-carbon and resilient transportation 
infrastructure. And it has created indis-
pensable resources and tools for states.

Arroyo thanked the many funders, 
staff, students, alumni, faculty, and city 
and state leaders who have helped make 
the Climate Center successful. “You are 
here because you have helped our Center 
reach this milestone,” she said. “We are so 
grateful.”

Photo Credit: top, Peter Rafle; bottom, Melissa 
Ryan

GEORGETOWN CLIMATE CENTER

Leading the Way on Addressing Climate Change
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military bases “on four different conti-
nents,” he says.

And the following year, he was trans-
ferred from Okinawa to Washington, D.C. 
He was part of  the White House Commu-
nications Agency’s “24/7” team, which 
manages and secures the telecommuni-
cations systems used by the president and 
other top-level agencies and personnel.

It was his last posting: he retired from 
the military in June 2017, and started at 
Georgetown Law that August. He laughs 
when he remembers his farewell con-
versation with former President Barack 
Obama.

“He asked what I was doing next,” 
Pinkins says. “When I said I was going to 
law school, he told me to let him know if  I 
needed anybody to look over my papers — 
‘because, you know, I went to law school 
too!’”

It was in Washington, Pinkins says, that 
he started giving serious thought to his 
post-military plans.

“I wanted to do three things: go to law 
school, give back to the Delta community 
and eventually, go into politics,” he says.

Giving back came first. He formed his 
nonprofit, the Pyramid Project, in 2016.

“I thought about a pyramid, because 
my goal is to build youth from the ground 
up; to give them a strong base before they 
go out into society,” he said.

The nonprofit offers teens, primarily 
from the Delta, a week-long immersion in 
the nation’s capital. For many, it is their 
first trip away from home. They meet 
their elected officials as well as successful 
professionals in business and academia, 
most of  whom are also from underserved 
communities. The students are given 
responsibilities, like figuring out how to get 
to appointments, in order to build self-reli-
ance and leadership skills.

By the end of  the trip, they are “infect-
ed” with possibilities, Pinkins says.

In its first two years, the program has 
hosted more than 100 students. Some have 
already returned to Washington — for col-
lege. “We have helped move students into 
Howard University and the Georgetown 
main campus,” he says.

Pinkins chose Georgetown Law 
because of  its commitment to “public 
interest law, pro bono services and helping 
others,” he said. “They [aren’t] interested 
in creating cookie-cutter lawyers. They 
want to create citizens who make a differ-
ence.”

Despite his combat tours, he says, “I 
showed up that first day as nervous as my 
first day in basic training.” But George-
town is “very welcoming to veterans. Now, 
I feel just like any law student.”

Last semester, he completed “Cam-
paigning for Public Office,” a new simu-
lation course taught by Professor Alicia 
Plerhoples and Adjunct Professor Zakiya 
Thomas, which should help with his long-
range goal: representing the Rolling Fork 
district in Congress.  

First, though, Pinkins wants to add an 
LL.M. and, perhaps, a degree in public 
administration. After that, he will spend a 
few years building up the Pyramid Project 
and developing additional programs, 
including an international option.

While that’s not a bad strategy — it 
could help build his own base and his 
“brand” for a future run — Pinkins’ focus 
on his nonprofit is far more visceral.

“That is my heart and soul,” he says. 
“My eyes light up, just thinking about it.”

Photo Credit: Courtesy Ty Pinkins

VOICES

Building Strength and Resilience, ‘From the Ground Up’

The road from the Mississippi Del-
ta to Washington, D.C., is about 
1,000 miles. For Ty Pinkins (L’20), 

the journey took nearly 40 years.
Now, through a nonprofit he founded 

before coming to Georgetown Law, Pink-
ins is working to give underserved teens a 
chance to see their government at work, 
and to realize that they can be part of  that 
process.

Pinkins, 44, grew up in rural Rolling 
Fork, Mississippi. 

“I learned some hard lessons in the 
Delta, but I cherish those times,” Pinkins 
says. “They made me tough and resilient.”

He enrolled in Tougaloo College in 
Jackson, Mississippi, about 60 miles from 
Rolling Fork. He did well there, “but by 
my third year I wanted to do something 
different, so I joined the military,” he says.

It turned into a 21-year career. Pinkins 
served in 23 countries, including three 
combat tours, and received the Bronze 
Star Medal and a raft of  other honors.

He also received his undergraduate 
degree, in 2012, thanks to University of  
Maryland University College courses at 
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“I was trying to figure out what 
these games were doing, and 
what they were asking for or 

collecting — in terms of  geolocation, Wifi 
data and information that violates their 
privacy policy,” Kauffman said.

She participated in the Commu-
nications & Technology Law Clinic at 
Georgetown’s Institute for Public Repre-
sentation (IPR), a public interest law firm 
that takes on cases at the intersection of  
law and technology. Under the leadership 
of  Professor Angela Campbell, Kauffman, 
Bridget O’Connell (L’19), Rachel Johns 
(L’19) and Staff Attorney/Teaching Fellow 
Lindsey Barrett (L’17) worked on iden-
tifying the unfair tactics that apps use to 
lure kids into watching advertisements and 
making purchases to advance in a game.

On December 19, the clinic filed a 
request to the Federal Trade Commission 
(FTC) on behalf  of  the Campaign for a 
Commercial-Free Childhood, the Cen-
ter for Digital Democracy, and 20 other 
consumer groups to investigate Google. 
The request asks the agency to investigate 
whether Google is misrepresenting to par-
ents that the apps in Google Play’s family 
section are safe and kid-appropriate.

Kaufmann said the biggest thing she 
learned is that consumers really don’t 
know what they’re giving permission for. 
She noted that among the games she 
played, she might be the only person who 
had ever read every word of  the privacy 
policies. Still, Kaufmann delighted in be-
ing able to work as a lawyer in the clinic.

“In meetings with clients, I got to voice 
my ideas and concerns, which I hadn’t 
been able to do, even in jobs and intern-
ships,” she said.

The students downloaded and played 
numerous apps from the Play Store’s 
family section, recorded their observations, 
documented app practices and analyzed 
compliance with FTC policies and rules.

“They found so many problems with 
so many apps,” Campbell said. “Beer 
and gambling ads and games that are 
advertised as free but you can’t play them 
without spending a lot of  money for virtu-
al goods.” 

Johns, who was drawn to the clinic 
because of  her interest in privacy law, 
worked on determining whether Google 
Play apps were violating COPPA and 
the FTC Act. She found that a surprising 

number of  developers did not encrypt 
children’s data properly before they sent it 
to third parties.

The complaint prompted three 
high-profile members of  the Senate 
Commerce Committee to request that 
the FTC investigate Google’s COPPA 
violations. It also yielded extensive media 
coverage, including an editorial in The 
Washington Post urging Congress to adopt 
comprehensive privacy rules.

O’Connell said the media coverage 
was significant because the average 
consumer and parent has no idea how 
widespread the problems are.

“It’s like the Wild West when it comes 
to how your data is being collected,” she 
said. While working in the clinic, she 
said she often thought about the parents 
who are thankful to have this problem 
exposed. “In the clinic, we got to see the 
law come alive. That’s why you want to 
be a lawyer.”

Photo Credit: iStock

INSTITUTE FOR PUBLIC REPRESENTATION

Protecting Kids Online
During the fall semester at Georgetown Law, Allegra Kauffman (L’19) spent a lot of time downloading apps 
and playing games she found on Google Play, the app store for the Android operating system.
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“We live in very, very chal-
lenging times — times 
when it is said that our 

democracy struggles…,” Professor Victo-
ria Nourse said, following her installation 
as the inaugural Ralph V. Whitworth 
Professor of  Law in February.

“One might think that this would 
give those responsible for the rule of  law, 
namely [the] members of  the Supreme 
Court, the desire to speak and write in 
their best democratic voices… Why, then, 
has constitutional law, or at least the 
rhetoric of  the Supreme Court, become 
so influenced by my prime field, statutory 
interpretation — and become, in my opin-
ion, so very, very small?”

Nourse’s lecture, “The Deconstruc-
tion of  the Constitution,” focused on a 
recent emphasis on text — a problem she’s 
been concerned about over the past few 
years. Statutory interpretation, she said, 
is increasingly impacting constitutional 
law, and not necessarily in a good way: 
affecting cases involving foreign affairs, the 
shape of  the regulatory state, elections, 
and presidential power.

Statutory interpretation has come to 
constitutional law, in what Nourse calls 
“partisan gerrymandering [of] the text” 
— picking and choosing text in a way that 
misunderstands the Constitution, and how 
it differs from statutes.

“This is not originalism,” Nourse said, 
contending that constitutional textualists 
do not need to look to history. Instead, she 
urged a “critical textualism for all judicial 
interpreters”— including liberals who 

seem to find it unworthy of  notice. “The 
bottom line is, I don’t think we should all 
be textualists now, if  it means playing with 
words while the nation burns… For what 
is at stake is not only a technique, but the 
very vision of  what a constitution is, and 
more importantly, does in America.”

Brilliant Scholar

Nourse, one of  the nation’s leading 
scholars on statutory interpretation, 
Congress and the separation of  powers, 
was honored at a Georgetown Law faculty 
retreat on February 19. Dean William M. 
Treanor said he was delighted to bestow 
the honor.

“She combines, in an unusual and 
maybe unique way, a deep understanding 
of  the scholarship and deep engage-
ment with the law,” Treanor said, noting 
Nourse’s experience working on the Sen-
ate Judiciary Committee and the Senate 
Iran-Contra Committee, serving as chief  
counsel to Vice President Joseph Biden 
and drafting the Violence Against Women 
Act. “It’s a remarkable career, and one 
of  the things I’m so struck by about Vic’s 
scholarship…is the way she combines this 
deep learning and deep engagement with 
scholarship, with remarkable reflections 
on her experience as a lawyer…she is a 
brilliant creative scholar who engages with 
the deepest issues of  the day, in the most 
powerful way.”

Photo Credit: Brent Futrell

FACULTY

Victoria Nourse Installed as the Inaugural  
Ralph V. Whitworth Professor
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Professor Eloise Pasachoff and Pro-
fessor Joshua Teitelbaum have been 
named the 2019 Williams Research 

Professors. The Williams Professorships, 
established through the generosity of  
Agnes N. Williams (L’54), recognize and 
support the scholarly activities of  George-
town Law faculty.

“We are pleased to honor Eloise and 
Josh with the 2019 Williams Professor-
ships,” said Dean William M. Treanor. 
Since joining the faculty in 2009, Teitel-
baum has made a significant impact in 
the field of  law and economics; Pasachoff, 
who joined the faculty in 2011, has had 
an equally significant impact in adminis-
trative law and education law, he noted. 
“This is a most fitting way to celebrate 
and support our recently tenured faculty, 
and to recognize the importance of  their 
contributions.”

Two Williams Research Professors are 
appointed to three-year terms each year. 
Previous appointments include Professors 
Laura Donohue and Adam Levitin in 
2018, and Professors Chris Brummer and 
Gregory Klass in 2017. The inaugural 
holders, Professors Kristin Henning and 
John Mikhail, were named in 2016.

Professor Eloise Pasachoff focuses 
her teaching and writing in the areas of  
administrative law and education law. In 
2017, she was honored with the American 
Bar Association’s Award for Scholarship in 
Administrative Law for her article, “The 
President’s Budget as a Source of  Agency 
Policy Control,” 125 Yale L.J. 2182 (2016). 
Georgetown Law also honored her with 
the Frank F. Flegal Excellence in Teaching 
Award.

Professor Joshua Teitelbaum, who 
served as associate dean for research and 
academic programs from 2015 to 2017, 
joined the Georgetown Law Faculty in 
2009. He is also an affiliate faculty mem-
ber in Georgetown University’s Depart-
ment of  Economics and a research fellow 
at the Georgetown Center for Economic 
Research. His research interests lie primar-
ily in decision theory and related fields in 
microeconomics, such as game theory and 
information economics, and their intersec-
tions with law and regulation. 

Photo Credit: Sam Hollenshead
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Professors Eloise Pasachoff and Joshua Teitelbaum Named 2019 
Williams Research Professors
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Professor Norman Birnbaum, who 
taught at Georgetown Law for 22 
years and remained actively in-

volved with the Law Center in retirement, 
died in January. He was 92.

 “A true renaissance man, Norman was 
a sociologist, journalist, teacher, scholar 
and author, and we were fortunate to have 
him as a member of  our community for 
almost 40 years,” said Dean William M. 
Treanor. “His sparkle, erudition, love of  
debate and passion for justice were a trea-
sure, and it was a joy to know him.”

Born in Harlem in 1926, Birnbaum 
was raised in the Bronx. He felt the 
formation of  his social consciousness in 
the “terrible year” of  1938, which marked 
Kristallnacht in Nazi Germany, his own 
brush with anti-Semitism from taunting 
boys on the streets of  New York, and an 
awakening to American injustices through 
the works of  John Dos Passos, Sinclair 
Lewis and Upton Sinclair.

Birnbaum attended Williams 
College and earned a doctorate in 
sociology at Harvard University. 
Before Georgetown, Birnbaum was 
on the faculty at Amherst College 
and taught at a half  dozen Euro-
pean universities, including Oxford 
(where he introduced sociology to 
the undergraduate curricula) and 
the London School of  Economics.

Along his intellectual journey, he 
embraced socialism, rejected com-
munism and admired the idealism 
of  the student demonstrations in 
1968, offering theoretical underpin-
nings for the progressive movement 
youth leaders sought to build. He 
became an active member of  the 
“New Left,” identifying with and 
befriending many of  the leading 
figures of  Europe’s social democrat-
ic movement, including Germa-

ny’s Willy Brandt and France’s Francois 
Mitterand.

He served as an advisor to his 
friend Edward Kennedy’s presidential 
campaign, a consultant to the National 
Security Council, an advisor to the United 
Automobile Workers, the chair of  the 
Policy Advisory Council of  the New 
Democratic Coalition, a member of  the 
editorial board of  Partisan Review and, later, 
The Nation. He also was on the founding 
editorial board of  New Left Review.

Coming to Georgetown Law in 1979, 
Birnbaum found “a welcoming academic 
home,” writing in his memoir that students 
were cared for, staff were appreciated, and 
Deans actually listened to their colleagues. 
“The faculty experienced a sense of  
triumph as it realized that it was mastering 
a difficult task, transforming a somewhat 
local and culturally specific institution into 
a multi-faceted national one,” he wrote.

He credited his “most rewarding ped-
agogical experience” to his friend and col-
league Professor Louis Michael Seidman, 
who had helped create what is now called 
Georgetown’s “Curriculum B” option for 
1Ls. Birnbaum took responsibility for the 
course on justice in the alternative first-
year curriculum that blends an introduc-
tion to legal theory with philosophical and 
social analysis.

Birnbaum’s books included The Crisis 
of  Industrial Society (1969), The Radical 
Renewal (1988), Socialism Reconsidered (1996) 
and After Progress: American Social Reform and 
European Socialism in the Twentieth Century 
(2001). After retirement, he worked with 
the Law Center’s Special Collections 
Librarian Hannah Miller-Kim on pulling 
his papers into a 50-box collection for the 
Briscoe Center on American History at 
the University of  Texas at Austin, before 
turning to his nearly 700-page memoir, 
From The Bronx to Oxford and Not Quite Back. 

Birnbaum was forever shaped by the 
“hothouse of  ideas and argument” of  the 
active New York Jewish left intelligentsia 
that he joined in the 1930s, said Seidman, 
who considered his friend a mentor.

“One thing that is extraordinary about 
Norman is that many of  his peers, many 
of  the leading figures of  that movement 
became disillusioned and bitter and moved 
strongly to the right…” Seidman said. 
“But Norman never moved an inch. He 
was somebody who to his dying day cared 
deeply about social justice and spent his 
entire academic career working for people 
at the margins of  society. He was vibrant, 
aware, and committed up to his final 
illness.”

Photo credit: Rhoda Baer

IN MEMORIAM

Professor Norman Birnbaum
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Vicki Arroyo  
Named Chair of Expert 
Committee

Anne Fleming’s  
City of Debtors  Wins 
Prize

Brad Snyder  
Wins Guggenheim 
Fellowship

Tanina Rostain 
Recognized by ABA

Assistant Dean Vicki Arroyo 
(L’94), professor from practice 
and executive director of  the 
Georgetown Climate Center, 
has been appointed the 2019 
executive committee chair of  
the Transportation Research 
Board, part of  the National 
Academies of  Sciences, 
Engineering, and Medicine.

Legal historian Anne Fleming’s 
book City of  Debtors: A Century 
of  Fringe Finance (Harvard 
University Press) has won 
the American College of  
Consumer Financial Services 
Lawyers book prize for 
2019. City of  Debtors relates 
the history of  the small-sum 
lending industry’s growth and 
regulation, focusing on the 
city and state of  New York as 
incubators of  lending reforms. 

Professor Brad Snyder has 
been awarded a John Simon 
Guggenheim Fellowship for 
2019–20 in the category of  
Social Sciences/Constitutional 
Studies. The fellowship 
furthers the development 
of  scholars and artists by 
assisting them to engage 
in research in any field of  
knowledge and creation. 
Snyder will be working on his 
biography of  Felix Frankfurter, 
entitled Democratic Justice: Felix 
Frankfurter, Judicial Restraint, 
and the Creation of  the Liberal 
Establishment.

Professor Tanina Rostain was 
recognized by the American 
Bar Association’s Legal 
Technology Resource Center 
as one of  2019’s “Women in 
Legal Tech.” Rostain is the 
founder of  the Iron Tech 
Lawyer Competition, in which 
law students create legal 
service apps to help pro bono 
clients. 

FACULTY AWARDS
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DEVELOPMENT NEWS

$10.5 Million Gift from Scott K. Ginsburg (L’78) Supports Capital 
Expansion of Georgetown Law

Scott K. Ginsburg (L’78) has committed $10.5 
million to Georgetown Law, the largest one-
time commitment in the school’s history. The 

gift supports expansion of  the Law Center campus, 
with a newly acquired building on 500 First Street 
Northwest.

Ginsburg previously funded Georgetown Law’s 
Scott K. Ginsburg Sport and Fitness Center; his 
cumulative support now places him as the single 
most generous philanthropist in Georgetown Law’s 
history.

In recognition of  the gift, Georgetown Law will 
launch the Scott K. Ginsburg Professorship series. 
Four faculty members will hold the inaugural Scott 
K. Ginsburg Professorships: Professor Rosa Brooks, 
Professor Sheila Foster, Professor David Hyman and 
Professor Carlos Vazquez. Brooks was installed as 
the first Ginsburg Professor this spring.

“The time I spent at Georgetown Law changed 
my life forever. Now, I’m able to return the favor, 
and transform the law campus,” said Ginsburg. “To 
be a part of  these professorships and the transfor-
mative legacy they leave behind long after I am 
gone is the pinnacle of  my career. Georgetown 
Law’s scholars are advancing the cause of  justice 
every day — and training students to do the same. 
Being associated with these professors is one of  the 
great honors of  my life.”

Under the tenure of  Dean William M. Treanor, 
Georgetown Law has increased student enroll-
ment, created more than 30 new faculty positions, 
and expanded high-impact research centers and 

institutes. “Scott’s remarkable generosity is giving us 
the capacity to house the world’s top law students 
and scholars and support their work,” Treanor 
said. “With our recent growth in programming and 
on-campus population, he is meeting a truly critical 
need for the Law Center community.”

“In years to come, the title ‘Ginsburg Professor 
of  Law’ will become synonymous with the jus-
tice-focused initiatives and research coming out of  
Georgetown Law,” Treanor continued.

Ginsburg began his career on Capitol Hill, 
working for U.S. Congressman John C. Culver and 
U.S. Senator Dick Clark, both of  Iowa. After serv-
ing as staff director and general counsel of  the U.S. 
Senate’s Labor Subcommittee on Employment, 
Poverty and Migratory Labor, he embarked on a 
career in the radio broadcasting industry.

He eventually became co-founder and CEO of  
Chancellor Media Corporation, the nation’s largest 
radio broadcasting company.

When Ginsburg turned to selling luxury cars, 
the result was his highly successful company, Board-
walk Auto Group. It operates numerous dealerships 
in Texas and California.

Ginsburg espouses a belief  in giving back to the 
community and focuses his philanthropy on the 
needs of  the homeless and the hungry, in addition 
to health care matters, the environment, the arts 
and education.

“In years to come, 

the title ‘Ginsburg 

Professor of Law’ will 

become synonymous 

with the justice-

focused initiatives 

and research coming 

out of Georgetown 

Law.” 

— Dean William M. 

Treanor

Opposite page: Georgetown 

University President John J. 

DeGioia, Scott K. Ginsburg 

(L’78) and Georgetown Law 

Dean William M. Treanor at 

the dedication of the Scott 

K. Ginsburg Sport & Fitness 

Center in 2015. Photo 

Credit: Brent Futrell



86     Georgetown Law

ALUMNI  /  FOR THE RECORD

REUNION 2018

The historic gift put the Class of  1978 ahead 
in Reunion giving, raising more than $12 
million. The Class of  1973 led the way 

in three categories including giving percentages. 
Collectively, Reunion classes donated 1887 gifts 
and pledges. The Class of  2013 had the highest 
Reunion attendance.

Timothy King (F’89, L’93), the founder, 
president and CEO of  Urban Prep Academies in 
Chicago, was presented with the Robert F. Drinan, 
S.J., (L’49, LL.M.’51, H’91) Law Alumni Public 
Service Award. King created Urban Prep, a net-
work of  public college-preparatory boys’ schools in 
Chicago (including the nation’s first all-male charter 
high school) helping African American males from 
mostly low income families to succeed. One hun-
dred percent of  UP graduates have been admitted 
to four-year colleges and universities. 

“During his career, Tim King has made 
contributions of  great significance that mirror the 
dedication to service that Father Drinan himself  
exemplified…” Treanor said. He added that on a 
personal level, King stepped up in an extraordinary 
way when one of  his students became orphaned; 
King became his guardian. “The once homeless 
young man is now a college graduate.”

Celebrating Big

Georgetown Law celebrated in a big way at Reunion 2018: more than 1700 alumni and guests 
registered for events during October 19-21. Five alumni were honored for their enormous 
contributions to the profession. And at the Reunion Gala, a special announcement: Scott K. 
Ginsburg’s (L’78) gift of  $10.5 million — the largest single gift in the history of  the Law Center. 

 

GIVING BACK

The Paul R. Dean Alumni Awards, given annually 
to Georgetown Law graduates exhibiting leadership 
to their alma mater and to the legal profession, 
went to Stephen F. Arcano (F’84, L’88); Kim Askew 
(L’83); Satoru Murase (L’83); and Kathleen Nealon 
(C’75, L’78).

Arcano, the global head of  Skadden, Arps, 
Slate, Meager & Flom’s transactions practices, is an 
adjunct professor at the Law Center and currently 
serves on its Board of  Visitors. Askew, a partner 
with K&L Gates in Texas, has long been recognized 
as one of  the country’s most outstanding lawyers 
in commercial litigation; she also serves on the 
school’s Board of  Visitors. Murase is a partner in 
Mayer Brown’s New York office and a member of  
the Corporate & Securities practice; he serves on 
Georgetown Law’s Asian Law Alumni Advisory 
Board. Nealon, who has enjoyed a long career in 
international banking, particularly in the U.K., is 
a member of  the European Law Alumni Advisory 
Board.

with Georgetown Law
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For the first time, all of  the alumni 
awardees were selected by classmates and 
peers, noted David Wochner (F’96, L’02), 
chair of  the Law Alumni Board. And in 
a video, all the honorees described how 
Georgetown Law built the foundation of  
their success.

“At Georgetown, there’s just this vibe 
of  service…” King said, noting that he 
was humbled to be honored with an award 
named for the late Father Drinan.

“I live in Dallas, Texas. This was the 
80s. There had never been a lawyer of  col-
or, and certainly not a woman, going into 
a major law firm,” Askew said. “It was the 
educational experience at Georgetown 
that allowed me to understand that I had 
the skills to do that.”

A SENSE OF COMMUNITY

The Reunion Gala at the National 
Building Museum was the culmination of  
a week that showcased the Law Center’s 
most notable alumni and professors. On 
October 17, Dean Treanor led a conversa-
tion with James Robart (L’73) of  the U.S. 
District Court for the Western District 
of  Washington — who made headlines 
for blocking the first version of  President 
Trump’s travel ban. For his efforts, Robart 
was criticized by the president and his 
Twitter followers.

“The single greatest threat that my 
wife and I received [from the public] was 
‘when you run for reelection, I’m not 
going to vote for you,’” Robart said, to 
laughter from the audience. “I am going to 
assume that most of  you at this point have 
studied the Constitution and know I have 
lifetime tenure…we weren’t all that threat-
ened by that one. But if  he wants to call 
the position ridiculous, that troubles me.”

The accusation “so-called judge” he 
found perplexing. “I was confirmed by the 
Senate 99 to nothing.”

Robart — who worked on the Hill for 
both Democrats and Republicans while a 
student at Georgetown Law — said that 
“there is a greater acknowledgment of  
public service these days.

“It strikes me as particularly valuable 
because, believe it or not, there were 
people who were interested in becoming 
politicians in my class…Georgetown was 
one of  the places where you could come, 
here in Washington, D.C.”

A sense of  community, and a sense 
of  values, Robart noted, are critical for a 
successful career in public service. “Being 
a public servant asks you the question of, 
how do I benefit other people — not how 
do you benefit yourself.”

“GEORGETOWN HELPED ME WITH THAT”

Friday morning began with an interna-
tional flair: a conversation with Mexican 
Supreme Court Justices Alfredo Gutiérrez 
Ortiz Mena and Eduardo Medina-Mora 
Icaza. Professor Alvaro Santos, director 
of  the Center for the Advancement of  the 
Rule of  Law in the Americas (CAROLA), 
and Visiting Professor Alicia Eli Yamin 
of  the O’Neill Institute for National and 
Global Health Law guided the justices 
through contributions and challenges 
affecting the Mexican court including 
judicial activism, separation of  powers, 
transparency, globalism and multicultural-
ism, lifetime appointments of  justices (not 
the case in Mexico) and more.

“Today, it is common sense to recog-
nize the Court’s significant role in moni-
toring government policies, overseeing the 
political processes, and providing a forum 
for [deciding] the claims of  civil society,” 
Santos said, noting that the Mexican 
Court did not enjoy this position until 
recently. “After just a few years of  having a 
politically active court, it’s easy to natural-
ize these functions and forget that for over 
70 years, the judiciary had been relegated 
to a secondary position.”
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Dean Awardee Kim Askew appeared on a lun-
cheon panel sponsored by the Women’s Legal Alli-
ance and led by Professor Hillary Sale, who teaches 
a Law Center seminar on Women and Leadership, 
with alumnae Angeline Chen (L’96) and Latham & 
Watkins partner Michele Johnson (L’98). The topic? 
Self-advocacy.

“Understand that we’re talking to you today 
because we’ve learned this the hard way…” Askew 
said. “We had to work past a whole lot of  ste-
reotypes…ladies don’t ask for stuff, we wait until 
someone sees us — crap,” she said, to laughter. 
“That is not how it’s done. I always had a very real 
idea of  what I wanted to do as a lawyer. George-
town helped me with that…I just did not want to 
be a lawyer, I wanted to be a lawyer who made a 
difference. You have to decide how you want to 
make a difference.”

A SHOWCASE OF EVENTS

Reunion 2018 also celebrated the arts — through 
Professor Paul Butler’s conversations with HBO’s 
Kary Antholis (L’88) and author George Pelecanos 
(hosted by GEMALaw); the Asian Pacific American 
Law Student Association reception with New York 

Times bestselling author Min Jin Lee (L’93), and 
museum tours. The weekend concluded with a 
showing of  the musical “Beetlejuice” at the Nation-
al Theatre.

“Trivia question: Which graduate of  George-
town Law has won both an Oscar and an Emmy 
Award?” Butler asked, at the GEMALaw event. 
“The answer is Kary Antholis.”

Butler had high praise for ‘The Night Of,’” 
the HBO series tracking a young man arrested for 
murder; Antholis and writers of  that film came to 
Georgetown Law in 2016. This time, a short film 
called “Miss Mary’s Room,” written by Pelecanos 
and directed by Pelecanos’s son Nick, served as the 
focus for a discussion of  criminal justice.

“We wanted to show people we could make a 
film in Washington,” Pelecanos said. “We used local 
crews, actors…we had 60 students from Howard as 
interns…some of  the students are now working in 
the industry, because they had a credit under their 
belt…I want to make movies and television here in 
Washington, and we can do it.”

Reunion photos credit: Sam Hollenshead

“Trivia question: 

Which graduate of 

Georgetown Law 

has won both an 

Oscar and an Emmy 

Award?”
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Since she was elected to Congress 
in 2013, Rep. Lois Frankel (D-Fla.)
(L’73) has successfully advanced 

progress for women and girls — in the 
United States and around the world.

On March 5, just in time for Interna-
tional Women’s Day, Frankel was honored 
at Georgetown University by UN Women, 
the United Nations Foundation, and the 
Georgetown Institute for Women, Peace 
and Security for her efforts to promote 
gender equality in U.S. foreign policy. 
Three other congresswomen were also 
honored at the event.

Upon accepting the award, Frankel 
acknowledged that women continue to 
face obstacles, all over the world, from ac-
cess to health to getting a good education 
to living free of  violence and workplace 
discrimination.

“But there is a lot of  hope,” she said. 
“There are many stories [of  women’s 
resilience and accomplishments]. When 
we multiply them out, that’s how we will 
eliminate barriers.”

Frankel has used her Georgetown 
Law education to empower others. Her 
achievements highlight the dual role 
played by congresswomen as both legisla-
tors and as advocates for women in global 
affairs.

“We know that with more women in 
decision-making positions, we see more in-
clusive decisions and different solutions. As 
legislators, you have a unique opportunity 
to recognize and redress barriers to gender 
equality,” said United Nations Under-Sec-
retary-General Phumzile Mlambo-Ngcu-
ka, who presented the award to Frankel.

ADVANCING PROSPERITY

A member of  the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee, Frankel was a driving force for 
the bipartisan Women’s Entrepreneurship 
and Economic Empowerment Act. Re-
cently signed into law, it will help women 
to overcome poverty and the barriers that 
prevent them from achieving economic 
independence through entrepreneurship.

“Women are key to achieving and 
advancing prosperity around the world. 

Rep. Lois Frankel (L’73) Honored By Georgetown University, UN Groups

When women succeed, we all succeed,” 
Frankel said.

Frankel served as co-chair of  the 
Congressional Caucus for Women’s Issues 
in the last Congress. Under her leadership, 
this powerful, bipartisan caucus champi-
oned legislation to promote women and 
girls.

Frankel sponsored the Stopping Sexual 
Exploitation of  Power Act to address 
military personnel’s abuse of  power, and 
has been a leader on the Keeping Girls 
in School Act and the Violence Against 
Women Act. She sponsored the Empow-
er Act to deter, prevent and respond to 
harassment in the workplace.

“She has a reputation for being an in-
novative problem solver, for working across 
party lines to achieve consensus on critical 
issues, and for demonstrating a commit-
ment to making a difference as a public 
servant,” said Ambassador Melanne 
Verveer (F’66, G’69) of  the Georgetown 
Institute for Women, Peace and Security.
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by Melanie D.G. Kaplan

A fashion designer. A country club disruptor. A Wall Street entrepreneur. And a cancer survivor 

determined to improve health care. The four Georgetown Law alumni below — Batsheva Hay (L’08), 

David Fogel (L’97), Michael O’Neil (L’02) and Ryan Wilson (L’15) — chose a path not commonly pursued 

by law school graduates: they founded their own businesses and have found themselves using their 

legal education in unexpected ways. Two of these alumni hadn’t considered entrepreneurship until 

opportunities presented themselves after graduation. The other two began working on their business 

plans while still in law school, mentored and inspired by Adjunct Professor and former Assistant Dean 

Everett Bellamy, who has been teaching small business law and advising entrepreneurs for more 

than two decades. One common thread connects the four of them — and the dozens of additional 

Georgetown Law alumni who have chosen entrepreneurship:  They have the confidence to take risks 

and leaps of faith that they might not have had without studying the law. 

“The study of law is the ultimate exercise in taking a problem and finding a way to attack it from all 

angles,” said O’Neil, founder of GetWellNetwork. “That’s the role I play as entrepreneur and CEO.”

The Entrepreneurs
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Batsheva Hay (L’08)

Fashion designer Batsheva Hay (L’08) grew up in 

Queens, the daughter of an engineer and artist 

who met in Israel. Hay fantasized about being a 

lawyer, like her grandfather. 

“I always thought of myself as someone who 

would be an employee,” Hay said. “I saw law school 

as shooting for having a career.” Hay chose George-

town Law because she wanted to be somewhere 

exciting for law school. As a student, she loved 

learning about foundational aspects of the law, 

like contracts, and enjoyed studying intellectual 

property law. 

“Studying law was like unlocking a code — 

something that gave me access to so many aspects 

of our society,” Hay said. “I learned how to exercise 

a different part of my brain.”

For four years after graduation, she worked long 

hours at two firms in New York, including Simpson 

Thatcher, followed by freelance legal work. She 

had married fashion photographer Alexei Hay, and 

was raising two young children when she started 

designing “mommy and me” dresses from vintage 

patterns. The dresses were inspired by Hasidic, 

Amish and Victorian styles, and while the children’s 

sizes didn’t sell well, demand grew quickly for her 

women’s pieces. 

“In deciding to make clothing, I was going out 

on a limb a bit and using different muscles —again,” 

said Hay, who launched her label, Batsheva, in 2016. 

“I did it for myself to begin with, but now in terms 

of making it a business, it’s a matter of reaching 

other people without losing the integrity of what I’m 

doing. It’s a little adventurous.”

Hay, who has no formal fashion training, 

designs bold dresses in floral patterns, with high 

collars, puffy sleeves and long skirts. A 2018 New 

Yorker article described a tension in Batsheva dress-

es, “which are at once traditionally feminine and 

winkingly ironic.” 

Until mid-2018, Hay was working on her own. 

Now she has a part-time employee and an intern. 

Her clothes are carried in in 33 stores worldwide 

and have been worn by Lena Dunham, Natalie Port-

man, Jessica Chastain and Gillian Jacobs and have 

been featured in Vogue.

Hay’s legal background has equipped her to deal 

with a number of situations that come up in the 

fashion industry, which usually involve copyright 

and contract negotiations. At 

Georgetown, she worked in the 

Domestic Violence clinic, where 

she learned, among other skills, 

how to “roll with things” and deal 

with needs as they arise. “I had 

clients in extreme situations, and 

it was challenging even under-

standing and communicating,” 

she said. “I think those skills are 

important to me today.” When she 

was freelancing as a lawyer, she 

learned just how many business 

owners are afraid of disputes, to the point that 

they’re paralyzed when they see fine print. 

“I’m sometimes afraid too, but that’s because 

there’s something to worry about,” Hay said. “There 

are a lot of risks I deal with. I know if I’m going to 

deliver an order late that the customer may cancel 

it. But having a legal background, I can read a con-

tract and ask the right questions. I don’t have all the 

answers, but I know how to get them.”

Batsheva dresses have become popular among 

a creative, fashion-conscious set in New York and 

beyond, but Hay was particularly tickled when a 

former law school classmate told her that her dress-

es also can work in a law office. “She told me she 

wore one of my dresses at her firm,” Hay said, “and 

that women were running down the hallway asking, 

‘Where did you get your dress?’”

Batsheva Hay, Courtney 
Love, Melissa Auf Der 
Maur. Models at Batsheva 
Hay’s Fall/Winter 2019 
presentation, including 
Christina Ricci with 
Batsheva (far right). Photo 
Credit: Courtesy Batsheva 
Hay
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David Fogel (L’97)

Having built and sold two successful 

businesses in the last two decades, 

David Fogel (BSFS’93, L’97, MBA’97) is 

quick to say that luck and good timing can 

play a significant role in winning entrepre-

neurial ventures. “But most important is 

the people — even more important than 

the idea,” said Fogel, an adjunct professor 

at Georgetown Law and an Entrepre-

neur-in-Residence at Georgetown’s Mc-

Donough School of Business. “You want 

honest, hard-working, ethical people who 

share your vision, have complementary 

skill sets and know their own limitations.”

As an undergraduate at Georgetown, 

Fogel expected to end up working in busi-

ness. But first, he was intent on practicing 

corporate law in New York City — which he 

did at Sullivan & Cromwell, after earning 

three degrees at Georgetown and becom-

ing a “Triple Hoya.” In 1999, two years 

after joining the firm, he was approached 

to start a Wall Street research Internet 

company with two younger Georgetown 

graduates, including Chris McLaughlin 

(C’95, L’98, MBA’99). Fogel left New York 

and co-founded SmartPortfolio.com, Inc. 

with McLaughlin.

“We had no idea what was going to 

happen,” Fogel said. “We were in our 20s 

and were working our tails off around 

the clock.” The trio billed $400,000 their 

first month. “It took off fast. Email was 

relatively new, and we were one of the 

first to push financial content to people.” 

SmartPortfolio became a leading email 

financial newsletter business with more 

than 250,000 subscribers, and 18 months 

in, the founders sold it to publicly-traded 

TheStreet.com, Inc. Fogel joined TheStreet, 

leading new product development.

He then spent a few years helping 

launch a private equity firm and working 

at a boutique merchant bank. In 2006, he 

started another business, this time with 

law school classmate Greg Bassuk (L’97). 

The pair, along with another founder, start-

ed IndexIQ, a pioneer in the exchange-trad-

ed fund (EFT) industry, and sold it to New 

York Life, a Fortune 100 company, in 2015. 

Fogel served as an advisor to the company 

until late last year.

“The experiences and challenges with 

both start-ups were very different,” said 

Fogel, who never planned to start his 

own business. “With the first, it wasn’t 

regulated, and we didn’t raise any capital. 

With the second, it was heavily regulated, 

we spent a lot of money on people and 

marketing, and we raised $21 million just 

to stay afloat (in three rounds of fundrais-

ing). We almost ran out of money.”

Both start-ups were with Georgetown 

grads, which Fogel said is a testament to 

the value and importance of a Georgetown 

education and the Georgetown communi-

ty. At the Law Center, he remembers the 

late Professor Martin Ginsburg’s class on 

venture capital, as well as a mergers and 

acquisitions simulation course.

“The law school education certainly 

prepared me for business,” said Fogel, who 

served as an editor on the Georgetown 

Law Journal. “A legal education teaches 

you how to anticipate problems before 

they occur and think rationally about 

solutions in advance; if you think through 

alternatives, you can avoid or mitigate 

problems.” And because law school is 

so competitive and time-consuming, it 

prepares students well for the rigors of 

entrepreneurship, he noted. 

These days, Fogel invests in startups 

and mentors entrepreneurs; he’s also 

working on building a Georgetown “alum-

ni angel” network. As an adjunct professor 

teaching entrepreneurship, Fogel said he’s 

able to bring what he’s learned full circle. 

“What I valued most with my professors 

was real-world experience — learning from 

some who had done it before,” he said. 

“Now I’m trying to bring that to my class.”

Photo Credit: Courtesy David Fogel
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Michael O’Neil (L’02)

In 1999, during the third year of a four-

year joint JD-MBA degree at Georgetown 

University, Michael O’Neil (L’02, MBA’02) 

was diagnosed with non-Hodgkin’s lym-

phoma. At the time, he had a professional 

dream: to own and run an ad agency in 

New York City. 

Growing up in upstate New York, O’Neil 

saw both his parents succeed as entrepre-

neurs and voraciously studied the world 

of business titans. “I knew I wanted to 

start my own company, and many of the 

CEOs I had met and researched had their 

JDs,” O’Neil said. “So I thought, clearly, the 

study and practice of law was a great train-

ing for entrepreneurs and future CEOs.”

But the cancer diagnosis, surgery and 

chemotherapy changed O’Neil’s trajectory. 

In and out of hospitals, he saw the health 

care system up close, and he discovered 

issues that impacted the quality and 

consistency of care. “Patients, including 

me, were leaving hospitals not equipped 

to take care of themselves,” O’Neil said. 

Before long, he was brainstorming how to 

fix the problem. 

O’Neil returned to campus for his final 

year, bald and 10 pounds lighter from 

the chemotherapy. In 2000, he launched 

GetWellNetwork, a digital health company. 

GetWell is built on the belief that a more 

active, involved, engaged patient will yield 

a healthier individual. 

“During the scariest, but also the most 

exciting days of my life, I realized the pow-

er and love of the Georgetown communi-

ty,” said O’Neil. “The professors helped me 

navigate a dramatic change in my life.” To 

this day, he credits former Assistant Dean 

Everett Bellamy with helping him stay 

focused. “I was writing my business plan 

and bouncing it off him during our Small 

Business Law and Entrepreneurship sem-

inar,” he said, adding that Bellamy pushed 

students to define the specific problems 

they were trying to solve and then struc-

ture their businesses around that — rather 

than chasing the “next shiny thing.”

GetWell, based in Bethesda, Md., now 

has 350 employees. Hospitals and health 

care systems across the U.S. and in the 

Middle East, United Kingdom and Canada 

use GetWell’s software platform, touching 

more than 10 million patients a year. In 

building and growing the business, O’Neil 

has faced a number of challenges, includ-

ing an ever-changing regulatory landscape 

and an industry that moves slowly and 

tends to lag behind in adopting consumer 

technologies. 

In the last 15 years, O’Neil has raised 

more than a half-billion dollars of capital, 

and he said that everything he needed 

to know about structuring those deals — 

along with many other areas of running 

a business — he learned at Georgetown 

Law. During the late Professor Martin Gins-

burg’s class on structuring venture capital, 

O’Neil said he “never felt more ignorant 

when reviewing those initial cases,” but he 

was amazed how it all came together once 

he built a business.

“The study of law is the ultimate exer-

cise in taking a problem and finding a way 

to attack it from all angles,” said O’Neil, 

whose last cancer treatment was nearly 

20 years ago. “That’s the role I play as 

entrepreneur and CEO. I’m responsible for 

understanding the problem we’re trying 

to solve and anticipating where it’s going. 

A law background prepared me for all of 

that.”

At a 2018 conference, GetWellNetwork founder 
& CEO Michael O’Neil (L’02) explains why he 
started the digital patient engagement tech 
company — to change the way health care is 
delivered. O’Neil introduces a pediatric patient-
user at a conference in 2012. Photo Credit: 
Courtesy GetWellNetwork!
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Ryan Wilson (L’15)

For as long as Ryan Wilson (BS’12, L’15) 

can remember, his heart was set on the 

law. 

“I wanted to be an attorney my entire 

life,” Wilson said. “I got the bug in high 

school outside Atlanta, where I did mock 

trials. Both my parents are entrepreneurs, 

and my plan was not to pursue entrepre-

neurship at all.”

Wilson graduated from Georgetown 

University with a government major, and 

from the Law Center three years later. In 

2016, Wilson co-founded The Gathering 

Spot, a professional and social club in 

Atlanta that now has more than 1,500 

members who are thinkers, creators and 

connectors. A Washington location will 

open in July, and Wilson’s plan includes 

clubs in a handful of other cities around 

the country.

“I think my law school friends laugh at 

me that I’m doing it,” Wilson said.

Wilson was heavily influenced his first 

year at Georgetown Law by Curriculum 

B (Section 3), known for students who 

challenge the status quo and professors 

who merge the study of law and theory. 

“For me, it exposed me to not just what 

the law is but what the law should be,” 

Wilson said.

He spent his first law school summer 

interning at an Atlanta law firm. He began 

thinking about the community, diversity 

and informal networking opportunities he 

found; and how to replicate the energy of a 

university (interesting speakers, inspiring 

spaces and sense of community) off-cam-

pus. By the second week of his second 

year, Wilson had started planning his busi-

ness. He declined an offer to return to the 

Atlanta firm the following summer. 

“I wanted to create The Gathering Spot 

to be an entrepreneurial co-working space 

and young professional social club aimed 

at providing both the individual and com-

munity tools necessary to excel in every 

aspect of life,” Wilson said. 

He designed a “mini-business curric-

ulum” for the second two years of law 

school and worked as a small business 

research assistant for Professor Antho-

ny Cook. Former Assistant Dean Everett 

Bellamy’s Small Business Law & Entrepre-

neurship seminar — which helped Wilson 

dive into creating a business plan — was 

particularly influential.

“It’s not traditional to go to law school 

and start a business while you’re there,” 

Wilson said. “Dean Bellamy helped give 

me the confidence to pursue the task. I 

was turning down job opportunities at a 

time when all my classmates were accept-

ing positions.”

At the heart of the business plan was 

the question, “Where do you go to meet 

people once you become an adult?” and 

the idea of merging a new concept of com-

munity with the old concept of a country 

club. 

Wilson graduated from Georgetown 

Law in May 2015. In August, construction 

began on a former railroad landmark in the 

West Midtown neighborhood of Atlanta. 

Wilson and his business partner, TK Peters-

en (MBA’12), faced challenges, including 

raising more than $3 million in private 

capital; and talking about “co-working” 

before it was a buzz word. 

“If you’re an entrepreneur, this is 

where you meet other entrepreneurs, but 

also your lawyer, accountant and custom-

ers,” said Wilson, who is CEO and also 

wears the in-house counsel hat. “We’ve 

hosted more than 3,500 events that have 

nothing to do with co-working.”

The Atlanta members include musi-

cians, filmmakers and corporate exec-

utives, among others; 60 percent are 

women. The space features a 24/7 work-

space, live music, a restaurant and bar and 

complimentary breakfast. Monthly events 

range from a wills and estate workshop to 

paint and sip to a talk on the state of black 

fatherhood. 

“As much as we are a private club, the 

purpose here — in a very Georgetown way 

— is this idea of caring for the whole per-

son and using whatever talents you have 

to help others,” Wilson said. “We don’t 

accept everyone, but when you get here 

there’s an expectation that we’re going to 

have conversations to help people. “We’re 

100 percent committed to the community.”

Photo Credit: Jade Johnson
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For Caryl Bernstein (L’67), the first 
day of  school in 1964 was a family 
affair: “I went to Georgetown Law 

Orientation the same day that my three-
year-old son started nursery school and my 
six-year-old daughter started first grade. 
Who would expect that kind of  coinci-
dence?”

As a full-time law student, Bernstein 
left the library each day at 5:00 p.m. and 
continued her studies at night. Her hard 
work paid off; she made the Georgetown Law 
Journal and was consistently in the top 10 
percent of  her class. Although she “didn’t 
get a lot of  sleep,” Bernstein loved law 
school, which had been her dream since 
she attended Cornell University as an 
undergraduate nearly a decade earlier. 

Growing up in the Inwood neighbor-
hood of  Manhattan, Bernstein describes 
herself  as “one of  those kids who loved 
school and loved to read.” It was a Consti-
tutional Law class as part of  her Govern-
ment major coursework at Cornell that 
inspired Bernstein to consider law school, 
but she met a pre-med student, whom she 
married soon after her graduation in 1955.  

When Bernstein took the LSATs a few 
years later, she scored high enough to earn 
admission and a full scholarship to Co-
lumbia Law School. She and her husband 
decided instead to start a family, and their 
daughter was born in 1958, followed by 
their son in 1961. Her husband’s career 
took them from Brooklyn to San Francis-
co before they relocated to Maryland in 
1962, leaving Bernstein “at home with two 
kids, still clutching my LSAT report.” 

During their second year in Maryland, 
Bernstein’s first marriage ended: “I knew 
no one who was divorced with young chil-
dren. It didn’t seem possible.” Determined 
to support herself  and her children, she 
decided to realize her law school dreams. 

With Georgetown Law as her first 
choice, Bernstein explored scholarship 
opportunities. She knew that if  she wasn’t 
able to get what she needed, she couldn’t 
risk spending even the $25 application fee. 
Armed with her LSAT scores and Cornell 
transcripts, Bernstein came to campus 
to meet with Associate Dean Kenneth 
Pye. Pye not only agreed to waive the 
$25 application fee but offered her a half  
scholarship for her first year. If  Bernstein 
stayed in the top 10 percent of  her class, 
he assured her, she would have a full schol-
arship for her second and third years. 

As Bernstein looks back on her career, 
which includes roles as executive vice pres-
ident, general counsel, and secretary of  
Fannie Mae, and as the vice president for 
Insurance of  Overseas Private Investment 
Corporation (OPIC), she is grateful for 
the education and financial support she 
received at Georgetown Law. And she’s 
given back: Bernstein has been generous 
to Georgetown with both her time and her 
resources, serving as a member of  George-
town University’s Board of  Directors and 
the Board of  Regents, as well as the Law 
Center’s Board of  Visitors. 

Bernstein, alone and with her current 
husband, George, has funded scholarships 
for students at Georgetown Law and 
she has included gifts to support one of  
these scholarships in her estate plan. As 
Bernstein explains, “I went to Georgetown 
for one semester’s worth of  tuition, and 
my education at Georgetown put me in a 
position to have this gigantically fabulous 
career. Of  course I want to give back. I 
want to repay the scholarships that I had 
been given, and to create opportunities for 
other people.” 

Giving Back: Caryl Bernstein (L’67)

“I went to Georgetown for 

one semester’s worth of 

tuition, and my education 

at Georgetown put me 

in a position to have this 

gigantically fabulous career. Of 

course I want to give back. I 

want to repay the scholarships 

that I had been given, and to 

create opportunities for other 

people.”
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When Cyrus R. Vance Jr. (L’82) 
became the Manhattan 
District Attorney in 2009, 

he noticed that the numbers of  men and 
women of  color being prosecuted for 
crime was the same as the number being 
prosecuted 30 years ago, when he was an 
assistant DA. Vance asked himself, Why is 
this picture the same? Does this system of  
justice keep us safer? Is it fair? What can 
we do to change it?

To that end, this Georgetown Law 
alumnus launched initiatives to uncover 
implicit bias in the system and in the 
department, which has more than 600 
lawyers practicing in an urban environ-
ment. With 1.6 million people who sleep 
in Manhattan and 3.9 million people 

who work there, the area is a magnet for 
financial crime as well as terrorism 

and cybercrime threats. But 
ancient theories surround-
ing marijuana possession, 
offenders leaping turnstiles 
in the subway, and “broken 
windows” — the notion 
that first-time punishment 
for vandalism should be 
harsh — did not seem to 
be making the community 
any safer. “We don’t need 
to use the same tactics, 
the same decision-making 
metrics that we used in the 
1980s,” he said.

Vance spoke to approx-
imately 50 students inter-
ested in careers in criminal 
justice at an event spon-
sored by Georgetown Law’s 

Office of  Public Interest and 
Community Service (OPICS).

“My Georgetown experience was very 
important in directing me with what I did 
with the rest of  my legal career,” he said.

Whether students wanted to be a 
prosecutor or a public defender did not 
matter; Vance, who was a defense lawyer 
for 22 years, called defense work “some of  
the most rewarding work I’ve wanted to do 
as a lawyer.”

INVESTMENT

Vance — who was awarded Georgetown 
Law’s Robert F. Drinan, S.J., Public 
Service Award at Reunion 2017 — is now 
focusing on preventing crime as well as 
investing in families, youth and victims. 
College prison programs, he noted, are an 
essential and appropriate investment when 
it comes to preventing repeat offenders.

And with better awareness of  what 
is safe and fair, criminal justice is going 
through a change, he said. “We are invest-
ing heavily in our communities and in our 
kids.”

As the District Attorney for Manhat-
tan, Vance is at the forefront of  public 
safety, crime prevention, and criminal 
justice reform, said Nicole Vikan, associate 
director at OPICS.

“Georgetown Law students who 
become prosecutors, public defenders, 
and policy makers will tackle these issues 
daily,” she said. “Today’s discussion pro-
vided an opportunity for students to hear 
from and ask questions of  one of  our most 
influential local-level prosecutors, and 
students’ questions reflected their interest 
in the challenges and opportunities of  
criminal justice reform.”

Photo Credit: Cy Vance/Wikimedia.

IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST

Manhattan DA Cy Vance (L’82) Meets Public Interest Students
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As a child in rural Montana, 
Jenadee Nanini (L’17, LL.M.’18) 
knew at an early age that her 

parents had hearts for those in need.
“Whether it was driving a neighbor 

to the doctor’s office more than 100 miles 
away or stopping on the side of  the road 
to tow a car, my parents modeled what it 
meant to take the shirt off your back for 
someone,” said Nanini, a senior associate 
at the D.C. Affordable Law Firm. “They 
always shared their time and resources, 
even if  they didn’t have extra to share. 
They put their own needs last.”

Nanini learned from the example. Af-
ter graduating from Georgetown Law, she 
joined the nonprofit firm for a 15-month 
fellowship in August 2017 and subse-
quently was hired for a one-year supervi-
sory position, mentoring and overseeing 
the current fellows. The mission of  the 
low bono firm — launched in 2015 by 
Georgetown Law and the law firms DLA 
Piper and Arent Fox — is to provide legal 
assistance in civil matters and to serve as 
a model that will help solve the access to 
justice gap. At the firm, fellows work to 
earn a LL.M. from Georgetown Law in 
Civil Justice, which Nanini received in 
December.

FIXING INJUSTICE

Nanini, a direct descendant of  the Black-
feet tribe, didn’t know any lawyers growing 
up, but she watched law-related TV shows 
and was drawn to the legal field. She saw 
law as an avenue to “give small people a 
big voice.” Growing up in a small commu-
nity next to the Blackfeet Indian Reser-
vation (where she saw deep poverty and 
a “lack of  fairness”) taught Nanini that 
lending a helping hand to one person can 
positively impact the entire community.

After graduating with honors from 
Washington State University (as an under-
graduate she interned for Senators Ted 

Kennedy and Jon Tester), Nanini taught 
middle and high school math for Teach 
for America in West Dallas, which she 
called one of  the most amazing opportu-
nities of  her life. “I gained a deep under-
standing of  the intersectional burdens in 
society that [students] faced and gained 
insight on ways to advocate for change in 
several areas,” she said. “This experience, 
along with my background, truly prepared 
me for law school and to continue working 
towards fixing injustices in the world.”

Nanini applied to Georgetown Law 
with a focus on public interest law, 
motivated by the idea of  making large, 
systemic change. “I really wanted to do 
public service policy work, then I realized 
I thrive on human connection,” she said. 
She served as a student attorney in the 
Juvenile Justice Clinic, run by Associate 
Dean Kristin Henning, and fell in love 
with litigation. “From my background, I 
understood that by helping one person, 
you’re helping the system,” she said.

PRACTICAL SKILLS

While a law student, Nanini also served 
as a Public Interest Law fellow (now 
called the Blume Public Interest Scholars 
Program), interned at the NAACP and 
the White House, co-founded the Native 
American Law Students Association, 
worked as Henning’s research assistant, 
volunteered with Advocates for Justice in 
Education, published two articles, served 
on student panels for the Admissions 
team on occasion, and participated in the 
Iron Tech Lawyer competition. She said 
an Opportunity Scholarship (and loans) 
made her law school education possible.

Thanks to her clinic experience and 
work in the Access to Justice practicum, 
she had the skills and experience to hit the 
ground running immediately after gradu-
ation, working at the D.C. Affordable Law 
Firm.

Jenadee Nanini (L’17, LL.M.’18): Lending a Voice to the Voiceless

Working with clients in family and 
immigration law, generally those who are 
just above the poverty line but can’t afford 
their own lawyers, Nanini is getting to do 
things that lawyers typically don’t get to 
do for a few years, including managing 
her own cases and representing clients in 
court.

“Going into the legal system is such 
a scary process for clients, and it’s so 
meaningful to remove the burden and 
make them feel like someone’s on their 
side,” Nanini said. “It’s wonderful to be 
able to walk into the court with someone 
who has been told they don’t have value, 
or they are simply a victim of  the system, 
and to be able to show them someone 
still respects their dignity and values their 
worth as an individual. It’s that idea of  
making small voices feel big. That’s very 
meaningful, to do it every day.”

Photo Credit: Ines Hilde
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Hargur Jaggi (LL.M.’06): Climbing Higher

If  perseverance was a law school class, 
Hargur Jaggi (LL.M.’06) could devel-
op the syllabus.

Last summer, he was appointed to his 
first judicial post, as an Additional District 
& Session Judge, in New Delhi, India. It’s 
no exaggeration to say that Jaggi climbed 
mountains — literal and figurative — to 
get there.

From a small town in Punjab, he 
showed determination early. As a teenager, 
it took Jaggi almost two years to learn to 
drive. Born with a fused left elbow and 
underdeveloped shoulder, operating a stick 
shift seemed beyond reach.

But Jaggi thought about his father, who 
had little formal education yet became a 
successful real estate developer. He told his 
children to have a goal and stay focused on 
it. For Jaggi, that meant not just driving, 
but going to college.

“They [his parents] always said that 
education is the only thing that will make 
you stand above,” said Jaggi.

His father wanted him to become an 
IAS, an esteemed India Administrative 
Services officer, but Jaggi yearned for 
more. A law elective during undergraduate 
studies in public administration and eco-
nomics intrigued him, so he pursued law 
school next, graduating from the Universi-
ty of  Delhi in 2003.

Still, in deference to his father, he 
applied for the IAS, only to be mocked by 
an officer-in-charge.

“I said, ‘Please return my papers, I 
don’t want to become an IAS officer,’” re-
called Jaggi, who is considered “differently 
abled” because of  his arm. It wasn’t until 
2006 that India’s Supreme Court ruled 
against discrimination in IAS hiring. That 
year, Jaggi earned an LL.M. in Interna-
tional Legal Studies at Georgetown Law.

Jaggi ultimately aspired to a judgeship, 
but Indian law requires that district judges 
be at least 35 years old with a minimum 
seven years’ practice as an advocate. So he 

went to work with several firms, special-
izing in international trade and litigation, 
and founded a firm in 2008 with a friend.

Meantime, a chance encounter 
during a business meeting with Brigadier 
D.K. Khullar, a legendary climber who 
ascended Mt. Everest in 1984, opened up 
unexpected possibilities.

“I asked, ‘How does it feel to be on top 
of  the world?’” Jaggi said. He was startled 
by Khullar’s response. “He said, ‘Go and 
see it for yourself.’”

Drawing on the same determination 
he used to master driving, Jaggi tackled a 
climbing wall with his brother after two 
climbing schools rejected him. He persist-
ed alone for three months before a group 
of  climbers invited him to train with them.

The following year, Jaggi went on an 
expedition to an Alpine camp, where he 
summited an unnamed peak, the first in 
his group to reach the top. He had tears 
in his eyes when his teammates screamed, 
“Jaggi has done it!” he recalled of  the 
2012 trip. After that, he began to teach 
visually impaired and differently abled 
children to climb.

Cosmin Andron, a mountain guide 
and close friend, noticed Jaggi’s resilience 
and work ethic during a trip to the Indian 
Himalayas five years ago. Later, Andron 
was guiding a climber with disabilities and 
knew who would make the best partner 
for him.

“Again, I was privileged to notice Jag-
gi’s determination and grit,” said Andron.

Jaggi has since become the first differ-
ently abled appointee to the court under 
the Delhi Higher Judicial Services cadre.

“It’s a huge thing for the nation. India 
needs to bring people like me to the fore-
front,” said Jaggi, who considers his arm a 
distinguishing feature. “My mom said you 
are born to lead and you will always stand 
apart. Remember, that’s your strength.”
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Georgetown Law’s Sports, Enter-
tainment and Media Law student 
group has honored Martin 

Mayhew (L’00) with its 12th Annual 
GEMALaw Alumni Achievement Award. 
The award is given to a Georgetown Law 
graduate who represents outstanding 
professional accomplishment as well as a 
long-standing commitment to sports and 
entertainment.

Mayhew, now the vice president of  
Player Personnel with the San Francisco 
49ers, accepted the award at the 12th An-
nual GEMALaw Symposium in February.

“‘Go after your dreams…’” Mayhew 
told the audience in Hart Auditorium, 
quoting pro football player Tim Tebow, 
who now plays minor league baseball. 
“‘Succeeding or failing is not about mak-
ing it to the majors, it’s about not having 
to live with regret from not trying.’”

Members of  the GEMALaw executive 
board — which includes President Nico-
lette Miranda (L’19), Vice President Greg 
Herrigel (L’20), Vice President Sam Poulos 
(L’19), Marketing Chair Jaclyn Mangani-
ello (L’19), Sponsorships Chair Neha Vyas 
(L’20), Alumni Engagement Chair Robert 
Adler (L’20), Special Events Chair Zane 
Dashty (L’19), and Megan McKenzie 
(L’19), editor in chief  of  the GEMALaw 
Review — presented the award to Mayhew.

Miranda noted Mayhew’s unconven-
tional (and impressive) career path among 
the reasons for the honor. “Not only did 
he have a background as a professional 
athlete, he also managed to [combine] his 
legal background with managerial and 
business [skills,]” she said. “I think that’s 
something that appealed to a lot of  people 
within our GEMALaw membership 
who’ve expressed that they’d like to maybe 
take an unconventional legal path.”

Not everyone may be able to duplicate 
Mayhew’s, however. He was drafted by 

the Buffalo Bills as a player in 1988 and by 
1991, was a member of  the Super Bowl 
XXVI Champion Washington Redskins. 
He came to Georgetown Law after retiring 
from the NFL, earning his J.D. in 2000.

Mayhew’s life after law school included 
15 years with the Detroit Lions — the final 
seven as general manager — and director 
of  football operations with the New York 
Giants before joining the 49ers. “I would 
encourage all of  you,” he said to the 
audience, “to go for those things you are 
passionate about.”

GREAT OPPORTUNITY

This year’s GEMALaw symposium first 
examined free speech in the world of  
sports, moderated by Professor Brad 
Snyder. The panel discussed the ongoing 
debate of  sports figures taking a knee 
before the national anthem.

 Professor Jim Oldham moderated a 
panel on player misconduct investigations. 
The conference also explored the impact 
of  the Music Modernization Act, in a 
panel moderated by SoundExchange’s 
Brad Prendergast; and representation of  
content creators, a discussion moderated 
by Adjunct Professor Jeff Schneider. 

Participating alumni included Jon 
Amoona (L’09) of  Winston & Strawn, 
Moira Weinberg (L’04) of  Major League 
Baseball, Erika Stallings (L’10) of  Broad-
cast Music, Todd Dupler (L’00) of  
Recording Academy, Eric Weiss (L’09) 
of  SoundCloud, Brian Lazarus (L’99) of  
Ziffren Brittenham, W. Joseph Anderson 
(L’09) of  Manatt, Phelps & Phillips, and 
Ben Golant (L’92) of  the Entertainment 
Software Association.

Miranda and Todd Larson of  Weil 
Gotshal and Manges, a sponsor, intro-
duced the event.

“For students in law school, events like 
this are a great and rare opportunity — 
they tend to cover topics that you don’t 
really learn about in your classes,” Larson 
said. “You get to hear from practitioners in 
those areas and hear what they are doing 
day to day, to shape the issues that are dis-
cussed [here]. You get to hear about their 
path…how one gets from the seat you are 
sitting in, to sitting [here on stage].”

Martin Mayhew, left, Nicolette Miranda (L’19), 
right. Photo Credit: Left, Courtesy San Francisco 
49ers; Right, Brent Futrell

Martin Mayhew (L’00) Honored at 12th Annual GEMALaw Symposium
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Diana Khleif  (LL.M.’14) was 
studying law at Al-Quds Univer-
sity in Jerusalem when she joined 

the Center for Transnational Legal Studies 
(CTLS) in London in Spring 2013. CTLS 
was created by Georgetown Law and nine 
partner law schools around the globe to 
provide students and faculty with an inter-
national, comparative and transnational 
law experience unlike any other.

That proved true for Khleif  who — 
following the death of  her father, the one 
lawyer and role model who truly believed 
in her — was despairing that she could 
ever achieve her career goals.

Her semester on CTLS, she said, relit 
the spark, putting her back on track.

“As a Palestinian with many restrictions 
on movement and difficulties of  having 
basic and fundamental rights, it was hard 
for me to even dream,” Khleif  said at 
an event in London last fall celebrating 
CTLS. “But this is the place that taught 
me about investment in human beings as 
being the most successful investment out 
there. This is the place that taught me ‘my 
country is not my limit.’ And I saw myself  
going after my dreams.”

After CTLS, she became “unstoppa-
ble.” Khleif  would go on to complete an 
LL.M. in International Legal Studies and 
International Arbitration/Dispute Reso-
lution at Georgetown Law the following 
year. She would work for the World Bank 
and the United Nations High Commis-
sioner for Refugees, among other things. 
Today, she is an advocate specializing in 
international arbitration and international 
refugees law.

Khleif  also teaches law at Hebron 
University in Palestine, “where the right of  
education, especially for women, is not so 
easy to get,” she says. “When I heard one 
of  my female students saying ‘she admires 

me, and hopes to be like me one day,’ it 
took me days of  being in shock…I looked 
back and said, ‘I am who I am because of  
CTLS and Georgetown.’ I was taught how 
to value myself  as a human being. I was 
taught that the best thing about me is the 
fact that I am a woman, a woman who can 
be one of  those ‘big names.’”

AN EXPERIMENT THAT NEEDED TO 

HAPPEN

CTLS celebrated its 10th anniversary in 
late November with a symposium that in-
cluded Georgetown Law Dean William M. 
Treanor and former Dean T. Alexander 
Aleinikoff, who first envisioned the idea 
of  a transnational legal center in London 
with partner schools around the world. 
Aleinikoff would later serve as the Deputy 
High Commissioner in the Office of  the 
United Nations High Commissioner for 
Refugees in Geneva.

“CTLS was an experiment that needed 
to happen — to bring to Georgetown Law 
students new ways about thinking about 
the law in a globalizing world,” Aleinikoff 
says. “I am delighted that the project has 
survived and thrived.”

Today, CTLS includes students and 
faculty from 20 world-class schools in 
Argentina, Australia, Canada, China, 
Colombia, Germany, Israel, Italy, Mexico, 
New Zealand, Portugal, Singapore, South 
Korea, Spain and Switzerland. Hosting 
approximately 145 students each year, the 
program now has more than 1200 alumni 
from 24 different countries and thrives 
in a new location in Bush House, part of  
London’s King’s College.

“CTLS has truly excelled at its man-
date to address pressing transnational 
issues and problems of  international law 
and governance,” Treanor says. “At a 
time when transnational agreements and 
coalitions are under threat from the rise of  

“My Country Is Not My Limit”:  
Center for Transnational Legal Studies is Shaping Lives, Careers
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nationalism, CTLS…serve[s] as a beacon 
of  purposeful transnational partnership 
and productive discourse.”

The November symposium covered 
two themes of  transnational importance: 
1) “New Challenges for Regional Econom-
ic Integration” (Brexit, NAFTA), chaired 
by Jo Murkens of  the London School of  
Economics and questioning multilateral-
ism in international economic and political 
relations; and 2) “Politics of  National 
Assertion (Immigration, Asylum, and Hu-
man Rights Concerns), led by Aleinikoff 
and examining the rise of  nationalism as 
a threat to human rights for immigrants. 
Sorbonne Professor Pierre Legrand deliv-
ered the keynote address.

“CTLS offers a unique opportunity to 
help future lawyers better understand the 
functioning of  law in today’s world,” says 
Georgetown Law Professor Franz Werro, 
a co-director of  CTLS. Werro notes that 
even with a globalized economy and new 
technologies, cultural and legal diversi-
ty remains of  paramount importance: 
“Transnational legal studies are, perhaps 
more than ever, a key instrument to help 
foster the proper legal mind.”

CULTURAL COMPETENCIES

That was the experience of  Aaron Davis 
(L’09), who came to Georgetown Law 
in 2006 wanting to be a patent attorney. 
Before law school, he was an electrical and 
computer engineer in Silicon Valley, de-
signing computer chips. But globalization, 
he realized, was the future. So he opted to 
spend the fall semester of  his 3L year in 
the first CTLS class, in Fall 2008.

Today, as a patent and intellectual 
property attorney based in the San Diego 
office of  Knobbe Martens, Davis works 
with lawyers and inventors around the 
world resident in locations such as Japan, 

Ireland, Germany, England, Egypt, Istan-
bul, South Korea, Singapore and more.

“Even better than the legal concepts 
that I learned studying abroad” — he took 
World Trade Law and Transnational Le-
gal Theory on CTLS — was the cultural 
interaction he gleaned from living and 
working with attorneys and law students 
from different cultures.

On the fun side, Davis remembers 
playing pickup soccer games with London-
ers — “they were surprised that I knew 
how to play” — and a classmate from Bra-
zil, as well as an election night party with 
CTLS classmates around the world when 
Barack Obama was elected president. 
From London, Davis worked to get tickets 
to the inauguration for when he returned 
to Washington, D.C.

“Working in Silicon Valley, I had also 
worked in industry with people from 
different backgrounds and countries and 
cultures,” he says. “But it was helpful 
to study with people [from around the 
world], get to know them, and learn a little 
bit more of  their background, their ways 
of  thinking.”

Elena Corcione, a 2011 CTLS alumna 
of  the University of  Turin who participat-
ed in the London symposium, describes 
the program as an amazing student expe-
rience that does not really end. “It does 
not matter whether you are struggling with 
your latest academic article or working in 
a law firm, there will always be that mo-
ment in which what you learned at CTLS 
will come up and give you a hint,” she 
says. “And notwithstanding exciting profes-
sional careers, wife, husband, children 
[later on], you will find your CTLS friends 
10 years later — and understand nothing 
has changed.”

Photo Credit: Dolly Clew, CTLS/Georgetown Law.
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Matthew Karanian (LL.M.’01) 
has written a historical guide 
to the ancient homeland of the 
Armenian nation that combines 
text, photography and modern 
and archival maps. The Armenian 
Highland: Western Armenia and 
the First Armenian Republic of 
1918 (Stone Garden Press, April 
2019) celebrates the culture and 
history of the Armenian nation, 
and introduces the reader to the 
artifacts still present today, a 
hundred years after the genocide 
and the expulsion of most of the 
Armenians on these ancestral 
lands. The field research and col-
or photography are the product 
of the author’s travels throughout 
the lands of the Armenian High-
land from 1997 through 2018. Samantha Turian Vamos (L’89) 

is the author of a bilingual chil-
dren’s picture book, The Piñata 
That The Farm Maiden Hung 
(Charlesbridge, 2019), illustrated 
by Sebastià Serra. Borrowing 
the style of “The House That 
Jack Built,” the story features a 
farm maiden, farmer, farm boy 
and four farm animals that work 
together to craft a piñata for a 

T. Leigh Anenson (LL.M.’69), 
professor of business law at the 
University of Maryland Smith 
School of Business, has pub-
lished Judging Equity: The Fusion 
of Unclean Hands in U.S. Law 
(Cambridge University Press, 
November 2018). In the book, 
Anenson analyzes the scope 
of judicial authority and discre-
tion to recognize the equitable 
doctrine of unclean hands as a 
bar to actions seeking damages 
in the United States. Bringing 
an American perspective to the 
contentious conversation about 
law-equity fusion in other com-
mon law countries, Anenson has 
authored a groundbreaking work 
that clarifies conflicting case law 
and advances the idea of a princi-
pled fusion of law and equity.

The second edition of Intellectual 
Property for Maryland Business 
and Litigation Lawyers: What 
You Need to Know But Didn’t 
Know to Ask, edited by James 
B. Astrachan (LL.M.’78), is now 

being the chair or president of 
a nonprofit board of directors 
and provides best practices and 
real advice for nonprofit board 
leaders. The founder of Fridman 
Strategies, a consulting firm fo-
cusing on on strategic planning, 
governance, financial resource 
development and leadership 
coaching, Fridman is also author 
of On Board: What Current and 
Aspiring Board Members Must 
Know About Nonprofits.

Mike Cohen (L’69), author of 
the novel Rivertown Heroes, 
has published a short story 
collection titled The Three of Us 
(Adelaide Books, August 2018). 
The 11 stories include “Lunch in 
the Courtyard” published in The 
Umbrella Factory Magazine in 
June 2018. The story is set at the 
old site of Georgetown Law at 
5th and E streets.

ALUMNI AUTHORS
available through the Maryland 
Bar Association. The new edition 
is thoroughly updated and covers 
patent, copyright, trade secrets, 
right of privacy (publicity) and 
trademark law. Astrachan is a 
founding principal at Astrachan 
Gunst Thomas in Baltimore and has 
taught intellectual property law as 
an adjunct professor since 1979.

Mike Kowis (LL.M.’96) has 
published Smart Marketing for 
Indie Authors: How I Sold my 
First 1,563 Books and Count-
ing! (Lecture PRO Publishing, 
November 2018). In this guide 
for independently published 
authors, Kowis shares his proven 
book-selling formula and explains 
the marketing tactics (both the 
good and bad) that he used to 
sell over 1,500 books within the 
first two years of being an indie 
author. For more information, 
visit www.mikekowis.com.

Nanette Fridman (MPP’97, L’00) 
has recently published Holding 
the Gavel: What Nonprofit Board 
Leaders Need to Know (Fridman 
Strategies, March 2019). In the 
book, Fridman lifts the veil on 
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surprise birthday celebration. 
As the cumulative verse builds, 
key English words change to 
Spanish. Back matter includes 
piñata-making instructions, a 
glossary and definitions. Publish-
ers Weekly writes: “Energetic 
verse and whimsical art create an 
entertaining offering and show a 
loving celebration.” 

Bestselling author Wendy Walk-
er (L’94) has written a new novel 
of suspense, The Night Before 
(St. Martin’s Press, May 2019), 
which Goodreads has named 
the “Most Anticipated Mystery 
& Thriller Title for Spring.” When 
her troubled sister Laura Lochner 
disappears after an internet date, 
Rosie Ferro fears the worst. Her 
search leads both sisters to un-
cover long-buried secrets. Author 
Aimee Molloy writes: “Tightly 
coiled and perfectly plotted, The 
Night Before is a wonderfully 
tense and extremely pleasurable 
read. …Wendy Walker lures us in 
with a gathering sense of dread, 
proving once again that she is 
among the most talented and 
fearless writers at work today.” 

Board of Visitors

Georgetown Law’s Board of Visitors met in Washington, D.C., in November. Top: Judge 

M. Margaret McKeown (L’75, H’05), Dean William M. Treanor, Michael Jones (L’85), Leslie 

M. Turner (L’85). Bottom: Metta Krach (L’01), Louis Briskman (L’73).
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James Veillette (L’88), 1L Emily Veillette (L‘21) and Susan Veillette celebrate Reunion 2018.
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1970
Alan H. Goodman, a partner 
in the New Orleans office of 
Breazeale, Sachse & Wilson, has 
been named to the 2019 edition 
of Louisiana Super Lawyers in 
the area of Business Litigation. 
Goodman’s practice includes 
all areas of litigation, including 
complex commercial matters and 
class actions, as well as bank-
ruptcy matters.

1975
Washingtonian magazine has 
named Stanley P. Klein of Blank-
ingship & Keith in Fairfax, Va., to 
its list of “Top Lawyers” in the 
area of mediation. Klein became 
senior counsel at the firm in 2011 
and previously served nearly 18 
years as a judge of the Fairfax 
County Circuit Court. 

1976
Mark F. McCarthy (C’73), a 
partner with Tucker Ellis in the 
firm’s Cleveland office, has been 
named to the 2019 Ohio Super 
Lawyers list. McCarthy is a trial 
attorney focusing primarily in the 
areas of products liability, com-
mercial, medical malpractice, and 
intentional tort defense litigation. 
Since 1985, he has taught as an 
adjunct professor in Trial Tactics 
at the Case Western Reserve 
University School of Law. 

1979
Van R. Mayhall Jr. (LL.M.) has 
been named to the 2019 edition 
of Louisiana Super Lawyers in 
the area of Business & Corpo-
rate. Mayhall is a partner in the 
New Orleans office of Breazeale, 
Sachse & Wilson. 

1980
Hon. Sean J. McLaughlin (C’77), 
former judge for the U.S. District 
Court of the Western District of 
Pennsylvania, has returned to 
practice at Knox Law. He will 
focus on alternative dispute 
resolution, including media-
tion, arbitration and early neutral 

evaluation in both federal and 
state courts. McLaughlin served 
on the bench from 1994 through 
2013, completing his tenure as 
chief judge. He subsequently 
served as general counsel of Erie 
Insurance Group, a Fortune 500 
company. 

1981
Richard Leveridge has joined 
the Washington, D.C., firm of 
Gilbert LLP as a partner. A litiga-
tor with more than 35 years of 
experience, Leveridge’s practice 
focuses on serving corporate 
clients who suffered business 
injuries as a result of illegal 
price-fixing cartels in the United 
States and abroad. 

Wayne Skigen has joined 
Tressler LLP as a partner in its 
new St. Louis Metro office and 
will practice in the area of busi-
ness litigation, representing plain-
tiffs and defendants in matters 
including acquisitions, business 
divorces, employment claims, 
real estate transactions, fiduciary 
duties, and officer and director 
liability.

1985
Stephen Hoke of Chicago-based 
Hoke LLC is a principal partner in 
the lead case listed by Law360 
as Insurance Cases to Watch 
in 2019. The firm, represent-
ing plaintiff Vanderbilt Minerals, 
obtained positive outcomes in 
the trial and appellate courts in 
the case, involving asbestos and 
talc insurance liabilities. It will 
represent the client on appeal 
before the Connecticut Supreme 
Court. The case is the most com-
plex civil action in Connecticut 
history. 

1986
Timothy L. Fields has been 
elected president of Modrall 
Sperling. A member of the New 
Mexico–based firm since 1986, 
he most recently served as vice 
president. He has also headed 
the firm’s litigation department, 
where his focus is on com-
plex civil litigation. He has been 

retained to represent a variety 
of businesses and individu-
als, health care providers, and 
insurance carriers in significant 
lawsuits and litigation-related 
matters. 

1987
Former treasurer of the State of 
California John Chiang recently 
joined Ideal Legal Group Inc., 
a Los Angeles-based law firm 
specializing in workers’ compen-
sation, family law, immigration, 
and labor and employment mat-
ters. As of counsel, he advises 
the firm on civil litigation and 
settlement processes related to 
division of property and financial 
matters. Chiang served as state 
treasurer from 2014 to 2019, and 
as state controller from 2007 to 
2014.

Earl DeBrine, who joined New 
Mexico–based Modrall Sperling 
in 1987, has served as the firm’s 
secretary-treasurer since 2016 
and is current chair of its Oil and 
Gas Practice Group. DeBrine also 
serves on the advisory board of 
the Institute for Energy Law. 

1988
The National Law Journal has 
selected Nancy Victory (L’88), 
co-chair of DLA Piper’s global 
Telecom practice, as a 2019 Intel-
lectual Property Trailblazer. The 
editors recognized her experi-
ence at the forefront of regula-
tion of the telecom industry and 
her role in working to secure 
regulatory approval of ground-
breaking transactions, including 

The Constitutional Accountability Center in Washington, D.C., 

honored Shirley Ann Higuchi (L’84) as part of the CAC’s 10th 

anniversary this past fall, alongside former Attorney General 

Loretta Lynch and civil rights activist Brittany Packnett. Higuchi 

serves as chair of the board of directors for the Heart Mountain 

Wyoming Foundation. As Japanese-Americans, Higuchi’s parents 

were both detained at Heart Mountain during World War II. Photo 

Credt: Bryan Smyer.

Recognitions
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Jeffrey E. Richardson has earned 
the designation of Appellate 
Practice Specialist, certified by 
the Louisiana Board of Legal Spe-
cialization. He is one of only nine 
attorneys in Louisiana with that 
certification. Jeff has practiced 
law in the New Orleans office of 
Adams and Reese for 25 years.

1995
Eric Fersht has become a visiting 
scholar and lecturer in Interna-
tional Law at the University of 
California–Davis School of Law 
following 24 years in the federal 
government as an international 
attorney.

After a career in public service, 
primarily in Washington, D.C., 
Peter Schleck has embarked 
on a second career as man-
ager of Penobscot County Court 
Operations for the Maine Judi-
cial Branch. In this capacity, he 
serves as the clerk of court for 
the Penobscot County Superior 
Court, as well as area district 
courts. 

1999
David Greenberger, a partner 
at Bailey Duquette in New York 
City, has been appointed to the 
American Arbitration Association 
(AAA) Roster of Arbitrators for 
both commercial and employ-
ment disputes. The AAA is one of 
the world’s leading organizations 
in the field of alternative dispute 
resolution. 

2001
Ralph Winnie (LL.M.) recently 
appeared on the Chinese tele-
vision program “The Point” 
discussing the topic “Is China’s 
economy in trouble?”.

2003
David N. Cinotti has been 
named a partner at Pashman 
Stein Walder Hayden in Hacken-
sack, N.J. He focuses his practice 
on commercial litigation, interna-
tional and domestic arbitration, 
and appellate litigation. Cinotti 
joined Pashman Stein in 2017 
and was previously a counsel at 
Venable LLP.

May Tal Gongolevsky (LL.M.) 
was recently promoted to partner 
at BakerHostetler, where she 
practices in the firm’s New York 
office. May Tal counsels clients 
on issues relating to electronic 
discovery, data privacy, software 
licensing, and general law and 
technology issues. 

2005
Dennis G. Craythorn (MSFS ’91) 
has been promoted to partner at 
Latham & Watkins. A member of 
the Public Company Represen-
tation Practice in the Corporate 
Department of the firm’s New 
York office, Craythorn advises 
public companies across indus-
tries on corporate, securities 
and governance issues. Prior 
to practicing law, Mr. Craythorn 
worked for several years at the 
White House Office of Manage-
ment and Budget (OMB) on inter-
national trade and investment 
issues.

Carter Ledyard & Millburn of 
New York City has named Judith 

Wallace managing partner of 
the firm. Wallace practices in the 
areas of art law, environmental 
law, litigation and energy project 
development and finance. Her 
practice includes representing cli-
ents in matters of art ownership, 
authenticity, authorship, con-
signment and sales, foundation 
governance and other art-related 
matters. 

Jovana Vujovic has been pro-
moted to counsel at Robinson 
+ Cole. A member of the firm’s 
Health and Benefits Litigation 
Team in the New York office, she 
handles disputes related to group 
welfare benefits, the Employee 
Retirement Income Security Act 
(ERISA), health insurance, disabil-
ity insurance, and life insurance 
coverage. She also represents 
leading insurance companies 
and health care providers in all 
aspects of health care litigation.

2006
Aresh Homayoun has been 
elected partner at Morris, Man-
ning & Martin in its Washington, 
D.C., office. Homayoun, who 
joined the firm in 2017 as part 
of its expanding D.C. practice, 
focuses on federal income tax-
ation issues for businesses. He 
also represents taxpayers in tax 
controversy work, and IRS prac-
tice and procedure matters.

Karen Phillips, senior counsel of 
the New Jersey–based law firm 
Norris McLaughlin, presented a 
guest lecture for law students in 
the University of Michigan Law 
School’s Entrepreneurship Clinic 
in November. Her lecture cov-
ered the most common forms of 
equity compensation utilized by 
early stage startup companies 
and the applicable tax and securi-
ties law considerations. 

Katea Ravega has rejoined the 
firm of Quarles & Brady as a 
partner and Indianapolis office 
chair of the firm’s Health & Life 
Sciences practice group. Ravega 
was a long-time attorney with 
the firm before going in-house to 
work for a Silicon Valley–based 
app company. She focuses her 
practice on technology, innova-
tive business models, regulatory 
compliance and contracting.  

T-Mobile’s merger with Sprint. 
She has also been named a 
Law360 MVP for her work on the 
merger. 

1991
James “Jimmy” Adams II has 
been recognized in the 2019 
edition of North Carolina Super 
Lawyers in the area of business 
litigation. Adams is a partner in 
the Greensboro, N.C., office of 
Brooks Pierce.

1994
Nigel Greene, a partner in Rawle 
& Henderson LLP’s Philadelphia 
office, was a faculty member 
for a Pennsylvania Bar Institute 
(PBI) seminar on “Truck Accident 
Litigation” in February. Greene 
focuses his practice on the 
defense of commercial motor 
vehicle companies and their 
insurers, municipalities, commer-
cial general liability, and premises 
liability matters. 

Across Classes
Glenna Macgregor (L’05) and Arthur Traldi (L’06) were featured in 

a documentary, The Trial of Ratko Mladic, which aired on the PBS 

program “Frontline” in March. Macgregor and Traldi both served 

on the prosecution team in the trial, which took place at The 

Hague. Mladic was convicted of war crimes in the Yugoslav wars, 

including the siege of Sarajevo and the Srebrenica massacre. 
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2007
Kramer Levin Naftalis & Frankel 
has promoted Joseph Shifer to 
special counsel. Shifer is based 
in the firm’s New York City office 
and is a member of its Bank-
ruptcy and Restructuring practice. 
His experience includes advising 
clients in complex Chapter 11 
cases and out-of-court restructur-
ings. Shifer also advises financial 
institutions and various other 
investors regarding investments 
in distressed companies. 

2008
Jason Daniels, a member of 
the Litigation & Trial Department 
at Latham & Watkins, has been 
promoted to counsel. Resident 
in the firm’s San Francisco office, 
Daniels concentrates his prac-
tice on antitrust and competition 
matters, assisting clients across 
diverse industry sectors in clear-
ing complex mergers, responding 
to government investigations and 
litigating disputes through trial. 

Michael M. Ettannani, a member 
of the Corporate Department 
in the Paris office of Latham & 
Watkins, has been promoted to 
counsel. He focuses his practice 
on international capital markets 
matters, and has particular expe-
rience in IPOs and high yield debt 
offerings. He earned a postgrad-
uate degree in law and economic 
globalization from Sciences Po 
in 2007.

Elizabeth M. Richards has been 
promoted to partner at Latham 
& Watkins. Based in Washing-
ton, D.C., Richards is a member 
of the firm’s Healthcare & Life 
Sciences Practice. She advises 
clients with respect to regula-
tory and compliance matters 
involving the U.S Food and Drug 
Administration at all stages of the 
biotechnology product life cycle. 
She completed the JD/MPH joint 
degree program, earning her 
master’s in public health from 
the Johns Hopkins Bloomberg 
School of Public Health. 

2009
Brett Covington has been 
elected partner at Hollingsworth 

LLP in Washington, D.C. He 
practices in the firm’s Complex 
Litigation, Toxic Torts & Prod-
ucts Liability, and Investigation/
White Collar practice groups.  
His experience spans all phases 
of litigation leading up to trial in 
both federal district court and on 
appeal.  

Raymond G. Lahoud presented 
“The Intersections of Immigra-
tion Law and the Real Estate 
Industry” for members of Keller 
Williams Realty. Lahoud is a 
member of Norris McLaughlin, 
P.A. in the firm’s Bridgewater, 
N.J., office and chair of its immi-
gration law practice. 

Matthew B. Schneider has been 
elected partner at Latham & Wat-
kins in the firm’s London office. 
He is a member of the Corporate 
Department who focuses his 
practice on international capital 
markets transactions and securi-
ties regulation. 

Julia A. Thompson has been 
elected partner at Latham & Wat-
kins in the firm’s Washington, 

D.C., office. She is a member of 
the Corporate Department who 
focuses her practice on a range 
of securities regulation and com-
pany representation matters. 

Kansas City, Mo., office, Gardner 
has experience working on highly 
contested litigation matters for 
clients in a variety of industries, 
including finance, transportation 
and manufacturing. 

Zachary Lerner, a member of 
Locke Lord’s New York office, 
was recently elected partner. He 
maintains a general corporate 
practice with an emphasis on 
insurance and reinsurance regu-
latory and transactional matters. 

The Cystic Fibrosis Foundation 
has named Michal Meiler of 
Ver Ploeg & Lumpkin in Miami 
one of  “40 Under 40 Outstand-
ing Lawyers of South Florida.” A 
former assistant public defender 
in Miami-Dade County, Meiler 
focuses her trial practice in the 
areas of insurance coverage and 
bad faith litigation, representing 
both policyholders and injured 
claimants. 

Lawrence P. Natke of Schulte 
Roth & Zabel’s New York office 
has been promoted to special 
counsel. Natke practices in the 

Achievements

Bruce Friedrich (L’15), executive director of the Good Food Institute (GFI), was featured in a March 

12, 2019, profile in the New York Times. The article focused on his longtime activism leading up to the 

founding of GFI, which promotes investment in companies developing alternatives to factory-farmed 

animal products. Photo with former Agriculture Secretary Ann Veneman courtesy of Good Food 

Institute.

Kimberly Witherspoon, a share-
holder at Haynsworth Sinkler 
Boyd in Greenville, S.C., has 
been selected for the Liberty 
Fellows Class of 2020. She joins 
20 other leaders from South Car-
olina committed to the state’s 
progress. 

2010
Bradley Gardner has been 
elected a shareholder at Polsi-
nelli. A member of the firm’s 
Loan Enforcement practice in the 
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firm’s M&A and Securities Group, 
primarily in the areas of merg-
ers and acquisitions, alternative 
asset management transactional 
matters, leveraged buyouts and 
general corporate law matters.

Boris Pesin, a member of Den-
ton’s Intellectual Property & Tech-
nology practice, has been named 
counsel. Based in the firm’s 
Washington, D.C., office, Pesin 
focuses on patent preparation 
and prosecution, portfolio strat-
egy and IP due diligence. He has 
more than 12 years experience 
at the U.S. Patent and Trademark 
Office (USPTO), where he served 
as a supervisory patent examiner.

Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher recently 
elected Jeremy Robison to part-
ner. Robison’s practice, based in 
Washington, D.C., focuses on 
antitrust and white-collar criminal 
defense matters, including litiga-
tion, internal investigations, and 
regulatory enforcement actions.

John M. Kalas has been named 
a partner at Hollingsworth LLP in 
Washington, D.C. He practices 
in the firm’s Complex Litigation, 
Environmental, Pharmaceuti-
cal Products, and Toxic Torts & 
Products Liability groups. Cur-
rently, he is part of the defense 
team representing an agricultural 
company in litigation centralized 
before the United States District 
Court for the Northern District of 
California.

2011
Ryan D. Houck has been pro-
moted to partner at the trust 
and estate litigation firm Sacks, 
Glazier, Franklin & Lodise of Los 
Angeles. He is a trial lawyer prac-
ticing in the area of trust, estate 
and conservatorship litigation.  

2014
Lamiya Rahman (F’08) has 
joined the Washington, D.C., 
office of Blank Rome as an 
associate in the Energy group. 
Rahman represents energy com-
panies and financial institutions 
before government agencies in a 
variety of regulatory and litigation 
matters. 

2016
Leslie Paluch has joined YWCA 
Evanston/North Shore, located in 
the Chicago metro region, in the 
role of policy and advocacy man-
ager. She previously served as a 
fellow focusing on justice reform 
at the Leadership Conference on 
Civil and Human Rights in Wash-
ington, D.C.

2017
Libby Bloxom has joined Win-
stead PC as an associate in the 
Dallas office. A member of the 
firm’s Corporate Commercial 
Outsourcing and Transactions 
group, Bloxom focuses interna-
tional corporate and transactional 
matters in the aviation, maritime 
and transportation industries. 

2018
Tyler Gilliam (LL.M.), an associ-
ate at Haynsworth Sinkler Boyd 
in Charleston, S.C., recently 
graduated from Charleston Metro 
Chamber of Commerce’s Lead-
ership Discovery. Gilliam focuses 
his practice on business and 
real estate tax planning, with an 
emphasis on limited liability com-
panies and partnerships. 

Danielle Scalise has joined 
Eckert Seamans as an associ-
ate in the Pittsburgh office. She 
focuses her practice on a wide 
range of corporate and transac-
tional matters within the firm’s 
Business Division. 

Carlin Wright is an associate at 
Porter Wright in the firm’s Colum-
bus office. A member of the Cor-
porate Department, she focuses 
her practice in real estate, bank-
ing and finance, concentrating 
primarily on commercial leasing 
and real estate–related purchase 
and sale transactions. 
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In Memoriam

U.S. Rep. John D. Dingell Jr. (C’49, L’52), Longest 
Serving Member of Congress, Dies at 92

Representative John D. Dingell Jr. (C’49, L’52) passed away on February 7 at the age of 

92. A veteran of World War II, Dingell was the longest-serving member of Congress in 

American history, representing his Michigan district from 1955 to 2015. He succeeded his 

father, John Dingell Sr., who died in office. 

“We remember Congressman Dingell not only for his longevity of service, but for the 

exemplary way in which he fulfilled his duties as a representative of the American 

people, and for his unwavering commitment to our nation — as a citizen, a legislator, 

and as a veteran,” said Georgetown University President John J. DeGioia. “His integrity, 

leadership, and dedication to serving others represents the very best of our tradition at 

Georgetown. We offer our sincerest condolences to Congresswoman Debbie Dingell and 

the Dingell family as we mourn the loss of this extraordinary individual.”

Dingell was especially proud of his work on health care. His father had introduced 

the first national health insurance bill in 1943, and he took on his father’s mission. He 

repeatedly introduced bills to create a health insurance program for older adults. When 

the Medicare bill finally passed in 1965, Dingell was given the honor of presiding over the 

House. He also was instrumental in the passage of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Clean 

Water Act of 1972, the Clean Air Act of 1990, and the Affordable Care Act, among others. 

In 2014, President Barack Obama presented Dingell with the Presidential Medal of 

Freedom. The previous year, Georgetown Law had honored him with the Robert F. Drinan, 

S.J. Law Alumni Public Service Award. On the day following his death, the Washington 
Post published Dingell’s valedictory op-ed “My last words for America.” He wrote: 

“In democratic government, elected officials do not have power. They hold power — in 

trust for the people who elected them.”
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The Sports Lawyers Association presented 

George Cohen (L’60) with the 2018 

Michael Weiner Sports Lawyers Award of 

Excellence, the highest honor bestowed 

by the association. During his 40-year 

tenure at the Washington, D.C., law firm of 

Bredhoff & Kaiser, his clients included the 

Major League Baseball Players Association 

and the National Basketball Players 

Association, as well as other prominent 

labor organizations. 

Richard S. Gannon (LL.M.’97) was recently 

appointed chairman of the Board of 

Overseers for the Seton Hall University 

School of Diplomacy and International 

Relations. Gannon is founder and a 

managing director of GTB Partners, a 

political consulting firm, and directs the 

firm’s international affairs practice. 

Michael A. Olivas (L’81) was honored with the 2018 AALS Triennial Award for Lifetime 

Service to Legal Education and to the Law at the 2019 AALS annual meeting in January. 

Olivas was the first Georgetown Law graduate to serve as president of the AALS and the 

first to receive this award. An expert on immigration and higher education law, Olivas 

serves as the William B. Bates Distinguished Chair in Law at the University of Houston 

Law Center and Director of the Institute for Higher Education Law and Governance at 

UH. “It’s the students that matter,” Olivas said in an interview with the AALS. “I’ve had 

about 20 become general counsels, college presidents or federal judges—I’ve had such 

spectacular students. It’s a side benefit that every law professor relishes, and I’ve been 

lucky to have more than most.” Olivas will retire to Santa Fe, New Mexico, later this year. 

Known as the “Rock and Roll Law Professor,” he hosts a weekly radio show on KANW in 

Albuquerque that gives five-minute lessons on the law and its relationship to music and 

entertainment.

Awards, Recognitions and Appointments

Gov. Jay Inslee of Washington State has 

appointed Michael K. Ryan (L’01) to the 

King County Superior Court, which is the 

busiest trial court in the state and serves 

Washington’s largest county.

Bender Jewish Community Center 

of Greater Washington honored Jeff 

Schwaber (L’88) with the Benjamin 

Ourisman Memorial Award for Civic 

Achievement. Schwaber is managing 

partner at Stein Sperling Bennett De Jong 

Driscoll in Rockville, Md.

Scott Singer (L’03) was elected as the 35th 

mayor of Boca Raton, Fla., in August 2018, 

garnering 63 percent of the vote in a three-

way race. His current term runs through 

March 2020. He has also expanded his 

law practice to include serving as a 

commercial mediator.  

Warren N. Weaver (C’79, L’82) has become 

a fellow of the American College of 

Trial Lawyers, one of the premier legal 

associations in North America. He is a 

partner at Whiteford Taylor & Preston in 

Baltimore, where he has been practicing 

for more than 30 years.

Beverly J. Wik (L’81) received the Daniel 

L. Herrmann Professional Conduct Award 

from the Delaware State Bar Association in 

December. Herrmann, the late chief justice 

of the Delaware Supreme Court, spoke at 

Wik’s Georgetown Law commencement 

ceremony.

The Pima County, Ariz., Board of 

Supervisors has appointed Kendrick 

Wilson (L’08) as a justice of the peace. He 

most recently served as a prosecutor for 

the Pascua Yaqui Tribe, winning the tribal 

nation’s first jury trial conviction of a non-

tribal member in 2017. 

Julia Garrison (L’17) was named the new 

David and Mickey Bazelon Fellow by 

the the Judge David L Bazelon Center 

for Mental Health Law, a national legal 

advocacy organization advancing the 

rights of people with mental disabilities. 

She previously served as legislative 

assistant for Rep. Jim Cooper (D-Tenn.).

The Securities and Exchange Commission 

has named Martha Legg Miller (L’12) the 

first Advocate for Small Business Capital 

Formation. The new position and office 

were created pursuant to the bipartisan 

SEC Small Business Advocate Act of 

2016. Miller formerly served as a partner 

with the firm of Balch & Bingham LLP in 

Birmingham, Ala.
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