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Students rally to protest a plethora of evils plaguing Harvard.

LSC Elections Follow
Soviet Model, Again

==

By Klaus Hamm

For the second time in three
vears, a lack of challengers
forced the cancellation of elec-
tions for the Law School
Council’s (LSC) top three posts.

The LSC’s incoming president,
vice president and treasurer each
secured their new positions with-
out a contest last Friday, when
the deadline to register as a can-
didate passed without attracting
more than one aspirant for each
position. As a result, the election,
scheduled for this week, was not
necessary and did not take place.

On April 1, Manoj Mate "00
will take over as president of the
Law School Council, Ashley Mor-
gan '00 as vice president and Jay
Munir '01 as treasurer. Each
newly elected officer currently
sits on the LSC. The three incom-
ing officers had planned to run
on a single ticket.

Mate, who lost a bid for the
presidency in a three-candidate

race last vear, felt relief at not
having to face a challenger.

“l can’'t say 1 was disap-
pointed,” he said. “The campaign
I ran last year was the introduc-
tion. I'm glad I didn't have to do
it again.”

Anyv member of the first- or
second-year classes could have
run for the offices. Notices en-
couraging students to run ap-
peared in the Adviser, in the
RECORD and in an all-campus
e-mail. Last yvear, three candi-
dates vied for the presidency,
while only one person ran for the
vice presidency and one for trea-
surer. In 1997, like this year,
each of the three positions at-
tracted only one candidate.

Both Mate and outgoing LSC
president Dan Fridman 99 at-
tributed the lack of interest in
the student government posi-
tions to satisfaction with the
LSC’s performance.

“I think 1t shows that the stu-

Please see MATE, p. 4

L Fight the Power(ful)!

HLS Students Rally Against Unfair Wages, Rapists, Sweatshops

By Stephen Scali

The steps of Memorial Church
hosted the University-wide, self-
proclaimed Rally for Justice at
Harvard this week, in which stu-
dents took aim at unfair wages,
sex offenders and sweatshops.

The Rally's orgamzers distrib-
uted a two-page information
sheet at the Rally, demanding “a
strong code ensuring that
Harvard-licensed products will
no longer be manufactured un-
der sweatshop conditions; a liv-
ing wage of $10 an hour for all
University employees; and that

the University make substantial
improvements in both preventa-
tive and support resources for
sexual violence on campus.”

The Rally included speeches
from members of the Anti-Sweat
Campaign, Living Wage Cam-
paign, and the Coalition Against
Sexual Violence.

The event's 2:30 p.m. kickoff

coincided with the biannual
meeting of the Faculty of Arts
and Sciences held concurrently
at University Hall. One of the
topics of discussion was the pun-
1Ishment to be meted out to
Harvard College student D,
Drew Douglas, who was con-

victed of sexual assault last year.

Douglas has been ordered un-
der house arrest since his highly-
publicized conviction. Organiz-
ers hoped the Rally would help
persuade the administration to
dismiss him, whieh it did.

One of the women who intro-
duced the main speakers sum-
marized the feeling of the rally
when she said “we are dcter-
mined to be heard and are here
to show that we are strong and
determined to be heard on this
campus.”

Youths banged on drums and

Please see RALLY, p. 6

Justice Harry Andrew

Black_mun ’32 Dead at 90

By Ben Lehrer

Retired Supreme Court Jus-
tice Harry A. Blackmun '32
passed away last Thursday at
the age of 90.

Blackmun's 24-year tenure on
the high court was marked by a
gradual shift from cautious con-
servatism to compassionate lib-
eralism. He will be best remem-
bered as the author of Roe v.
Wade, the controversial 1973
case that pronounced constitu-
tional a woman’s right to have an
abortion.

“Justice Harry Blackmun was
a dear friend to so many of us
here at Harvard Law School,”
said Prof. Charles Ogletree "78.

By Justin Herdman

Designed to supply society
with courtroom warriors well-
equipped to subject legal sys-
tems to the most penetrating
light of truth, Harvard Law
School possesses a body nearly
resistant to
such an inquiry.
In an ironic
twist of bureau-
cratic fate, the
Administrative Board, which
serves as the school’s internal
disciplinary tribunal, is a mys-
tery to most Harvard Law
School students.

Ad Board members force-
feed questioners with a litany
of sugar-coated, evasive an-
swers that fail to answer a fun-
| damental question: How does
| the student body evaluate a
committee that holds consid-
erable sway over their careers
and academic integrity?

The Board consists of eight
voting members, three of
whom are faculty Lloyd

Weinreb 62, Arthur Miller '58,
and Christine Desan. Two ad-
ministrators complement the
staff representation — Office of
Career Serviees (OCS) Director
Sally Donahue and Registrar
Stephen Kane.

Three student representatives,
one from each class, uphold stu-

RECORD Feature

dent interests. The 1L Ad Board
Representative, Barbara Grayson
'01, provided assurance that they
are not arbitrarily selected.

The procedure which culmi-
nated in Grayson’s appointment
began with an initial application
that was approved by the Law
Student Council, then forwarded
to Dean of Students Suzanne
Richardson. A final round of in-
terviews was held with Dean
Richardson and the two senior
members of the Ad Board.

Certainly this process, which
may come as surprisingly ex-

Where the Sun Don’t Shine
HLS Ad Board Shrouded in Secrecy, Silence

haustive to some students, is
designed to select student
members of the Ad Board who
demonstrate resolve and deci-
sion-making skills. In speak-
ing with Grayson, it is appar-
ent that the student
representatives are articulate,
confident students, able to
stand their
ground on im-
portant 1ssues.
“When [ was
interviewed,
there was a
[hypothetical] question where
students on the Ad Board were
pressured to vote in a certain
way,” said Grayson, “I was
asked if I could handle it.”
She answered in the affirma-
tive, of course, and got the job.
The fact remains, however,
that notwithstanding a few ex-
ceptional cases, the Ad Board's
closed door meetings are not for
public consumption. Other than
the three student representa-
tives, the only student that typi-

Please see BOARD, p. 4
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Courtesy HLS Mews Office

Prof. Charles Ogletree and Harry Blackmun during the

Justice's 1994 visit to the Law School.

“His passing is an enormous loss
for the legal profession.”

Prof. Alan Dershowitz called
Blackmun “a humble and mod-
est man, a great justice whose
opinions will be long remem-
bered.

“He studied and learned and
changed his mind all through his
life,” said Dershowitz. “Few jus-
tices in our history have grown
so much during their tenure on
the Court.”

Blackmun died from complica-
tions following a hip-replace-
ment surgery performed nine
days earlier.

The Justice’s ashes were in-
terred in Arlington National
Cemetery on Tuesday. In classic
Blackmun modesty and humor,
the ashes were driven there in a
blue Volkswagen Bug.

The Third Man

Blackmun was nominated by
President Richard M. Nixon to
fill the seat vacated when Jus-
tice Abe Fortas withdrew his
candidacy for Chief Justice and
resigned from the Court follow-
ing revelations of financial 1m-
proprieties.

Blackmun was Nixon's third
choice to fill the vacant seat. His
first choice, Clement F.

Haynesworth Jr. '36, was re-
jected by the Senate 55-45 over
his failure to recuse himself 1n
two cases he sat on while on the

Eighth Circuit involving subsid-
iaries of companies he owned
stock in.

Nixon's second nominee, G.
Harrold Carswell, was rejected
51-45, largely due to his role in

Please see BLACKMUN, p. 3
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Excerpts from Notable Opinions by Justice Blackmun

f B R

Furman v. Georgia (1972) (dissent)

Cases such as these provide for me an
excruciating agony of the spirit. | yield to no
one in the depth of my distaste, antipathy,
and, indeed, abhorrence, for the death pen-
alty, with all its aspects of physical distress
and fear and of moral judgment exercised
by finite minds. That distaste is buttressed
by a belief that capital punishment serves
no useful purpose that can be demonstrated.
For me., it violates childhood's training and
life’s experiences,and is not compatible with
the philosophical convictions | have been able
to develop. It is antagonistic to any sense of
‘reverence for life.

Were | a legislator, | would vote against
the death penalty for the policy reasons ar-
gued by counsel for the respective petition-
ers and expressed and adopted in the sev-
eral opinions filed by the Justices who vote
to reverse these judgments.

... Jo reverse the judgments in these cases
is, of course, the easy choice. It is easier to
strike the balance in favor of life and against
death. It is comforting to relax in the thoughts
— perhaps the rationalizations — that this is
the compassionate decision for a maturing
society; that this is the moral and the ‘right’
thing to do; that thereby we convince our-
selves that we are moving down the road
toward human decency;that we value life even
though that life has taken another or others
or has grievously scarred another or others
and their families; and that we are less bar-
baric than we were in 1879, 0r in 1890, 0r in
1910, or in 1947, or in 1958, or in 1963, or a
year ago, in 1971, when Wilkerson, Kemmler,
Weems, Francis, Trop, Rudolph, and McGautha
were respectively decided.

This, for me,is good argument, and it makes
some sense. But it is good argument and it
makes sense only in a legislative and execu-
tive way and not as a judicial expedient.

As | have said above, were | a legislator, |
would do all | could to sponsor and to vote
for legislation abolishing the death penalty.
And were | the chief executive of a sover-
eign State, | would be sorely tempted to
exercise executive clemency as Governor
Rockefeller of Arkansas did recently just
before he departed from office. There — on
the Legislative Branch of the State or Fed-
eral Government,and secondarily, on the Ex-
ecutive Branch — is where the authority and
responsibility for this kind of action lies. The
authority should not be taken over by the
judiciary in the modern guise of an Eighth
Amendment issue.

| do not sit on these cases, however, as a
legislator, responsive, at least in part, to the
will of constituents. Our task here, as must

so frequently be emphasized and re-empha- |

sized, is to pass upon the constitutionality
of legislation that has been enacted and that
is challenged. This is the sole task for judges.
We should not allow our personal prefer-
ences as to the wisdom of legislative and
congressional action, or our distaste for such
action, to guide our judicial decision in cases
such as these.The temptations to cross that
policy line are very great. In fact, as today's
decision reveals, they are almost irresistible.

...Although personally | may rejoice at the
Court’s result, | find it difficult to accept or
to justify as a matter of history, of law. or of
constitutional pronouncement. | fear the

Court has overstepped. It has sought and |

has achieved an end.

Death F'rnall]rl

Roe v.Wade (1273)

rl Abortion I

The Court has recognized that a right of personal privacy, or a guarantee of certain areas
or zones of privacy, does exist under the Constitution... This right of privacy, whether it be
| founded in the |4th Amendment’s concept of personal liberty, as'we feel it is, or, as the

District Court determined, in the Ninth Amendment’s reservation of rights to the people.is
broad enough to encompass a woman's decision whether or not to terminate her pregnancy.
The detriment that the State would impose upon the pregnant woman by der.ying this choice

altogether is apparent.

Bowers v. Hardwick (1986) dissent

This case is no more about “a fundamental
right to engage in homosexual sodomy” [than
Stanley] was about a fundamental right to
watch obscene movies. Rather, this case is
about “the most comprehensive of rights and
the right most valued by civilized men,” namely,
“the right to be letalone.” ... If that right means
anything, it means that, before Georgia can
prosecute its citizens for making choices
about the most intimate aspects of their lives,
it must do more than assert that the choice
they have made is an "abominable crime not
fit to be named among Christians.”

.."We protect [traditional family rights] not
because they contribute, in some direct and

material way, to the general public welfare, but
because they form so central a part of an
individual’s life. Only the most willful blindness
could obscure the fact that sexual intimacy is
“a sensitive, key relationship of human exist-
ence, central to family life, community welfare,
and the development of human personality”
[ The] fact that individuals define themselves in
a significant way through their intimate sexual
relationships with others suggests, in a Nation
as diverse as ours, that there may be many
“right” ways of conducting those relationships,
and that much of the richness of a relationship
will come from the freedom an individual has
to choose the form and nature of these in-
tensely personal bonds.

1 Gay Rights I

]| Abortion I

Planned Parenthood of Southeastern
Pennsylvania v. Casey (1992) concurrence
[R]estrictions on abortion violate a
woman's right to privacy in two ways. First,
compelled continuation of a pregnancy in-
fringes upon a woman's right to bodily in-
tegrity by imposing substantial physical in-
trusions and significant risks of physical
harm. [Further,] when the State restricts
a woman's right to terminate her preg-
nancy, it deprives a woman of the right to
make her own decision about reproduc-
tion and family planning — critical life
choices that this Court long has deemed
central to the right of privacy...[By] re-
stricting the right to terminate pregnan-

cies, the State conscripts women’s bodies

into its service, forcing women to continue

McCleskey v. Zant (1991) dissent

The Court today sanctions the execution of a man despite his presentation of evidence that
establishes a constitutionally intolerable level of racially based discrimination leading to the
imposition of his death sentence. | am disappointed with the Court’s action not only because of
its denial of constitutional guarantees to petitioner McCleskey individually, but also because of
its departure from what seems to me to be well-developed constitutional jurisprudence.

... The Court today seems to give a new meaning to our recognition that death is different.
Rather than requiring a correspondingly greater degree of scrutiny of the capital sentencing de-
termination the Court relies on the very fact that this is a case involving capital punishment to

apply a lesser standard of scrutiny under the Equal Protection Clause.

...One of the final concerns discussed by the Court may be the most disturbing aspect of its
opinion. Granting relief to McCleskey in this case, it is said, could lead to further constitutional
challenges. That, of course, is no reason to deny McCleskey his rights under the Equal Protec-
tion Clause. If a grant of relief to him were to lead to a closer examination of the effects of
racial considerations throughout the criminal justice system, the system, and hence society,
might benefic. VWhere no such factors come into play, the integrity of the system is enhanced.
VWhere such considerations are shown to be significant, efforts can be made to eradicate their
impermissible influence and to ensure an evenhanded application of criminal sanctions.

...l do not believe acceptance of McCleskey's claim would eliminate capital punishment in
Georgia...[N]arrowing the class of death-eligible defendants is not too high a price to pay for a
death penalty system that does not discriminate on the basis of race. Moreover, the establishment
of guidelines for Assistant District Attorneys as to the appropriate basis for exercising their dis-
cretion at the various steps in the prosecution of a case would provide at least a measure of
consistency. The Court’s emphasis on the procedural safeguards in the system ignores the fact
that there are none whatsoever during the crucial process leading up to trial.

Death Penalty I

their pregnancies, suffer the pains of child-
birth,and in most instances, provide years
of maternal care.The State does not com-
pensate women for their services;instead,
it assumes that they owe this duty as a
matter of course.

..While there is much to be praised
about our democracy, our country since its
founding has recognized that there are cer-
tain fundamental liberties that are not to
be left to the whims of an election. A
woman's right to reproductive choice is one
of those fundamental liberties.

Accordingly, that liberty need not seek
refuge at the ballot box. In one sense, the
Court’s approach is worlds apart from that
of the Chief Justice and Justice 5Scalia. And
yet, in another sense, the distance between
the two approaches is short — the distance
is but a single vote. | am 83 years old. | can-
not remain on this Court forever, and when
| do step down, the confirmation process
for my sucessor well may focus on the is-
sue before us today. That, | regret, may be
exactly where the choice between the two
worlds will be made.

D

Callins v. Collins {1994) dissent

On February 23, 1994, at approximately 1:00 a.m., Bruce Edwin
Callins will be executed by the State of Texas. Intravenous tubes at-
tached to his arms will carry the instrument of death, a toxic fluid
designed specifically for the purpose of killing human beings. The wit-
nesses, standing a few feet away, will behold Callins, no longer a defen-
dant,an appellant, or a petitioner, but a man, strapped to a gurney, and
seconds away from extinction.

Within days, or perhaps hours, the memory of Callins will begin to
fade. The wheels of justice will churn again, and somewhere, another
jury or another judge will have the unenviable task of determining
whether some human being is to live or die. Ve hope, of course, that
the defendant whose life is at risk will be represented by competent
counsel — someone who is inspired by the awareness that a less than
vigorous defense truly could have fatal consequences for the defen-
dant.Vve hope that the attorney will investigate all aspects of the case,
follow all evidentiary and procedural rules, and appear before a judge
whao is still committed to the protection of defendants’ rights — even
now, as the prospect of meaningful judicial oversight has diminished. In
the same vein, we hope that the prosecution, in urging the penalcy of
death, will have exercised its discretion wisely, free from bias, preju-
dice, or political motive, and will be humbled, rather than emboldened,
by the awesome authority conferred by the State.

But even if we can feel confident that these actors will fulfill their
roles to the best of their human ability, our collective conscience will
remain uneasy. Twenty years have passed since this Court declared
that the death penalty must be imposed fairly, and with reasonable
consistency, or not at all, and, despite the effort of the States and
courts to devise legal formulas and procedural rules to meet this daunt-
ing challenge, the death penalty remains fraught with arbitrariness, dis-
crimination, caprice, and mistake...Experience has taught us that the
constitutional geal of eliminating arbitrariness and discrimination from
the administration of death, can never be achieved without compro-
mising an equally essential component of fundamental fairness — indi-
vidualized sentencing.

..From this day forward, | no longer shall tinker with the machinery
of death. For more than 20 years | have endeavored — indeed, | have
struggled — along with a majority of this Court, to develop proce-
dural and substantive rules that would lend more than the mere ap-
pearance of fairness to the death penalty endeavor. Rather, than con-

eath Penalty

tinue to coddle the Court’s delusion that the desired level of fairness has
been achieved and the need for regulation eviscerated, | feel morally and
intellectually obligated simply to concede that the death penalty experi-
ment has failed. It is virtually self-evident to me now that no combination
of procedural rules or substantive regulations ever can save the death
penalty from its inherent constitutional deficiencies. The basic question
— does the system accurately and consistently determine which defen-
dants “deserve” to die! — cannot be answered in the affirmative. It is not
simply that this Court has allowed vague aggravating circumstances to
be employed. The problem is that the inevitability of factual, legal, and
moral error gives us a system that we know must wrongly kill some
defendants, a system that fails to deliver the fair, consistent, and reliable
sentences of death required by the Constitution,

..[E]ven if the constitutional requirements of consistency and fairness
are theoretically reconcilable in the context of capital punishment, it is
clear that this Court is not prepared to meet the challenge. In apparent
frustration over its inability to strike an appropriate balance between the
Furman promise of consistency and the Lockett requirement of individu-
alized sentencing, the Court has retreated from the field, allowing rel-
evant mitigating evidence to be discarded, vague aggravating circumstances
to be employed, and providing no indication that the problem of race in
the administration of death will ever be addressed. In fact some Mem-
bers of the Court openly have acknowledged a willingness simply to pick
one of the competing constitutional commands and sacrifice the other.
These developments are troubling, as they ensure that death will con-
tinue to be meted out in this country arbitrarily and discriminatorily, and
without that "degree of respect due the uniqueness of the individual." In
my view, the proper course when faced with irreconcilable constitu-
tional commands is not to ignore one or the other, nor to pretend that
the dilemma does not exist, but to admit the futility of the effort to
harmonize them, This means accepting the fact that the death penalty
cannot be administered in accord with our Constitution.

..Perhaps one day this Court will develop procedural rules or verbal for-
mulas that actually will provide consistency, fairness, and reliability in a capital
sentencing scheme. | am not optimistic that such a day will come. | am more
optimistic, though, that this Court eventually will conclude that the effort to
eliminate arbitrariness while preserving fairnessin the infliction of [death] is
so plainly doomed to failure that it — and the death penalty — must be
abandoned altogether” | may not live to see. that day, but | have faith that .
eventually it will aprive. The pad‘tpl*l'bél:u‘;f[:l: ﬁ@schﬁﬁbnle‘s&emsutaﬂ‘ b
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Law School 1Ls Trade Speedos for Briefs

—

By Francesco Barbera

The Office of Career Services (OCS) has
added another tool students can use in
their search for the right career path. This
spring break, 1Ls will “shadow” Law
School alumni mentors in a wide array of
professional settings.

The program, co-sponsored by the
Harvard Law School Association, is de-
signed to offer students “the unique op-
portunity to meet alumni working in a
variety of legal jobs, and to shadow them
during a typical work week,” according to
the application materials distributed
among 1Ls in February.

The Spring Break Alumni Mentoring
Program was created “to help first year
students think carefully about all of the
incredible opportunities available to law
school graduates,” OCS Director Sally
Donahue said.

“The program gives students a chance
to explore career options, to ask questions
and take risks that may not otherwise be
possible,” she added. “Students can have
a mentor experience in a field they know

nothing about, rather than spend a sum-
mer exploring it."

According to Donahue, the program was
partially inspired by alumni who have
expressed interest in forging stronger ties
to Law School students. In December,
OCS solicited mentorships from about
25,000 alumni who graduated between
1948 and 1993. Approximately 170 alumni
responded with proposals.

Students applying for a mentoring po-
sition were required to submit a résumé
and a “statement of interest.” Students
could list up to five mentorship choices.
According to Donahue, 40 students ap-
plied, nearly all of whom have been placed
in their first or second choice positions.

“Of the placements, 19 are with attor-
neys in law firms, 10 are with judges, 2
are with environmental public interest
groups, one is with a U.S. Attorney’s of-
fice, and one with the Federal Communi-
cations Commission. The matches are re-
flective of student interest,” said
Donahue.

Although the vast majority of mentor
positions were in private law firms, Alexa
Shabecoff, Director of the Office of Public

Interest Advising, noted that she and

Donahue have discussed the possibility of

future collaboration to increase the rep-
resentation of public interest positions,

Shabecoff also noted that, in response
to student requests for more structured
mentor relationships, OPIA is exploring
the possibility of supplementing its
alumni mentor program with one-on-one
student-alumni mentorships.

“It is not going to be a spring break type
of program, but we will try to pair stu-
dents up,” she said. “I love our current
system. It works really well, but it is sort
of a free for all in that any student can
call up any mentor, as long as they're po-
lite and follow protocol,” Shebecoff went
on to say, “For some students, though, the
idea of calling up a stranger is somewhat
intimidating. So we are exploring the idea
of creating a more structured one-on-one
relationship.”

Students participating in the OCS men-
tors program seem appreciative of the
opportunity to explore various career
paths.

“Since I will be working at the U.S.
Attorney’s Office, I want to have at least

some first-hand experience with corporate
firms as [ enter the fall recruiting season,”
said Mare Lindemann '01, who will be at
Sullivan & Cromwell in New York. “Al-
though I may have to give up a week of
lounging around on the beach, choosing a
career path is too important a decision to
make with incomplete information.”

Maryanne Hancock '01, who will be
working with the Chief Circuit Mediator
for the 4th Circuit Court of Appeals, said:
“I thought it would be a great opportunity
to work with someone who would have a
lot of advice about life after law school and
to get a ghimpse of life in the judiciary. We
have s0 many career options, and though
two summers of experience is more time
than some graduate programs provide, we
could not possibly explore all of our options
in those two summers alone.”

“Spring break is short but it's a way of
getting a brief glimpse into another area
of law to help students sort out their op-
portunities with less of a feeling of help-
lessness,” said Donahue. “Students need
to feel empowered about their career
choices. There are a number of different
directions and I think it will help students
to use this time to think about that.”

Roe Author Leaves Legacy of Quiet Compassion

Continued from BLACKMUN, p. 1

helping a municipal golf course evade de-
segregation while he served as a U.S. At-
torney under Nixon, combined with rev-
elations of racist remarks he made in and
outside the courtroom.

Nixon characterized Blackmun, who
was sitting on the Fourth Circuit, as a
“strict constructionist” and a “law-and-
order judge.” Together with fellow Min-
nesotan Warren Burger, whom Nixon ap-
pointed in 1969 to replace Chief Justice
Earl Warren, Blackmun was expected to
put the brakes on what conservatives con-
sidered the excesses of judicial activism.

His early opinions justified these con-
servative expectations, particularly in the
areas of law enforcement and deference
to the government. He sided with Burger
so often that they were often referred to
as the “Minnesota Twins.” But by the time
of Burger’s retirement in 1986, the two
were infrequently on the same side of an
opinion.

Blackmun served as a living example
of Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes's [ 1866]
adage, the “life of the law is not logic but
experience,” and his experience pushed
him into the Court’s liberal wing where
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he regularly joined opinions with liberal
Justices William Brennan '31 and
Thurgood Marshall on issues of civil lib-
erties, civil rights and criminal procedure,

Roe is Me

Blackmun's opinion in Roe earned him
heated criticism from scholars and layper-
sons alike, He received more than 60,000
pieces of hate mail over his career and his
public appearances often drew protesters
and hecklers.

Many legal academics derided the
opinion’s reliance on a broad constitu-
tional right to privacy, characterizing it
as one of a list of so-called “fundamental
rights” that liberal members of the Court
invoked to expand the reaches of the Con-
stitution.

Even supporters of the abortion right
thought that the Court should have pro-
vided a firmer basis for the decision, such
as the equal protection clause's guaran-
tee of women’s rights, the First
Amendment’s ban on the establishment
of religion, or even the Thirteenth
Amendment's abolition of involuntary ser-
vitude.

Blackmun remained steadfast in his
defense of Hoe and in a woman’s right to
choose throughout the rest of his Court
career. As the Court drifted rightward and
Roe’s 7-2 majority dwindled, abortion op-
ponents mounted repeated attacks on the
decision. Many of these attacks were ar-
gued by Prof. Emeritus Charles Fried
while he served as solicitor general in the
Reagan Administration.

Foe barely survived, albeit in modified
form, two cases towards the end of
Blackmun’s tenure. In 1989, the Bush
Administration recalled Fried to argue the
case against Koe in Webster v. Reproduc-
tive Health Services, which modified Roe’s
trimester framework but left the core
holding intact.

Roe again staved off extinetion in a 1992
case, after Blackmun's allies, Brennan
and Marshall, had retired from the Court.
In Planned Parenthood of Southeastern
Pa. v. Casey, Roe’s core ruling survived
only due to the staking of a centrist posi-
tion by Justices Anthony Kennedy '61,
Sandra Day O’Connor and David Souter
b6,

After President Clinton's election and
the retirement of Roe foe Justice Byron
White, Roe’s position in Supreme Court
jurisprudence became more secure,

In a speech at the Law School in March
1994, Blackmun nonetheless remained
wary about Roe’s future. “The conserva-
tives have not yvet used their muscle,” he
said. “I want to hang around and prevent
those jokers from overruling Roe.”

By the'following month he had under-

gone a change of heart and announced his
retirement from the Supreme Court, He
was replaced by HLS Prof. Stephen
Breyer '64,

No More Tinkering

Blackmun's judicial evolution from cau-
tious conservative to compassionate lib-
eral was no more apparent than in the
area of the death penalty.

Blackmun was one of the dissenters in
Furman v. Georgia, the 1972 case that
held the death penalty unconstitutional.
His dissent, while expressing personal
opposition to the capital punishment,
claimed that the majority “overstepped”
judicial authority in acting like a super-
legislature.

In the 1980s, as the conservative wing
of the Court rolled back convicts’ habeas
corpus rights and summarily denied re-
view to death penalty appeals, Blackmun
became more convinced that the logic of
Furman was right — the death penalty
was applied unfairly and in a discrimina-
tory manner.

Finally, in 1994, Blackmun pronounced
himself a categorical opponent of the
death penalty. The vehicle was Callins v.
Collins, in which the Court denied a re-
view petition of a Texas man convicted of
first degree murder.

In a lengthy dissent, Blackmun re-
nounced his previous support of the death
penalty. “From this day forward, I no

longer shall tinker with the machinery of
death,” he wrote.

Blackmun retired at the conclusion of
that term, however, meaning his resolu-
tion was largely symbolie.

Hold the Mayo

Blackmun was born in Nashville, II1.,
on Nov. 12, 1908 to Corwin Manning
Blackmun and Theo Reuter. When he was
young, his family moved to the Minneapo-
lis-St. Paul area, where he became friends
with Warren Burger,

Blackmun spent his undergraduate
years at Harvard on a scholarship from
the Harvard Club of Minnesota. In 1929,
he graduated summa cum laude, major-
ing in Mathematies,

Blackmun chose law school over medi-
cal school, but he retained an interest in
medieine throughout his life. Before his
appointment to the Eighth Circuit, he
served as general counsel to the Mayo
Clinic.

In 1993, Blackmun was awarded the
Harvard Law School Association award
for “sustained extraordinary service to the
legal profession and Harvard Law School,
as well as contributions to the public wel-
fare that exemplify the values of Harvard
Law School.”

Blackmun is survived by his wife, Dor-
othy Blackmun, his daughters Nancy,
Sally Ann and Susan, and five grandchil-
dren.
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HLS ’[:ies a Noose Around
Ralph Lauren

Designer Ralph Lauren has gotten himself into a fight with HLS.

HLS's trademark protectors just sent Lauren a letter asking him to cease and
desist using the HLS crest on Lauren-designed ties.

It appears likely that Lauren will have to withdraw from sales the neckwear
featuring HLS's crest, which features three symbolic bushels of wheat.

In fact, the HLS logo has been licensed to Michael LaHart, an up-and-coming
designer who has an exclusive deal with Harvard to several University crests on
his fashion creations. LaHart, whose ties have been worn by President Clinton
and Bill Gates, recently debuted his Harvard line through Neiman Marcus.

Perhaps Lauren was swayed by nostalgia. While not a Harvard alum (the de-
signer is a City College grad), he got his start as a neckwear designer after work-
ing as a salesman for a Boston company, Rivets, which specialized in the manu-
facture of old school ties.

—New York Post
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Fenno Goes to the Board, Case Dismissed
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cally participates is the defendant. Asked
whether a RECORD reporter could attend
an Ad Board meeting, usually convened
once a month, Dean Richardson replied.
“The matters before the Board are confi-
dential, so [students] can’t just show up.”

Weinreb, the board's chair, explained,
“Sometimes students are not very eager
to have themselves exposed.”

Indeed, according to Weinreb the “vast
majority” of Ad Board deliberations do not
involve disciplinary cases at all. The work
of the Board is varied, usually focusing
on student hardship at examination time,
or allowing for exemptions from curricu-
lum requirements.

The members of the Ad Board take their
commitment to student privacy very se-
riously, as mandated by the procedural
rules of the body. Refusing to comment on
any individual cases, the members of the
Ad Board who were contacted expressed
their belief that the inner workings of the
group should remain secret.

“We have a responsibility to maintain
student privacy interests, and we take
that obligation very seriously,” said stu-
dent Ad Board members Greg Harris "99
and Tamara Yang '00 in a joint e-mail.

Decisions of the Ad Board which result
in dismissal or expulsion are relayed to
the HLS eommunity through the Adviser.
In the Feb. 11 edition of the newsletter,
the Ad Board notified the campus that,
“A law student was found to have submit-
ted a false transcript to several prospec-
tive employers in the fall of the student's
second vear and to have submitted a false
transcript to a prospective employer in the
fall of the student’s third year.”

This message, while explicit regarding
the most basic facts of the case, hardly
leaves students with a tangible impres-
sion of the Board's deliberations.

“It's like the Supreme Court 1ssuing a one-
sentence opinion.” said Rob Fr:Mdman 98,

An Ad Board critic, Friedman related a
personal experience of the disciplinary
board in action. In his position as pub-
lisher of the RECORD last vear, Friedman
and two other members of the editoral
staff had a complaint filed against them
by Prof. Charles Nesson '63.

The charges stemmed from a column,
written by the RECORD’s notoriously
acerbic nom de plume Fenno, which ap-
peared in the February 14, 1997 issue of
the paper. The column, entitled “Down
and Out with Charlie Nesson in Boston
and Cambridge,” provoked Nesson to file
the complaint in order to combat what he
saw as slanderous references to drug use
and sexual misconduct,

While the charges were dropped before
ever reaching the Ad Board, Friedman felt
that the complaint itself was used to 1n-
fluence the RECORD's content through
the intimidation of its student editors.
“The existence of the complaint had a
chilling effect on our ability to defend our-
selves,” said Friedman.

“When the charge was made, we felt as
if we had to defend ourselves on [Nesson's)
home court, in a venue where the rules,
to the extent we even knew what they
were, were designed to serve institutional
ends,” he said.

Members of the Ad Board deny any
charges of unfairness or prejudice in the
body’s proceedings.

“Student votes and faculty votes are given
equal weight, and there are equal numbers
of student and faculty Board members,” said
Harris and Yang. While this statement 1s

technically true, the apparent balance of

power is somewhat skewed by the inclusion
of two admimistrators

OCS Director Sally Donahue discussed
the partition of votes, dismissing any no-
tions of divisive decision-making, “We are
able as a group to work together efifec-
tively, and I don’t think that particular
groups tend to vote in certain ways,” said
Donahue

In addition to theiack of probative anal)

sis into Ad Board rulings, the studernt body

at HLS is also faced with the effect of the
board'’s decisions on campus life.

“We do not believe that disciplinary
sanctions should be imposed to ‘send a
message,” but rather should reflect the
severity of the student’s offense and any
mitigating circumstances,” said Yang and
Harris. “Our role is not to create policy.”

While Ad Board members may shrug
aside their role as policy-makers, every find-
ing by the group certainly resonates in whis-
pers and conversations throughout the HLS
community. It may be too late to deter those
who have forged their undergraduate cre-
dentials, but the specter of expulsion looms
over would-be cheaters and frauds. For that
reason, perhaps a more probing examina-
tion of Ad Board proceedings would be use-
ful, if only to evaluate the consistency of the

discipline administered.

Members of the Ad Board also discount
the theory that the prospect of national
media attention is a consideration in their
judgments. “We don’t pay the least atten-
tion to what newspapers say,” said
Weinreb.

The Ad Board works well, with a mini-
mum amount of internal dissent and an
efficient distribution of punishment. More
troubling, though, iz the lack of criticism
found on campus. The absence of such per-
spectives is due to the Ad Board's secrecy,
which is predicated upon the damage that
could befall a student’s reputation.

“There are no restrictions on the stu-
dent saying anything,” said Weinreb. This
15 true, but in the cases where students
have come forward to share their story

with the public, they have either been in-
nocent or have subsequently suffered
widespread derision for their misconduct.

Dean Suzanne Richardson was able to
acknowledge student “curiosity” into the
Ad Board’s proceedings, but declined to
characterize it further. Part of this “curi-
osity” is sensationalism, to be sure, but a
portion of it may stem from the need to
question and probe which is a natural cor-
ollary of a legal education.

Balancing the need to protect student
privacy with the greater interests at stake
in every Ad Board vote is a difficult task.
But law school trains its students to ask
difficult questions, especially where the
consequences of silence are amplified
within closed chambers.

Nuts and Bolts of Ad Boards Differ

Harvard College’s Board One of the Worst, Says Silverglate 67

By Justin Herdman

An ongoing crisis of confidence in
Harvard College’s disciplinary process has
been exposed by a series of front-page sto-
ries in the Boston Globe. A rally vester-
day afternoon highlighted the increasing
pressure on the undergraduate faculty to
dismiss a student who has pled guilty in
eriminal ecourt to indecent sexual assault.

The Harvard College Administrative
Board recommended dismissal for Drew
Douglas, the male student who sexually
assaulted a female peer. The Ad Board
passed its suggestion on to a full faculty
vote, where some professors felt a lesser
punishment should be administered. Nev-
ertheless, the College faculty voted 119-
19 to dismiss the student on Tuesday
night.

Dismissal at Harvard College is essen-
tially expulsion, as a student may be re-
admitted to the undergraduate school only
if exculpatory evidence arises after the
final ruling.

It is important to recognize the distine-
tion between HLS's Administrative Board
and the Administrative Board at Harvard
College. Distinguishing these two bodies
is not paying mere lip service to the sepa-
rate 1dentity of the schools. In fact, the
procedures and protections offered by both
are noticeably different.

Two student members of the HLS Ad
Board were able to outline their differences
in a jointly issued e-mail message. “The
Harvard Law School Administrative Board
iz completely separate from the Adminis-
trative Board of Harvard College,” said
Greg Harris '99 and Tamara Yang '00.

“Our rules and procedures are differ-
ent from those of the undergraduate
board, which does not have student mem-
bers,” continued Harris and Yang. The
HLS Ad Board is currently composed of
three professors, two administrators, and
three student representatives.

Harvey Silverglate '67 has represented
students before both boards, and he finds
the College's version to be “the worst
among the several hundred that I have
studied.”

Silverglate's research, undertaken dur-
ing the writing of his book “The Shadow
University,” revealed that the College’s
Administrative Board wields significant
power, but fails to provide sufficient safe-
guards to students hailed before it.

Unlike the Ad Board at HLS, the
College’'s exclusive definition of Ad Board
proceedings is as part of the overall edu-
cational process. Silverglate says that this
evasive classification is used to “justify the
utter lack of rational procedures geared
to determine facts, and the utter lack of
fairness for the student.”

The ( .Iill:.l""r-."".'“ Ad Board NEAring 1s Cil-
A subcommittee, which then

reports to the full tribunal. Cross-exami-

ducted by

nation of the accused by the accuser 15 not

allowed., and presentation ol the evident

to the full Ad Board is made only by the
subcommittee,

Furthermore, students called before the
Board are not allowed to obtain legal rep-
resentation.

As Silverglate indicates, forbidding a
student access to counsel is a colossal fail-
ure to administer justice, especially when
the College’s Office of General Counsel
advises the Ad Board and Dean’s Office
throughout the entire disciplinary process.
“It's a double standard,” said Silverglate.

The Administrative Board at HLS, how-
ever, provides a number of procedural
safeguards to students.

After a complaint is filed, the Adminis-
trative Board notifies the student through
a letter from its Secretary, Dean of Stu-
dents Suzanne Richardson. “The Secre-
tary to the Administrative Board acts as
a liaison, informing students of all of the
procedural protections of the diseiplinary
process,” she explained.

The student is then given an opportu-
nity to submit a written statement to the
Ad Board, responding to each charge out-
lined in the complaint.

The Ad Board then decides, weighing
the written statements and evidence
against the student, whether a hearing is
necessary to decide the matter.

The Ad Board can dismiss at this early
stage, though the evidence is usually so
substantial that a hearing is merited.

At the student’s request, a disciplinary
hearing may be held in a public forum,

though this provision is infrequently in-
voked. In 1992, a hearing to determine the
fate of nine protesters who occupied Dean
Clark’s office in Griswold was held in pub-
lic. While the high profile of the case can-
not be said to have definitively resulted
in a lesser sentence, the “Griswold 9" were
reprimanded with warnings — the light-
est punishment available to the Board
other than aequittal.

Following an Ad Board decision which re-
sults in a recommendation of dismissal or
expulsion, the full faculty votes on the pun-
ishment to be administered. An appeal 15 also
available to the faculty when a student is
displeased with the Ad Board finding.

At all stages during the process, stu-
dents are afforded the right to counsel.
“Students may request legal representa-
tion if they so choose,” said Harris and
Yang, “and the Law School often pays for
the legal services.” The members of the
Ad Board insist that legal representation
does not reflect on a student’s guilt or in-
nocence, rather it shows that the student
is approaching the proceeding with the
utmost seriousness.

Barbara Grayson '01, the third stu-
dent Ad Board member, declared that
the disciplinary process is fair and im-
partial. “I do feel that [the student’s]
side of the story is presented,” said
Grayson. “You get two chances to defend
yourself — once in writing, and then
again in person with an advocate” if the
student so chooses.

Law Benefiting
Rape Victims Nixed

RICHMOND, Va. (AP) — An appeals
court struck down a federal law allowing
rape victims to sue their attackers for civil
rights violations, ruling the law was a
“sweeping intrusion” into matters tradi-
tionally handled by states.

Women's groups hoped last Friday's
decision by the 4th U.S. Circuit Court of
Appeals would be reviewed and over-
turned by the Supreme Court.

“It would be a tragedy if this became
the law of the land,” said Eleanor Smeal,
president of the Feminist Majority Foun-
dation.

Smeal called the 1994 Violence Against
Women Act the first major advance for
women since Congress banned sex dis-
crimination in federally funded schools in
1975.

The 4th Circuit held that Congress
stretched too far its interpretation of its
I'iﬂ_i]? w0 T'[:":_'T'IIlE'I‘II'_" i'l'lTI;'T'H{..:-'I!.{! cOIminerce
when it passed the law.

“Such a statute, we are constrained to
conclude, simply cannot be reconciled with
the principles of limitea federal govern-
ment upon which this nation is founded,”
Judge Ji Michael Luttrg wroate.” "

The ruling is binding in Virginia, West
Virginia, Maryland, North Carelina and
South Carolina.

Eileen Wagner, lawyer for plaintiff
Christy Brzonkala, said she expected the
case would be appealed to the U.S. Su-
preme Court.

“They can either give it a thumbs-up —
in which case people will use this law,
which they are reluctant to do now — or
a thumbs-down, which would encourage
Congress to go back to the drawing board
and rewrite the thing,” she said.

In her suit, Ms. Brzonkala, a Virginia
Tech student who has allowed her name
to be disclosed, sought unspecified dam-
ages against two football players whom
she said had raped her in dormitory.

She did not report the alleged incident
for several months and no charges were
filed against the players. Their lawyers
did not return calls for comment.

Ms. Brzonkala'’s lawyers defended the
Violence Against Women Act by arguing
that gender-motivated violence aliects com-
merce by imposing medical and legal costs
on victims, mmhibiting travel by these who
fear violernce and lessening produetivity
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Profs Like Surveys — But Not Necessarily This One

==

By Stephen V. Scali

Concerns have been expressed by the
faculty about the Law School Council's
(LSC) recent survey of 1L professors. The
results of the survey were presented in
an article which appeared in last week’s
RECORD.

Prof. Lucie White '81, whose students
gave her a C, the lowest grade received
among 1L professors, said that “it's im-
portant for student perspectives on peda-
gogy to be part of our discussion.”

“T support the use of extensive feedback.
A naked grade doesn’t offer that much
guidance to the extent students want pro-
fessors to respond to student concerns,”
said Prof. Bruce Hay '88, eritical of the
survey despite the fact that his A- implied
that he was one of the best professors at
HLS.

*I'm happy with my grade, but there
ism’'t much to go on,” said Hay, whose
teaching was described in one long sen-
tence in the RECORD article.

“I would like to know what the minus
i1s for,” the professor quipped.

Hay says he deeply believes in student
feedback. “For my LRA class last fall I
wanted to ask them detailed questions; I
developed my own survey,” he said, I

learned that students wanted more legal
I"l'!'HE'Hr'[..'h-“

Further, Hay maintains that he sup-
ports “the idea of student input into the
way the Law School is run.”

“I think that the more comments and
detailed suggestions there are, the more
of an impact they will have.” he said.

Several other professors criticized the
LSC survey for not offering sufficiently
detailed information.

“This gives us far less information than
the BSA does,” said Prof. Joseph Singer
B1.

“I wish I had done better, but I don't
have enough information,” he said regard-
ing his C+. “For me, it didn't help very
much.”

Prof. Christine Jolls '93, whose B placed
her about average among survey subjects,
echoed that sentiment. “Some feedback
would be very beneficial,” she said. Jolls
was merely given a letter grade, with no
substantive comments at all.

Jolls also actively seeks feedback from
students. Recently, she obtained written
information on her teaching for a large
Employment Law class as well as a small
seminar. She said student feedback is use-
ful in getting at “what students are say-
ing about the course, such as their reac-
tions to the amount of reading.

“For example, I learned that in the
large class a lot of people said that they
couldn’t hear about half of the comments,”
said Jolls.

“If this is intended to help improve edu-
cation, it is supposed to affect what we
do. But if it's not done in a way to give us
complete information...” Singer trailed off.

“We want happy customers,” noted Hay.

LSC's Methodology is
Shmethodology

“I wouldn't be in a position to comment
on this methodology,” said White.

Singer, however, did criticize the LSC's
SUrvey process.

He expressed concerns that the LSC
survey “was not scientific. It does not in-
dicate how many people from each sec-
tion filled out the survey.”

Singer questioned the comment in the
story presenting the survey’s results that
“pointed to a lack of...responsiveness to
students' questions and concerns” on his
part.

“I had lunch with two-thirds of the
class, responded to about 150 e-mails and
often staved after class, sometimes for one
hour,” Singer insisted.

“It's not clear how representative the
results are, they could just reflect extreme
positions,” Singer added. “There could be

Mate '00 Happy With His Election by Default

Continued from MATE, p. 1

dent body is very happy with the work
that the Law School Council has done this
vear,” Fridman said.

While Fridman expressed confidence in
the newly elected officers, he thinks it
would have been better for the school if
other candidates had signed up and forced
an election.

“It would have been interesting to see
what other students thought, what issues
other students would have come up with,”
he said. “An election...makes people reach
out to the student body to get their opin-
ions more actively.”

An election would have had the addi-
tional advantage of boosting the LSC’s
visibility, Fridman said.

On the other hand, Mate felt the absence
of an election had its advantages, Besides
guaranteeing Mate victory, no election
meant no bitter and divisive campaign.
Without such divisiveness, the newly
elected leaders may have more freedom to

push for results without worrying about
criticism from rival factions, Mate said.

Fridman did not attribute the ahsence
of a competitive election to student apa-
thy. Law School students spend most of
their time pursuing their interests, and
unless they have a problem, they don't
need to be involved with student govern-
ment. But when they do have a problem,
they get involved, he said.

Mate also rejected the notion that the
lack of competition for student govern-
ment posts reflected student apathy.

“It's not a reflection of student apathy,
mainly because this has been one of the
most activist years in a long time at the
Law School,” he said. “It's a reflection of
their voices being heard.”

Currently, Mate serves as the LSC's
Academic Affairs Committee chair. When
he becomes president, he plans to make
academic reform his top priority, he said.
Recently the LSC proposed several re-
forms to the first vear curriculum, includ-
ing hiring teaching fellows and requiring

professors to give an optional ungraded
midterm so students could receive feed-
back before the final exam. Mate also
wants to further develop the LSC’s grade-
your-professor program and to make stu-
dent grades available on the Web.

Additionally, Mate expects that during
his term as president, the LSC will focus
on issues arising out of the McKinsey study
of Law School life. In addition, he would like
to not only ensure the future of the
Hemenway Gym, but also to improve its
current state of decay. Finally, Mate would
like to provide dorm residents with alter-
natives to paying the high long-distance
telephone rates currently imposed on them.

In general, Mate feels the LSC’s biggest
job is to understand the “vague” and “in-
formal” power structure at the Law School
and to help students navigate issues
through it.

“The Law School Council can tell stu-
dents how to change things,” he said. “It’s
almost a way of keeping students in-
formed about the administration.”

just 20 people in one section expressing
their views,

“For the BSA survey, you can see a
range of responses. You get the results for
each question and answers for specific is-
sues,” said Singer.

“I'm not sure what the LSC survey was
for,” admitted Hay. “It did seem to largely
duplicate what the BSA did, except for the
letter grade.”

“I'm not sure why this is a separate pro-
cess from BSA. I'm not sure what the
L.SC’s purpose was here,” said Singer.

Survey? What Survey?

“Survey? | haven't heard about it,” said
Prof, Larry Lessig.

_";'L'II!'.H"'T'IHJF ]:'T'flf.ﬂ'.*?'tllr'?" Were unaware
that the LSC survey had even been car-
ried out,

LSC Academic Affairs Committee Chair
Manoj Mate "00, who administered the
grading procedure, defended the survey.

“The idea was to give students a clear,
simple way of relating to their professors,
in the same way as professors relate to
them in class. We felt it would be a good
idea to provide a simple and effective form
of student feedback on professor effective-
ness.”

Mate said the LSC survey will help 1Ls
throughout their time at the Law School.

“You have no choice when you come
to this school as to who your professors
are. The BSA surveys are helpful in
picking professors in the second and
third years.”

Regarding the BSA surveys, Mate said,
“I'm not sure professors really respond to
them and change. Ours provides some of
the feedback in a more publicized record
of what they need to change.”

In the future, Mate disclosed that “we're
going to do second and third year surveys.
We're trying to make it more statistically
sophisticated and parse out different vari-
ables.

“The second component to this, which
we don't think BSA does, is reward strong
performance on professors. At a later
meeting, we will have like an Academy
Award ceremony for the higher perform-
ing professors,” Mate =aid.

Mate proceeded to explain why this
survey is different from the usual BSA
questionnaires. “We finally gave students
a chance to vote on professor performance
and highlight what works and what
doesn’t in a very siraightforward manner,”
said Mate.

White Couple Loses Black Foster Child

CHICAGO (AP) — A black former co-
caine addict won her battle against a po-
litically powerful white couple for custody
of her 3-year-old son Monday in a case
that raised sensitive questions of race, in-
fluence and drugs.

Judge Judith Brawka said child-welfare
experts placed too little emphasis on black
culture when they recommended that the
black youngster remain with city Alder-
man Edward Burke and his wife, state
Appellate Judge Anne Burke.

The Burkes — one of Chicago’s most
politically powerful couples — have cared
for the boy since he was 8 days old and
had wanted to adopt him.

Brawka also said the boy, known as
Baby T, needs to be with his 8-vear-old
brother, who is also being returned to their
mother, 37-year-old Tina Olison.

“His relationship with his brother is a
sweet note in an otherwise discordant
symphony,” said Brawka, a suburban
Kane County judge brought in to decide
the case because of its heavy political over-
tones in Chicago.

The judge ordered a 12-month transi-
tion period and warned Ms. Olison that
the transfer of custody could be called off
if 1t doesn't seem to be working out.

Burke is one of the longest-tenured al-

derman on the City Council and chair-
man of its powerful Finanee Committee.
His office did not return a call seeking
comment.

Only the state Department of Children
and Family Services, which picked the
Burkes as foster parents, can appeal. The
agency has 30 days to do so and has not
yvet made a decision, said agency spokes-
woman Maudlyvne Thejirika.

Ms. Olison is a single mother who lost
custody of her boys three years ago be-
cause of her cocaine use, Baby T had the
drug in his system when he was born. She
has said she now i8 drug-free and has
found religion.

“When God is for you, he's greater than
the weight of the world against vou,” she
told reporters. She blamed the Burkes'
influence for delaying the decision for two
years. “It was pure political clout,” she
said.

The judge was critical of the Children
and Family Services Department for de-
lays in the case, which she said should
have been resolved sooner. She also was
critical of a departmental report that gave
short shrift to the boy's racial background
in deciding his fate,

“Unless the position of the department
12 that there is no such thing as African-

American culture, this issue deserves
more attention‘than to check a box that
says not applicable,” said Brawka, who 1s
white.

The couple, who were not in court, had
sought to have Ms. Olison declared unfit,
But last November, the judge found Ms.

Olison a fit mother.

The judge told Ms. Olison not to cel-
ebrate the decision and instead concen-
trate on being a good mother.

“He is not a prize that you have won,”
the judge said. “He is not the spoils of war
after a battle. He is a human being.”

Snake Ruled a Weapon
By Mont. High Court

HELENA, Mont. (AP) — A poisonous
snake is a weapon as far as the Montana
Supreme Court is concerned.

The court on Tuesday upheld the as-
sault conviction and 30-day sentence of
Michael Roullier, who wielded his pet rhi-
noceros viper at two police officers trying
to arrest him in 1996.

When police were ealled to a distur-
bance at the apartment where Roullier
and his girlfriend lived, he grabbed the
poisonous African snake from a cage, held
its head and told the officers to get out of
his way so he could leave.

When they refused, he said, “If this
snake bites you, vou're dead.”

One officer tried to hit the snake with

her baton, but Roullier shielded it close
to his body. When the other officer threat-
ened to use pepper spray, Roullier threat-
ened suicide by turning the snake on him-
self.

After repeated requests, Roullier even-
tually threw the snake behind him and
was arrested,

On appeal, Roullier claimed prosecu-
tors proved only that he had possession
of the snake, not that he used it as a
Weapon.

The high court disagreed. “Roullier’s
manipulation of the snake amounted to
much more than mere possession,” Jus-
tice Terry Trieweiler wrote.

Roullier has already served his sentence.
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Hell No! We Won'’t Go to School With a Rapist

Continued from POWER, p. 1

blew party noise-makers to accompany the
applause following speakers’ main points.

At approximately 3:20 p.m., partici-
pants and supporters marched from Me-
morial Church to the University Hall.

Once there, they encircled the building,
while allowing for entry and exit of per-
sons into the Building, chanting all the
while.

Aaron Bartley ‘01, one of the Rally's
organizers, estimated the crowd at 350.
He figured there were “around 10" HLS
students in attendance. Mainstream me-
dia covered the event, including the New
York Times and Boston Globe, which fo-
cused on the rape case.

After 4:20 p.m., the crowd congregated
around one door of University Hall. Then
someone from the rally emerged with the
announcement that an important de-
mand regarding sweatshop labor had
been met,

Nearly two hours later, the remaining
individuals held a candlelight vigil at
University Hall. When the Arts and Sci-
ences meeting was over, word came out
that Douglas was dismissed.

Listen Up, Kathie Lee Gifford

The Anti-Sweatshop Campaign was
designed to end the use of sweatshop la-
bor in producing Harvard-licensed ap-
parel.

The Campaign was designed by
Harvard Students Against Sweatshops
(HSAS), one of the component groups of
the Progressive Student Labor Movement
(PSLM). The movement is “part of a na-
tional student movement aimed at creat-
ing human rights guidelines for factories
producing university-licensed apparel.”

Ben McKean, one of the PSLM’s lead-
ers, is frustrated that “we’ve been negoti-
ating for one year with Harvard” and that
“the administration waffles, they need to
be pushed.”

Most of the Harvard apparel sold is
from the Third World, McKean said.

“We had some Dominican workers come

Book REVIEW

here and talk to people. They said they
got paid eight cents to make a hat that
costs $20 at the coop,” McKean said.

“Harvard is making profit from this
employment. That's not right. We have got
to do something,” exclaimed HSAS leader
Dan Hennefeld.

Prestige Ain't Edible
The Living Wage Campaign (LWC),
which Bartley founded in January, hopes
to ensure all workers at Harvard a wage
of at least $10 per hour.

“Cambridge City Council is currently
considering implementing a living wage
of $10/hour for city employees,” Bartley
said.

According to LWC’s organizational
statement, the $10 per hour wage is
“enough to live above the poverty level and
support a family living in Cambridge.”

Speaker Arin Dube, a graduate student
in economics, said “bringing about 1,500
workers up to $10 an hour would increase
Harvard’s labor costs by only about one
per cent.”

Dube zaid that Harvard is “the second
wealthiest non-profit organization in the
world. There is no excuse,

“This struggle will not go away, and we
won't let it go away,” he said.

Harvard University has a more than $11
billion endowment and an annual income
of over $1.5 billion. Even more divisive was
the fact that Harvard paid one of its
endowment'’s fund managers $10 million
:ast year, according to Rally organizers.

Bartley, meanwhile, expressed concern
at the just more than minimum wage sala-
ries paid to food servers and dining staff
at the Harkness Cafeteria.

“It's run by Marriott-Sodhexo, so while
at the College dining service wages are
about $10.50, at the Law School they are
between $6.00 and $7.50,” he said.

Like many University employees,
Marriott-Sodhexo  workers are
nonunionized, and according to Bartley,
Harvard would like to keep it that way

Harvard University’s “strategy is to [de-
unionize] other parts of the University

first, like the Business School, Kennedy
School, and the Law School, and then the
College,” said Bartley.

Bartley explained the Rally for Justice
follows in the footsteps of recent demon-
strations and actions, assisted by the Law
School’s own Prof. Duncan Kennedy.

Sex Offenders Need Not Apply

The Coalition Against Sexual Violence
(CASV) was created last year in the af-
termath of publicity about Douglas’s rape
of a fellow student.

Harvard had considered allowing the
rapist to be automatically re-admitted to
the College once his sentence concluded.

“Most students want this guy to be ex-
pelled,” said Coalition leader Brina
Milikowsky. “It's outrageous the faculty
would consider keeping a rapist in our
community. This Rally is an opportunity
to voice larger issues.”

Milikowsky criticized Harvard’s treat-
ment of sexual violence. “It's taken three
yvears of negotiating to get Harvard to
admit women are suffering,” she la-
mented.

The Coalition distributed a leaflet
which criticized Harvard's mistreatment
of victims of sexual violence.

“A pioneer in all other fields, Harvard
is dead last in confronting issues of sexual
violence on campus,” it reads.

CASV recommends the College man-
date rape prevention workshops at fresh-
man orientation; that it publish facts
about sexual violence on Harvard cam-
puses; and that it create a Harvard
Women’s Center.

Yes, Virginia, There Is Dissent

Baxter Wexley '01 was one of the Law
students who participated in the rally.

“These kinds of demonstrations are
very effective. This is impossible for them
to ignore. We are bringing issues to light,
and furthering open dialogue,” he said.

The Harvard Salient expressed less
optimistic views, criticizing the Rally for
Justice in a one-page press release.

“We feel that today's Rally for Justice’

might be misunderstood as representative
of student opinion on campus. It is not.”
the press release read. The Salient said
the demands of each of the three Rally
groups “are unreasonable. If met, they
threaten to do more harm than good.”

The Salient said “the proposal for a $10
per hour ‘living wage’ is based upon an
arbitrary calculation of the amount of in-
come needed to reside in Cambridge.”

[t continued by saying the “plan for a
‘living wage’ is also prohibitively expen-
sive.”

Regarding the sweatshop issue, the
Salient press release said “it's also impor-
tant to realize that sweatshops are a nec-
essary feature of many developing
economies...by mandating that Harvard
apparel manufacturers pay higher-than-
market-level wages, the Students Against
Sweatshops’ demands would result in the
unemployment of indigent, unskilled la-
borers without other alternatives.”

The Salient said that “based on one
deeply flawed study...the Coalition makes
the dubious claim that one in every four
Harvard women will experience rape or
attempted rape before graduating.”

The press release said “there is no epi-
demic of sexual violence on campus; and
when rape does happen at Harvard there
are many resources available.”

The Salient described the Coalition
Against Sexual Violence's demands as
“rooted in false and insulting notions
about the character of the University and
its students.”

William MecMillan, a student at
Emerson College, also expressed concern
about the Rally for Justice.

“I think this is a bit arrogant,” he said.
“They're acting like rape isn't supposed
to happen in this nice little enclave...but
is it OK in the real world? Why aren't they
doing this in the Square?”

McMillan added, “it’s good the kids are
getting so into it."

One HLS who requested anonymity
commented that “I think [the Rally] is
great, but I'm not entirely sure why all
three are in the same protest.”

By Timu .Ian'Il'_'l.' Ki I",I';'j" a8

Double Billing: A Young Lawyer’s Tale of
Greed, Sex, Lies, the Pursuit of a Swivel Chair

By Cameron Stracher '87
228 pp.
New York: William Morrow, 1998
$24.00

Cameron Stracher "87, like hundreds of
his HLS classmates, went to a large law
firm upon graduation. “Double Billing”
chronicles his experiences as an associ-
ate at a semi-fictional New York firm he
calls Crowley & Cavanaugh, starting with
his first day on the job and continuing
through his departure from the firm af-
ter approximately two years.

“Double Billing” is a vividly written cau-
tionary tale that deserves to be read by
every HLS student considering the big-
firm route. Stracher writes that he was
unhappy at C & C because, unlike any
other profit-making enterprise, a large
law firm “produced no goods, rarely ad-
dressed substantive issues, almost never
provided closure, pitted lawyers against
each other in the struggle for partnership,
1solated lawyers in the library and their
offices, [and] tended to weed out the so-
ciable and the genial.”

Stracher challenges the conventional
wisdom that law school is a way for people
to keep their options open. “Though 1
know lawyers who, finally living out their
college fantasies, became Broadway lyri-
cists, screenwriters, television producers,
writers, and poets, they didn't go through
the door so much as sidestep it,” Stracher

writes. “Law was an expensive detour
through which they traveled to reach their
happy resting place. They could have, and
probably should have, avoided law school
entirely.”

Some of Stracher’s vignettes are par-
ticularly relevant for law students. He
describes a lunch with summer associates
during which the summer associates want
to know what the work is like and whether
it is interesting. Stracher weighs whether
he should tell the truth and admit that
he “recently spent two weeks in a tin-
roofed warehouse that stank of decaying
cardboard” doing document production.
Instead, Stracher decides to emphasize
“the client contact and the responsibility.”
He rationalizes that the summer associ-
ate really was asking whether the work
was Interesting relative to what junior
associates at other firms were doing, tak-
ing as a given that junior associates are
nothing more than research drones and
document-production clerks. Stracher
adds that “recruiting etiquette” prohibits
associates from criticizing their jobs in
front of summer associates.

Stracher also tells how law school does
not teach students about what it is like to
actually practice law in a big firm, which
for him included traveling to suburban
Detroit in order to sift through thousands
of documents. “There was no course called
Document Production at Harvard. No one
explained ‘Bates stamping’' [a method by
which discovery documents are numbered

for later reference] or making
mulitiple copies or reproducing
file labels,” Stracher writes.
Writing a nonfiction book
about working at a law firm is
inherently difficult because of
rules governing attorney-chient
confidentiality. Stracher at-
tempts to avoid this difficulty
by semi-fictionalizing his account. He
writes that the law firm and the charac-
ters are "composites based on my experi-
ences at several firms and on interviews
I conducted with young associates.” He
also changed the names of the firm’s cli-
ents and the details of the cases. Indeed,
Stracher goes so far as not to name the
firm where his former HLS classmate
Julia was employed, although he provides
enough details to let on that he is prob-
ably deseribing Wachtell, Lipton.
Neither the Author’s Note nor the bio-
graphical note on the dust jacket reveal
the names of the “several firms” where
Stracher was employed. Stracher was not
so coy about his background in an article
in “American Lawyer” magazine, a maga-
zine which also put Stracher’s picture on
its cover, published excerpts from his
book, and now regularly publishes his
column. According to “American Lawyer,”
Stracher worked two summers at
Sullivan & Cromwell, about a year at
Covington & Burling in D.C., and a year
and a half at mid-sized Friedman &
Kaplan in New York. At the end of

“Double Billing” Stracher
leaves the firm to go in-house
at an unnamed corporation in
the entertainment industry:
that corporation is apparently
CBS, where he has been em-
ployed as in-house litigation
counsel since 1994. Stracher’s
unwillingness to disclose his
background except to the magazine
which gave his book positive publicity
and gave him a regular column is a bit
annoying, especially when one considers
that revealing the names of the firms
which employed him would not in and of
itself have violated the lawyer-client con-
fidentiality rules.

Stracher’s book will not stop the steady
flow of HLS graduates to the big law
firms. Perhaps it should not. After all,
Stracher himself acknowledges that
“[t]here are worse things than earning
$93,000 a year, being driven home in a
Lincoln Town Car, ordering meals from
any restaurant you choose [and] com-
manding the respect of strangers.” And
some big-firm lawyers are happy, such as
Stracher’s friend Julia, who says that she
likes learning the client’s business and
solving problems. Nevertheless, “Double
Billing” does an admirable job in warn-
ing law-firm-bound students about the
perils that may lie ahead.

Timothy Kiefer 98 is a law clerk with
the U.S. District Court for the Northern
District of Illinots.
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Elizabeth Reads the Scene

q’

DELLLO’S THEATRICS ARE DEMEDIOCRE

he most obvious analogy to

“Valparaiso,” 'Don DeLillo’s new

play at the American Repertory
Theater, occurred on network television
last Wednesday evening. Not surprisingly,
at intermission one could overhear mur-
murs of “Monica™ and “Barbara.” (One
Harvard Law School professor, also
present, suggested that the famous intern
might make a more engaging protagonist.)
The play involves a bland business trav-
eler, believing himself en route to
Valparaiso, Indiana (a

propriate genericity by Stephen Rowe and
Karen MacDonald. As Michael learns to
reconstruct his strange vovage to suit the
“public” (“We need you to be natural. We
need you to be interesting,” demands the
radio interviewer), he compulsively con-
fesses unrelated secrets of his personal
life. Carried away by his own grandilo-
quence, he reflects on the philosophical
implications of these intimacies. By the
end of the play, however, both Valparaizo
(the “stunningly beautiful name”) and

utes or so, and then Michael's
insipidity is just painful. It
could, at least, be witty. David
Wheeler's directing exacer-
bates the problem: the first act
moves tortuously slowly, the
actors enunciating every word
(though DelLillo’s dialogue
seems to offer some clear
choices). The interviewers
keep telling Michael to speak faster: one
wishes all of the actors would do so.

The second act, while

place to which he has
never been and cannot
really imagine).
Through a series of
“accidents” he finds
himself redirected to-
ward Valparaiso,
Florida, and finally

Like the story of Monica
Lewinsky’s love affair, the events
unfold in an oral history.

perhaps not worth the

an 1mprovement. Tak-
ing place on a television
talk show, it turns the
theatrical audience into
the television audience.
At least at first, the rep-

ends up in Valparaiso,
Chile. Upon return,
the sheer oddity of his misadventure
brings him fame.

The play comprises a series of the man’s
interviews for various media (newspaper,
popular magazine, documentary film, ra-
dio and finally television). Like the story
of Monica Lewinsky's love affair, the
events unfold in an oral history (not hav-
ing been captured live on film). DeLillo
uses the privacy afforded by unseen ex-
perience to draw out a parallel story,
which (ironically) does occur live before
the audience: this is the story of Michael
Majeski’s (acted by Will Patton) search for
an inner life.

Both stories emerge at the prodding of
the various interviewers, played with ap-

ﬁ

eemingly inspired by the confer-

ence tournaments, the Law School

caught a touch of March Madness
over the weekend as the excitement
heated up in Hemenway. While Duke is a
virtual lock to win the big dance, this
year’s intramural championships are as
wide open as ever.

Parity (or mediocrity) has overcome the
A-League as all six teams are tied with a
1-1 record. Although the A-League man-
aged to avoid a lockout last off-season, the
list of the injured keeps swelling, and it
seems that many teams can barely man-
age to send out five guys. Briefly,
Washburn High suffered its first defeat,
losing to the History & Literature Dept.
45-42, despite fielding only four players.
The Irrationals rebounded from their
early-season loss by upsetting Black
Plague, 53-48 while playing without any
subs. The Supreme Court fell to Choco-
late Thunder 56-45 adding further confu-
sion to the A-league’s pecking order.

L] [ ] L] L] - .

The B-League kicked off last week with
non-stop action on Saturday as one of this
year's early season surprises, the
Jugaderos (3-0), rolled over the Short
Guys(1-1)61-31, put the wood to the Sac-
rificial Lambs (0-2) 94-44 and then decapi-
tated the Weekend Warriors (1-2) 83-30.
Their 44-point average margin of victory
has the Jugaderos ranked in this week's
Top Ten. Jugadero swing-man Casey
“Gone” Westover '01 credited the veteran
leadership of 2L Joshua “Tree” Berman
'00 as the stabilizing force on this other-
wize turbulent, 1L-dominated squad.

Highly-touted Saving Ryan’s Privates
(2-0) eracked the Top Ten, whipping the
Weekend Warriors 71-19. Will “Land of
the” Freeman '00 and Neale “Swords
and” Shields "99 controlled the boards in
this mismatch. Warriors captain Brian
“Flash” Gordon '00 did not respond to
phone: ealls after the game, bt rumors

abound that Gordon is shopping allsstar -

Michael's newfound “self” emerge as more
rhetorical symptoms than realities. Im-
portantly, he has been sent on both quests
involuntarily: that of Valparaiso, by his
employer and then the incompetent air-
lines, and that of his soul, by indifferent
sensationalists. Both journeys, through
which he imagines a new kind of life, only
serve to continue his emasculation by the
cruel and fearsome world.

“Valparaiso” is not without its concep-
tual merits. Nor is it without its aesthetic
flaws. DeLillo is quite adept at putting
words together, but in his own awareness
of that facility he tends toward virtuosity
(read: redundancy). In the first act, the
point becomes evident in the first ten min-

guard/comedian Gil “I saw the” Seinfeld
00 to the highest bidder, notwithstand-
ing the addition of several behind-the-
back moves to Seinfeld’s already diverse
repertoire. The Warriors proceeded to
smash defending champion Sparky's
Heartland (0-1) 59-32, as Toby “Lock
Stock and Barrel” '01 neutralized
Heartland's giant front line. Ever his rosy
self after his team went gently into the
good night, Heartland captain, Jason
Markham “and Cheese Omelet” 99, com-
mented, “It looks like we've gotten a little
complacent this season. It's tough to stay
focused after you've won the title. [ guess
I'll have to put on my Michael Jordan cos-
tume and come to the rescue, again.”

The Flaming Rats (1-0) look set to make
another appearance in the championship
game as they pummeled the Sacrificial
Lambs IT (0-2) 63-36. Toni Kukoe look-
alike Micah “Simon” Burch '99 and
Mark “in the Company of” Mendez '99
paced the Rats' attack with 14 and 18
points, respectively. The Godfathers of
Dunk (1-0) began their quest to avenge
last season’s semifinal loss by drubbing
Title IX's Revenge (0-2) 62-18. In what
looked like an exhibition game, all five
Godfathers scored at will, led by Matt
“inee on Getaway Day at” 0’Shea “Sta-
dium” "99, who put in 23 points. Even the
presence of an otherwise nondescript A-
league moonlighter couldn't help Title IX,
but captain Kate “Mr,. Jones and Me” '99
had this to say, “We were a little over-
matched today, but I promise you this: the
last laugh will be on you, Sportsguy.” Title
IX subsequently got drubbed 61-28 by the
B Sharps and Gwar (1-1).

The Skee-Lo All-Stars:(2-0) gave the
LLeMons (0-2) a rude introduction to
stateside basketball 54-37. The All-Stars
received solid frontcourt play from John
“Danny” Boyer 00 and Tim “All's Quiet
on the Weston Front” '00 en route to vie-
tory. LLeMons captain I-H.iif.ﬂ:ﬂ “of Rome’

Stroinski 01 said he expected better

artee 15 much punchier
and involves more
voices — achieving an engaging bel canto
effect. Will Patton as Michael appears
with the smug demeanor of a
televangelist, polished after scores of in-
terviews (I found him much more toler-
able in this incarnation). Caroline Hall as
his wife Livia shows admirable comedic
timing, particularly when she answers in-
terrogatories about her sex life. Delfina
Treadwell (Randy Danson) and Teddy
Hodell {Thomas Derrah), the television
personalities, were vibrant enough, but 1
would have cared to see more television
glossiness to contrast with their
pseudophilogophical rhetoric.

DeLillo has also endowed the second act
with some underhanded social commen-

wait, was somewhat of

B e e S R SRR —

By Elizabeth Read '99

Siaff Colummnisi

tary, to locate Michael’s strange
re(delgeneration within voy-
euristic media culture: Livia: “1
forgave Michael on the Home
Shopping Network!™; Delfina:
“Off camera lives are unverifi-
able”; Teddy Hodell, referring
to the unborn: “They're not con-
sumers, they take up space but
do not spend.” Some of these
quips bear more relevance than others,
but at least they are short and pointed. In
general, repetition is used to some advan-
tage and with considerable subtlety, ret-
rospectively transposing more importance
onto the first act. And, refreshingly, some-
thing unexpected happens.

However, the dénouement (if one can
term 1t thus) is quite the opposite of short
and pointed, and the ending much too
melodramatic in light of the play’s over-
all bleakness. The second act is further
marred by a chorus of drone-like flight
attendants, whose three appearances are
largely irrelevant and rather pathetically
recall Lucinda Childs' “autistic® mono-
logue in Einstein on the Beach. But I did
not leave the theater with the same mis-
givings experienced at the interval.

Karl Eigsti's set designs are large, ster-
ile, and inconsequential. The lighting de-
sign, by John Ambrosone, [ found toler-
able for the most part; however the
spotlight turned on the audienee from
time to time well — lacks a certain
subtlety? But one can not complain too bit-
terly about heavy-handedness. The play
is, after all, about the media. It runs in
repertory through March 27 at the Loeb
Drama Center.

SPORTSGUY m
MARCH MADNESS HiTs HEMENWAY

By Josh Swartz 00
RECORD Columpnist

things to come from his gritty,
if unseasoned, bunch of LL.M.s,
“We have a solid point guard
(referring to Canadian super-
star Shlomi “the Money”
Feiner '01) and the rest of us
are still shooting from the in-
ternational three-point line.”

In other Hemenway Division
contests, the Gropers (1-0) defeated the
Sacrificial Lambs I (1-1) 42-38: the Skee-
Lo All Stars took care of Helicopteros 41-
25; Smallball (2-0) beat the LLeMons 53-
46; and then put away the B Sharps and
Gwar (1-1) 65-55 in one of the higher scor-
ing affairs of the weekend. The Sacrifi-
cial Lambs I disposed of Helicopteros 45-
37 behind a super performance from J.D.
Baker’s “Dozen” '99. Baker poured in a
league-high 29 points, grabbed 15 re-
bounds and keyed a decizsive 10-2 to close
the game with a steal and lay-up.

The Stormin’ Mormons (2-0) solidified
their status as one of the B-league's elite
teams with a 77-57 romp over Money Shot
(0-2), despite playing four against five.
Mormon captain Rick “Stand” Patterson
'99 led all four Mormons in double-figures
with 21 points, Uninspired by their first
week victory, the Mormons struggled to
down the Spice Girls (2-1) 40-30. Spice
Girl leader, “Long Delays at Logan”
Smith Spice '00, blamed his team’s loss
on poor refereeing: “My girls were getting
killed out there. The refs. were clearly
playing favorites. We're going to-talk to
Title IX's Revenge and see if this stuff is
going on league-wide.” The lone bright
spot of the Girls was the play of “Who Shot
J.R.7” Ambrose 00, who led the team
with 12 points and three blocks. The Girls
regained their composure in time to beat
the Loose Cannons (0-1) 49-46 in over-

time.
The Evil Petting Zoo (3-0) put away the
People’s Court (1-1) 50-40 and summarily

|
~dispatched the Hung Jury 47:35(1-1). Zoo
‘captain Jeff “If I Were a Rich”

Manghillis 00 attributed his
team’s success to a rigorous off-
season conditioning program
that included scrimmages with
the then locked-out NBA play-
ers, “Ha, you think old Sparky's
Heartland is tough to defend?
Try stopping all 325 pounds of
Sean Kemp from getting to
the buffet at lunch.” Manghillis’s com-
ments about their namesake failed to in-
spire the Sons of Kemp (0-2), who fell list-
lessly to the Hung Jury 38-25.

[n other Griswold Division action, the
Evil Petting Zoo remained unbeaten,
downing the Sons of Kemp 50-27; the
Spice Girls edged Hung Jury 42-36: and
The People’s Court outclassed Money Shot
27-39. And in other Harkness Division ac-
tion, the Shortguys downed the Ice Wea-
sels (0-1) 47-23.

B-league Top Ten

1. Godfather of Dunk (1-0) — the
class of the Hemenway Div.

2. Stormin’ Mormons (2-0) — not
much separating top two

3. The Jugaderos (3-0) — 1Ls look |
impressive

4. Sparky's Heartland (0-1) — one
game a season doesn't make

5. Flaming Rats (1-0) — experi-
ence where it counts

6. Evil Petting Zoo (3-0) —
season finale against Mormons

7. Saving Ryan's Privates (2-0) —
I'm not convinced.. yet.

. 8. Skee-Lo All-Stars (2-0) —
untested so far

9. Smallball (2-0) — quietly
getting the job done .

10.-The Spice Girls (2-1) — what |
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I a terrible name ..
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We Got Burned

So. The administration has hired a bunch of highfalutin’ management consultants
to figure out why students are dissatisfied here. These folks have taken it upon them-
selves to interview students, process the information and then feed it back to the
administration.

With all due respect to McKinsey, I can't see why the administration had to hire
these quasi-outsiders. 've been looking through back issues of the RECORD, and for
years now we have been informing the administration about the very things the Insti-
tutional Life Comimittee has decided to shell out top dollar to uncover.

Since I don’t expect Prof. Warren or Dean Clark to come down to our basement and
look at my clippings, perhaps I can summarize the most salient issues that recur year
after year after year.

1. Public interest funding. Yes, most people who graduate go into firm jobs.
Many of them even stay in the corporate world. But a fair number don’t, and they
perceive a lack of administrative support for their career choice —in the form of insuf-
ficient summer funding and a lack of support for LIPP. Conclusion: students believe a
prestigious multi-billion dollar educational institution has an obligation to support
those who would devote their lives to the causes of social and economic justice. These
students would like to see the institution share this belief.

2, Student/faculty contact. Like a mutant hamster, this beast has many heads.
For one, our student/faculty ratio is appalling, particularly compared to our competi-
tor law schools. The hiring process moves with all the alacrity of continental drift, so
how about the alternative, suggested repeatedly in the RECORD, that professors teach
more courses? God forbid this gets in the way of their other worthy activities, but
requiring the teachers to actually feach shouldn’t be too much to ask. Second, how
about some academic counseling? Students would benefit greatly if faculty shared its
collective wealth of experience and knowledge and helped guide students into making
course selections that will help them meet their academic and career aspirations.

3. Diversity. The diversity issue is like Herpes. It never really goes away. With
all the bickering about the cause, the severity of the disease and the cure, it's no
wonder. The Law School has made a few positive moves, but success should be mea-
sured against where we are going and not where we've been. And the diversity debate
extends to curricular diversity. Where's the environmental law program that you've
been promising for ten years, Bobby?

4, Community. Over the years, students have asked for a number of “little”
things that collectively would go a long way towards fostering a happy community.
From student health and safety to friendliness and transparency in administration,
these things reflect on the nature of the institution.

I get the sense that students are glad that the administration at last takes their
opinion seriously. But please — it didn't have to hire McKinsey to prove this. The
RECORD would have charged the school much less. So send those consultants pack-
ing and show us the money. We may not have the reputation, but we've got something
they don't: institutional memory, and a direct stake in the outcome.

— Ben Lehrer
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Buck 00 Rejoins Dersh’s Views

[ would like to make it clear
that I would never support any
effort by the Law School to dis-
cipline someone for engaging
in speech. Although
Dershowitz's speech is often
offensive and insulting, my
suggestion that the Law
School should “censure” rather
than “impeach” him was noth-
ing more than a tongue-in-
cheek attempt at a joke.

Dershowitz takes umbrage
at my description of him as a
“professional Clinton lackey.”
| am sure that Dershowitz has
eriticized Clinton on occasion,
but that pales in companson
to the sort of servile behavior
he exhibited when Mr.
Clinton’s fate was in question.
And it’s not just Dershowitz’s
dance with Carly Simon at his
Harvard rally for Clinton. An-
other example: when Clinton’s
legal team drafted a response
to the Starr Report, bookstores
started selling an aundiotape of
Dershowitz reading the White
House rebuttal. I cannot imag-
ine what would make any self-
respecting law professor sell a
tape of himself reading other
lawyers” work product.

It is refreshing to see that
Dershowitz admits to his
disdain for all traditional re-
ligion. I can verify person-
ally that his attitude to-
wards Orthodox Judaism is
indeed quite venomous. At

the debate between
Dershowitz and Volokh,
Dershowitz said the follow-
ing to Seth Tillman "00:
“You are like the Jews in
Italy who supported
Mussolini.” When Seth re-
sponded, “Are you calling
me a faseist?” Dershowitz
said, “Yes, you're part of
the religious right — you're
a fascist.” And this was for
no apparent reason, other
than the fact that Seth is
Orthodox and had asked a
question challenging
Dershowitz's allegiance to
Clinton. As an Orthodox
friend of mine said, it's
only a matter of time be-
fore Dershowitz starts say-
ing that Orthodox Jews are
like Nazis.

Dershowitz accused me of
“bigotry and mendacity” for
saying that he hae a hyper-
trophic case of sensitivity to-
wards any perceived slight.
Here is one example of the
behavior I mean: When Bob
Barr said that law professors
had one opinion of the Con-
stitution, and “real America”
had another, Dershowitz re-
sponded by accusing Barr of
racism, bigotry and anti-
Semitiam. Let me make it
clear that I in no way defend
Barr to the extent that he is
or has ever been involved
with any racist groups. But

that particular statement by
Barr was simply accurate —
law professors are quite out of
touch with the rest of America.
I would hate to think what sort
of hysterical statements
Dershowitz would have emit-
ted, had Bob Barr said that
Dershowitz was one of the
“forces of evil — evil — genu-
ine evil,” or that Dershowitz
was a “fascist,” or that
Dershowitz was like the Jews
who supported Mussolini or
any of the vituperagions that
Dershowitz himself uses
whenever anyone disagrees
with him.

Which brings me back to
my main point — Harvard
Law School would never, not
in a million years, hire or re-
tain a conservafive faculty
member who went on TV and
said that pro-choicers and en-
vironmentalists were “the
forces of evil — evil — genu-
ine evil,” or who called mildly
liheral students “commu-
nists” to their face. And that's
as it should be. No matter
what their opinion, law pro-
fessors should be able to ar-
ticulate their views without
resorting -to such name-call-
ing and fear-mongering. That
is a standard that Dershowitz
seems incapable of meeting.

Stuart Buck 00
March 9, 1999

Dersh Compared Me to Jewish
Italian Fascists, Says Tillman '00

[Re.: Dersh to Buck: Read
My Books]

Let me see if I got this
straight. At the Lewin-
Dershowitz debate on the role
of religion and Judaism in so-
ciety, Dersh publicly defended
New York's state-established
kosher police. They are just —
get this — “the lightest touch
of the law,” as if this unusual
public authority cannot fine
individuals and close busi-
nesses for failure to comply
with their subpoenas and or-
ders. Moreover, according to
Dersh, Bill Clinton's using his
executive office to print, pro-
mote and enact his “New Couv-
enant” program is no threat to
core First Amendment values
prohibiting entanglement of
church and state. I= this some-
thing President Clinton
should be impeached for? Ex-
coriated for by good civil liber-
tarians? Dersh — our great
self-appointed guardian of the
public liberty raised the alarm
— sent Bill and Hillary a re-
spectful letter of complaint.
How nice for the beautiful
people of Harvard and Yale.

On the other hand, if you
are not one of the beautiful
people, don't expect reasoned
argument from our self-
anointed protector of free
speech and freedom from reli-
gion. At the Dersh-Volokh de-
bate, “Is the Religious Right a
Threat?™ Dersh’e response to a
Muslim student who sug-
gested that it may be reason-
able for a country with an Is-
lamic majority to ban
Rushdie's “Satanic Verses”
was “to grow up.” Dersh — is

Cheeseman ’68 Calls

It has come to my attention
that an article in your Febru-
ary 5, 1999 issue misquoted a
statement | made during the
Berkman Center’s program on
“A Civil Action” in late Janu-
ary. The article is entitled “A
Civil Action’ Veterans Mull
Lessons of Woburn.” On page
5, under the heading ‘No
Single Lesson,’ [ am incor-
rectly quoted as having said
that we ‘represent the plain-
tiffs in the Boston Latin
case...”

that what you told Bill and
Hillary in your whimper of
complaint with regard to the
“New Covenant?” Of course,
I. too, agree that 1t 18 unrea-
sonable to defend restrie-
tions on free speech on the
basis of the heckler’s veto
and public danger caused by
possible offense to a large
segment of the public, But it
was precisely this sort of rea-
soning that Dershowitz used
to support excluding discus-
sions of religion from public
classrooms. During the
Dersh-Volokh debate, Diersh
argued that because it 18 i1m-
possible to discuss atheism
in the classroom, then, in
fairness, religion must be
excluded, too. Reasoning
that these two positions were
polar and exclusive, the ab-
sence of one due to unpopu-
larity (i.e. the heckler’s veto
used against atheism) justi-
fies the exclusion of the other
(i.e., religion). Personally, 1
take no position on this; ]
merely point out that Dersh's
intellectual position in this,
as in g0 much, is more than
inconsistent — it iz unfath-
omable. Of course, this is all
consietent with Dersh’s
reputation among students
— his teaching amounts to
vigorous and highly enter-
taining accounts, regaling
students with remem-
brances of past appellate vic-
tories and judicial officers
bullied (Chief Judge
Lagueux of Rhode Island
comes to mind). But, after all
is said and done, has anyone
learned much of anything?

You correctly reported my
basic point, that everyone is
entitled to legal representa-
tion without regard to their
popularity or unpopularity.
If you are familiar with the
history of race relations in
Boston, however, you will
appreciate that the errone-
ous reference in your article
to the recent Boston Latin
case mischaracterized our
role. In fact, I said that we
represented the “plaintiff
black parents in the school

Dershowitz, after having
publicly excoriated fundamen-
talist Christians, found that at
least one student was willing,
more tongue-in-cheek than in
faet, to call for a Dean's investi-
gation under the authority of
the new speech guidelines.
Dershowitz's suggestion that he
was a victim of “McCarthyite
threats” iz pathetic in' the ex-
treme. Dersh — you could only
be menaced or chilled by this
process — if the process itself is
prone to error. You and your
gpeech-control brigade set up
the current process and elected
the Dean. If the process doesn't
work or if the Dean is a fool, you
need only look in the mirror to
see whom to blame.

On a more personal note, 1
would very much like my fel-
low students to know that ev-
ery faculty member whose
class | have attended has been
willing to call on me in class
— even faculty who are not
avatars of free gspeech — even
faculty with whom I disagree.
All except Dershowitz — who
gingled me out in the
Silverglate lecture by calling
on everyone in the room but
me. So much for open forums.
Of course, | expected this —
because after the Volokh-
Dershowitz debate, he publicly
compared me to Jewish (do I
look Jewish?) Italian (do I look
Italian?) fascists who worked
for Mussolini before WW.II (do
[ look that old?).

Ah ves, reasoned debate at
HLS.

Seth Barrett Tillman 00
March 7, 1999

Our Bluft

desegregation case,’ many
vears ago, in which we helped
to achieve integration of the
Boston school system. A sub-
stantial portion of the fees
that were awarded against
the Boston School Committee
were used to create the Foley,
Hoag & Eliot Foundation,
which to this day helps to sup-
port better race relations in
Boston.

William J. Cheeseman 68
March 1, 1999
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PERSPEGCTIVE

By Maitt Dummermuoth 99

The Actual Reagan Birthday Party Experience

would like to set the record (pun in-

tended ) straight for anyone confused

by the recent “bizarre” coverage of
the HLS Republicans’ 88th birthday party
celebration for President Reagan.

First of all, I'd like to ask if the
RECORD plans to continue the unusual
practice of listing the racial and ethnic
breakdown of the participants at all
events held on the HLS campus, or will
they do so just when it suits their politi-
cal purposes and biases? Did the
RECORD take the time to actually talk
to people and note that there were people
there from all over the country, with any
number of different religious and socio-
economic backgrounds?

Rather than making this effort, the
RECORD chose to characterize the party’s

_ attendees based solely on characteristics

that are skin-deep, which is precisely the
sort of practice that divides people and
should be discouraged. We should judge
people on an individual basis — on the
“content of their character,” and on their
ideas and talents. We don't look at the
color of our fellow Republicans to deter-
mine who they are. It is those on the other
side who promote symbolism over sub-
stance, and who believe that all persons
of color should think, and above all vote,
alike. That is why the left treats Republi-
cans like Justice Clarence Thomas, Alan
Keyes, Ward Connerly and Representa-
tive J.C. Watts with such disdain.
Second, the elderly gentleman who

PERSPECTIVE

e the students have a unique
opportunity right now to have
a tremendous impact in chang-
ing and improving Harvard Law School
— an opportunity that has never been

¥ available to us in the past and which may

never come again in the future. Let’s not
waste it.

During the average year at the Law
School, the state of the institution is not
foremost in the minds of the students,

4 administration and faculty. Students, es-

pecially, have become frustrated with how
difficult it is to make substantial changes
at HLSS. As past experiences have shown,
no one will even begin to take you seri-
ously unless you have a demonstration or
sit-in. But now things are different. This
is a very fluid time on campus — anything

came to our event showed up early for Mr,
Heston's Forum speech, and just wan-
dered in to see what was going on in Aus-
tin North. Actually, I am surprised that
the RECORD did not report its astonish-
ment that the HLS Republicans did not
throw the elderly gentleman out on the
street to die, as was the claim during the
Democrats’ MediScare campaign in 1996,
| commend the RECORD for accurately
reporting Mr. Heston's comment about the
crying baby, when he joked that it must
be a protesting Democrat who was mak-
ing all the noise. As for the reference to
sterilization, no matter who made the
comment, at last check it is still the GOP
(including President Reagan) that stands
for allowing all children a chance at life.

Third, the RECORD misszed the entire
point of the Reagan videos shown during
the birthday party. The article ignored the
first clip entirely (although I may have
been at fault for not having the volume
turned up loud enough). The clip was from
a PBS documentary, and the most reveal-
ing part of it was the visit Mother Theresa
had with President Reagan shortly after
he had been shot. She told him that God
was giving him a second chance at life for
a reason, and at that moment Reagan
decided to dedicate the rest of his life to
doing God’s will and placed his trust in
Him. I'm sure most of you will note the
stark contrast to the current Oval Office
occupant, who only seems to invoke reli-
gion when he is in a bind (granted, this

seems to happen rather often)
or needs a good photo-op.

The RECORD also missed
some of Reagan's best quotes
from his 1984 Convention
speech, such as when he said
that “Democrats never met a
tax they didn’t like...or hike,”
which drew lots of applause
from the crowd.

And finally, although the RECORD did
report accurately that several people at the
event were saddened by Reagan's battle
with Alzheimer’s, it failed to capture from
the videos the essence of why those in at-
tendance would feel strong emotions over
a former President. Please allow me to ex-
plain, especially to anyone who may have
the current President as the leader of their
political party, why so many people feel
such deep devotion and gratitude to this
man. President Reagan time and time
again showed courage, optimism and re-
spect for Americans and American insti-
tutions. He inspired and convinced people,
both at home and abroad, that freedom was
worth fighting for, by boldly standing up
to the Evil Empire despite great odds and
at great political cost. He restored respect
for our military personnel and strength-
ened our defenses, which helped end, and
win, the Cold War. He inspired Americans
to take more control over their own and
their community’s economic future by re-
ducing inflation, lowering taxes, reducing
regulations and unleashing-America’s en-

Take Action Now

(or, how to win a Palm Pilot)

15 possible.

The Institutional Life Committee
chaired by Professor Elizabeth Warren
has hired econsultants from McKinsey to
come to HLS and use their expertise to
examine our problems. Now the consult-
ants have arrived. At this moment, while
the McKinsey consulting team is on cam-
pus, everyone — the Dean, the faculty, and
the students — is focusing intently on the
sources of dissatisfaction with student life
at HLS and on making real improvements
for the future.

So now, everything is open to question
on campus. Everyone is listening. If we
want smaller classes, we may get them.
If we want a better gym, we may get it, If
we want to see students actively involved
in admissions and faculty hiring, that

- Letters, cont. -

Don’t Do Public Interest

In my class ["99] there were
15 people who did not inter-
view for firms their 2L vear.
Fifteen out of over 550 2Ls. We
all had dinner together in a
living room. It wasn't very
crowded.

In this vear's 2L class, there
were five, They could have had
dinner in the kitchen.

I've been told this is part of
a much longer trend. In the
past 10 vears, the number of
students dedicated to pursu-
ing “public interest” careers —
which at HLS means anything
not paying a six figure start-
ing salary — been steadily de-
clining.

Honestly, vou'd be a fool (15
of us are) to go into public in-
terest from HLS. If I wanted
to go into public interest work
I should have taken the full
ride public interest scholar-
ghip oifered to me at

Programs.

like a lot.

Georgetown or Penn, Or en-
rolled at Yale (all rnight, I ad-
mit, | did not get in), NYU,
or Columbia which had
much better loan repayment

At NYU, if you make a tra-
ditional government salary
— you don't have to pay back
your loans. Ever.

At Harvard, if yvou make a
traditional government sal-
ary after one vear of clerking
— you get six months of as-
sistance (assuming vou get
hired at a GS 12).

. =i1x months. After that you
will make $54.000 of non-
LIPP ehigible dollars. Sounds

According to the financial
aid office — you will have
about $25,000 of that left af-
ter loans and taxes.

Of course that number as-
sumes $60,000 in debt and

it assumes yvou do not live in
DC — one of the highest tax
brackets in the country. If you
have $100,000 in debt (a little
more realistic) then lop off a
few more thousand a year, And
a couple more for taxes. That
leaves you with about $20,000
a vear. Plus or minus.

So don’t go out to dinner.
Don't date. Don't travel. Don't
buy presents. Don't live in a
nice apartment. Don't buy a
car. Don't buy suits — wait,
yvou have to buy suits, don't
eat.

Better vet. Don't do it. Work
at a firm. If you didn't want
to, vou should not have come
here.

Is that the message we want
to be sending?

Reform LIPPE.

Sean Flynn "99
March 10, 1999

could happen, too. If we want more LIPP
assistance, we could get that as well. In
order for these things to happen, you must
ze1ze the opportunities that are now avail-
able to you so that your voice will be heard.

There are three main avenues available
for you to speak your mind: the survey,
the focus groups, and contacting the
McKinsey team directly through e-mail.

The Survey: In the next week or so,
students will be receiving in the mail a
detailed survey that covers almost every
conceivable aspect of student life at HLS.
This iz not your ordinary survey — it was
designed in a cooperative effort between
students, faculty, administrators and the
MecKinsey consultants. It allows students
to “sound off” on student life and to pri-
oritize among the issues that are impor-
tant to them. The students involved in
creating the survey have worked hard to
ensure that the survey will pick up on the
hard questions that some in the adminis-
tration may not want answered, such as:
the utility of going to class, the extent to
which grades reflect effort or mastery of
the material, and the conditions of all the
facilities (dorms, the Hark, classrooms,
etc. ).

The surveys will give the consultants
hard data flagging the issues most impor-
tant to students and allowing them to test
theories on the causes of academic disen-
gagement and alienation. Finally, as an
added bonus, the Law School will be giv-
g away at random five Palm Pilots to
students who turn in their surveys by the
deadline!

The Focus Groups: We must also sign
up to meet with the McKinsey consultants
as part of small focus groups. The list has
been e-mailed out to students. The focus
groups will allow students the opportu-
nity to go outside the four corners of the
surveys and communicate as a group. If
you believe there is an issue or interest
not reflected in the list, you ean suggest
the formation of a new group by e-mail-
ing spcfocus@law harvard.edu.

trepreneurial spirit. And for
those of us studying law, his
judicial philosophy and ap-
pointments to the bench totally
changed the direction of our
judiciary, especially with re-
spect to federalism and judicial
activism issues.

And in response to all the
cynics and revisionists — maybe he was
talking to many people here at Harvard
Law School — President Reagan re-
minded everyone in the video clips to
“never, ever give up on America” and to
“never lose your God-given optimism.”
Imagine that, a President who inspires
the country and those around the world.
rather than one who deepens our eyni-
cism. Maybe that is why we all gathered
to celebrate the legacy of President
Reagan a few weeks ago, and also why
the people of Massachusetts twice voted
to give their clectoral votes to a conserva-
tive Republican who stood for a reduced
federal government, lower taxes, a strong
defense, a limited judiciary, and who de-
fended socially conservative positions on
all the major social issues of the day.

Perhaps I shouldn’t have expected the
RECORD to capture this spirit, or to pro-
vide accurate reporting. Maybe they will
get it right next year at President
Reagan’s 89th birthday celebration. I sup-
pose that's being a bit optimistic, but |
think President Reagan would want it
that way.

By Dan Fridman 99 and Justin Cooper 01

The McKinsey E-mail Address: Fi-
nally, if you feel like venting about a spe-
cific issue, if you prefer the confidential-
ity that e-mail affords you can e-mail them
directly at student feedback@law.
harvard.edu.

For the first time, we have clear lines
of communication. The catch is that we
have to come together and share our ideas
with the McKinsey consultants, with the
faculty, and with the administration. If we
do not — nothing will change, nothing will
Improve,

The strategic planning process will go
forward regardless of whether we become
actively involved or not. If only a few stu-
dents fill out surveys and attend focus
groups, long-term plans will be made in
which student concerns figure only lightly,
not because the administration doesn't
care about student concerns, but because
we will not have spoken up and told them
what we wanted. On the other hand, if
we make a concerted effort to meet with
the MeKinsey consultants and to talk to
our professors and administrators, we can
influence the direction and results of this
process. The opportunities are in our
hands, it is up to us to take advantage of
them today,
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A Stiff Upper

While those who hold the
}‘:ur'.-'%r-:—il:l‘i]’:;[:—: af LIPP tonit their
commitment to "preserving an
equal opportunity of jobrchoice,”
HI.II:'I"I I.'lF:I]Ir'I."-i ITiLsE I'i.r'l‘;.f I"II:I.IEIZH".' Ir
you are anything like me.

[ come from a working/
EI.J"."r'I:'I'-'IF'Ii.I,J{”E_‘ ‘I!l.ifli.-'\.."i ri;:ll":ll.]]:-.'. T
came to HLS with no assets,
no savings and no parental fi-
rli-l'l'll'i.-':t] 51l |.]|_IHI'I'|.. I'r'lrl"l.lr_'r'l ]
graduate | will owe approxi-
mately $110,000, plus $18,0({
outstanding debt from financ-
ing my undergraduate studies.
For the first five vears, I ex-
pect that my salary as a law-
yver in some of New York City's
poorest neighborhoods will be
LIPP-eligible. But whether I
am earning the highest LIPP-
eligible salary ar the lowest, |
will be taking home between
220,000 and %30,000 after
taxes and loan payments. This
is the bare minimum to sub-
sist in New York and 1t totally
rules out starting a family.

After five years, my pros-
pects are egually, if not more,
dim. I can: a) continue to sub-
sist at the poverty line, not
marrying or having children
for another five years, until I'm
40} years old; or b) seek a non-
LIPP-eligible job that will
somehow enable me to finance
approximately 380,000 of debt,
despite the fact that I'll have a

salary history of making
little more than the mini-
mum wage. Even if | choose
Option B I can hardly expect
to begin supporting a family.

[t's time we all face the
prutal truth about LIPP: if
vou are a low-income stu-
dent you cannot pay your
loans through the LTPP pro-
gram without sacrificing
your personal life.

The problems with LIPP’s
current terms, and even the
reform terms currently pro-
posed by SPIN, are so glar-
ing HLS ought to be
ashamed to even claim that
it makes careers in poverty
law poszsible for people
whose parents aren't rich
and cooperative. The pro-
gram is anti-marriage, anti-
family and an insult to stu-
dents from low-income
backgrounds who, like me,
were led to believe that
LIPP would make it possible
to graduate from Harvard
and become a public lawyer
[5 it any wonder almost no
one who graduates from
HLS actually stays on LIPP
tor the full 10 yvears?

1o change the calculus,
HLS must overhaul LIPP. ]
recommend the following:

1} Raige the brackets for
expected contribution levels:

LIPP

Set the level at which no an-
nual contribution is to be ex-
pected at 539,000, and set the
maximum LIPP-eligible sal-
ary at 260,000,

2) Increase these levels
each vear by $3,000: This is
necessary to ensure that one’s
salary rate keeps up with the
rate of inflation and the raises
that are an inevitable reflec-
tion of one’s increasing expe-
rience and effectiveness as a
lawvyer.

31 Adjust all figures for the
local cost of living: Obviously.

The only reason | came to
law school was to learn how to
use the law to combat poverty
and political dis-empowerment.
With or without LIPP, that's
still what I intend to do, but I
now realize it will only come at
enormous personal costs.

I don’t expect many others
to make this choice and [ bet
neither does HLS. As it is cur-
rently designed, LIPP iz sim-
ply window-dressing, a self-
fulfilling propheey ensuring
that HLS will continue to opt
for high-paving careers they
never wanted rather than
making important strides in
social justice. Well, you get
what vou pay for.

Nick Lundgren "00
March 10, 1899

Prof. White ‘81 Deserves High
Marks for Compassion, Creativity

As students in Prof. Lucie
White's ['81] fall Civil Proce-
dure class, we are concerned
her grade in the “"Faculty
Honor Roll” printed in last
week's RECORD represents
the views of only a small frac-
tion of the 45 students in our
class. It did not, for example,
reflect the benefits of Prof
1||:|||'IE'ILH‘IH IZIr[!‘I'!I l.Ir'II:_'IZI['I".-'I'_-"'I'l_'l_jl]I_'IJ_I_l
teaching approach. She al-
lowed us to engage in a vari-
ety of learning experiences,

from in-class oral arguments
and T.elk'ulg a i]{!!}-:r:-iitiun L
evaluating the Federal Rules
and visiting Boston-area
courts, These activities were
valuable and, to many of us,
a welcome contrast to tradi-
tional lecture classes. Her
efforts showed deep concern
rnr' CYLAT ]L-urn'tn;_r J]TI]ETI’_*:-QF_
encouraged broad class par-
ticipation, and produced an
atmosphere conducive to ex-
perimentation and creativ-

ity. Her-dedication should not
go unacknowledged. It is our
sincere hope that future LSC
surveys will provide a ‘more
trustworthy reflection of the
views of a wide cross-gection
of a class.

Mohammed Barakat "01
Scott Kocher "1
Dimitri Pappas "01

forin Byan '01

Rosalind Wang 01
March 10, 1999

Open Letter From LL.M. Student Reps

As the representatives of
the LL.M. class of 1999, and
to ensure that Harvard main-
tains its status as a leading
institution both nationally and
internationally, we find our-
selves compelled to convey to
YOl sO0me HF 1]H:‘ CONCEerns
shared by a large majority of
our LL.M. class.

* The LL.M.s and
Harvard Community

The LL.M.g, both from the
U.S. and abroad, are eager to
live the Harvard experience
and become members of the
Harvard community. We rec-
ognize the huge effort by the
Graduate Office in facilitating
our integration by organizing
a variety of events during the
orientation week and through-
out the vear.

However, there is a sense
that various members of the
Harvard eommunity, includ-
ing faculty and administra-
tion, regard the LL.M.s as
mere guests who do not re-
guire or merit the same atten-
tion as J.D.s. This is of great
concern to the LL.M.s, since
not only do we pay the same
tuition as J.D.s, but we are all
graduate students who have
made many personal and pro-
fessional sacrifices in order to
come to Harvard. We therefore
believe that concrete steps
should be taken at an official
level to find the causes for
these misconceptions, so that
they can be addressed.

* The Maximum Credit Cap

[In light of the fact that
LL.M.s pay the same tuition
15 oJ.[).5, they should have the
=dINe JACCe3s L .Jl.'-ll:i.l'r'!'\ill_' e
LL.M.s,
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yvear, That is two credits be-
low the J.D). minimum eredit
cap, and six credits below the
J. 1D, maximum eredit cap.

There is no satisfactory
justification for this unegual
treatment. The reason for-
warded by HLS, that this
credit cap is related to the dif-
ficulty many LL.M.s have
with Enghsh, comes across as
unconvincing and patroniz-
ing. It causes frustration to
LL.M.s, who have demon-
strated high academic and
professional performances
both prior to and during their
time at Harvard. Moreover,
we trust that the selection of
students through the admis-
s1ons process will ensure that
only students who are profi-
cient in English and other-
wise capable of successfully
completing regular academic
vear, are accepted, We under-
stand that since the LL.M. is
an advanced degree, it is jus-
tifiable to demand a more in-
depth performance from
LL.M. 5. Given their prior ex-
perience, however, LL.M.s
should be able to manage a
J.1). workload at an in-depth
level.

Finally, we feel that too
large elasses are an immi-
nent problem at Harvard. We
believe that the faculty
should not resolve this prob-
lem at the expense of the
L.I.M.s, but address it in a
way that ensures equal treat-
ment forJ.D.s and LL.M.s.

* The Size of the Class

We strongly recommend
that the LL.M.
should not be expanded
even sugeest that the Grado-
ate Committee should con-
sider regucing it size untih
r]'ll' '.'.‘"l|l.=|!'.ll'.:-= L'-J.-II:I;I..'I'..:I:‘_I._'Ii
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pased on our belief that the
current infrastructure of HLLS
appears to be incapable of ac-
commodating a large number
of LL.M.sin a way that guar-
antees equal access to aca-
demic and other resources,
such as the Career Services
Office. We are currently nego-
tiating with this Office to im-
prove the access of LL.M.s to
its facilities.

There are fears that an ex-
pansion of the program may
affect its prestige. At the re-
cent LL.M. Job Fair in New
York, some emplovers already
indicated (in reference to the
gize of the class) that it seems
to have become “eagy” to be ad-
mitted to Harvard. These con-
cerns are also shared by many
in the countries from which
the LL.M.s originate.

To coneclude, it should alzo
be mentioned that the current
size of the class directly affects
the possibility of LL.M.s to at-
tend the courses of their
choice. This results in im-
mense frustration since many
LL.M.s choose Harvard above
other leading American uni-
versities in order to follow a
specific course or concentrate
in a certain field. The size of
the claes also makes it difficult
[or potential LL.M. thesis
writers to find supervisors

We strongly urge the
Graduate Committee to con-
sider seriously the factors enu-
merated here, with particular
emphasis on the implications
of continuous agerandizement

of the LL.M, class

Mada Abdel Sater LLLM. 99
firika de Wet LL.M. '99
Petra Foubert LL.M., "99
sobe Greeroms LL.V: '989

rivatacha 4 AMarzoll LAV 99
|1|!‘4'-:'-"J'.' .I-j' ||I-r'l-|"|||"| I

3L Urges Dean Clark ’72 to Reform LIPP

Over the past few weeks,
the Student Public Interest
Network (SPIN) has launched
an educational campaign that
seeks to inform students
about the Low Income Protec-
tion Plan (LIPP) and encour-
age reforms in the LIPP pro-
gram. As a third-year student
embarking on a public inter-
est career next fall, I want to
EXPress my Own concerns
about LIPP and request that
Dean Clark ['72] pay serious
attention to SPIN's sugges-
tions for change.

| ¢ame to law school want-
ing to be a public interest law-
ver and I have never strayed
from that course, | have spent
bhoth my summers with public
interest employers, supported
by federal work-study funds.
Because my summer salary
barely covered my summer
expenses, my borrowing for
the school terms has been
high, although | always bor-
row well under the maximum.
In total, my law school debt is
right around $90,000, with an
additional $25,000 in under-
graduate loans.

In a strange sort of way, 1
am lucky. I do not come from
a very well-off background,
and thus I qualify for and re-
ceive grant money each yvear.
My parents are not in a posi-
tion to contribute financially
to my law school tuition, so
most of my loans are “goad
loans” because I am not af-
fected by a significant im-
puted parental contribution.
However, | am very concerned
about the prospect of “bump-
ing out” of LIPP and other
limitations in the LIPP pro-
gram. If | end up on the fed-
eral government pay scale, [

could find myself quickly out
of LIPP range, which would
be disastrous. 1 cannot fall
back on my parents if | run
into financial trouble and
my loan payments would
simply be too high for me to
handle on a $50,000 a year
salary.

My financial future is
very scary, and [ worry a
great deal about it. There
are a number of students in
a similar position, and 1
know that Dean Clark and
other members of the admin-
istration have been advised
of the inadequacies of LIPP.
=0 | don't want to spend a
lot of time on the numbers. |
do, however, want to convey
why I think it is so impor-
tant for HL.S to make a seri-
ous commitment to
strengthening LIPP. | was
fully aware coming to law
school that a public interest
career involved financial
sacrifice. | do not expect to
live like a law firm partner.
[ came to law school because
[ wanted to dedicate my pro-
fessional life to eradicating
poverty and racism in this
country. | have nointerest in
being a lawver unless I am
doing something to further
that end. Harvard Law
School promised unmatched
guidance and inspiration for
me CGary Bellow ['60],
Charles Ogletree ['78],
OPIA, a wealth of clinical
programs — and [ still want
to believe that coming here
was the right decision. But
[ do gquestion Harvard's in-
stitutional support for stu-
dents wanting to be involved
in public service, including
students heading for the pri-

SULLIVAN & CROMWELL

cordially invites all 1L's

for drinks and hors d'oeuvres

at the

HOUSE OF BLUES
Thursday, April 8, 1999

6:30—8:00 pm
casual dress

114 Mt. Auburn Street — Second Level

Harvard Square

RSVP

Sarah Cannady ®212.558.4847
cannadys@sullcrom.com

wari. sullcrom. com

vate sector. I do not think ev-
eryone should become a pub-
lic interest lawyer. But [ do
think HLS should encourage
and support those who do opt
for a public interest career. |
am so impressed by and proud
l':I:r ]‘[’I:y' Ell'i{!!!{i!-i ".'l.']'ll_] dale {]'I:"".'[” I::!Jj
to public service and who will
be doing amazing things to
represent the poor, protect the
environment, develop pro-
gressive policy, and defend
eivil rights. I expect HLS to
be equally impressed and
proud,

Tuition at HLS is monu-
mental, but I actually think
that my education has been
worth the price. However, just
as HLS would never limit ad-
mission to those who come
from wealthy backgrounds,
likewize it should not limit
everyone to upper class sala-
ries at the back end. It is un-
fortunate that society does not
value highly the work of a
public defender or a housing
attorney or an immigrant
rights advocate, but that is
the reality. HLS, on the other
hand, is in a position to en-
sure that Harvard-educated
lawyers provide quality legal
representation for all mem-
bers of society, rich and poor.
The current LIPP program is
a good start, but it 1= simply
not enough. Too many of my
classmates forego their ca-
reers of choice in the public
sector because of the financial
uncertainty that LIPP fails to
remedy. HLS has the re-
sources to give students a real
choice, and [ expect nothing
less from my soon-to-be alma
mater,

Kate Jones "99
March 8, 1999
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q Make 'Em Clap to Thish

By Arash Saedinia "00

Starf Columnist

SIMON SAys ‘Funk’ (NOTES FRoM THE UNDERGROUND )

his column is for open ears. This

column is for the funk in you. This

is even for the dudes in Hastings
who were pumping “Eye of the Tiger” dur-
g 1L exams. Put down the Rent
Soundtrack, check your Third Eye Grind
at the door and quit fronting, this is mu-
sic for you, chuckleberry.

If Soundscan, radio and the recently
announced Grammy (yawn) awards are
any indication, it's been a rough vear for
hip-hop and a breakthrough year for hip-
pop's sucker MCs. Thuggery, artless
sexuality and gross materialism domi-
nate the mainstream. Of course, co-
optation is nothing new, and just as rock
is effectively dead, “rap” (as distin-
guished from “hip-hop” 4 la Cold Crush,
De La, ete.) is wacker than the metal
“sculpture” outside the Hark (what's up
with that thing?). Several worthy re-
leases have been largely ignored, from

Mos Def & Talib Kweli's “Black Star”
project on Rawkus to the positive, party
peoples vibes on the Black Eyed Peas’
“Behind the Front.” Look for the latest
from Outkast, The Coup, Styles of Be-
yond and forthcoming releases by the
Roots, RZA, Defari and Sir Menelik.
For all our conscious brothers and sis-
ters, peep “Independant Intavenshan,” a
two disc anthology of dub poet-activist
Linton Kwesi Johnson's four albums for
Island Records in the early '80s. Brixton's
rudest rude boy delivers searing,
deepmouthed testimonials over gritty,
bass heavy reggae and bomb ass dub.
LEJ speaks for the have nots, tackling
class struggle (“Wat About Di Workin'
Claas?”; “Di Black Petty Booshwah”),
racial violence (“New Crass
Massahkah”), nuclear armament (“Di
Eagle An’ Di Bear”) and the failures of
State (“Inglan Is A Bitch”). Perhaps the

- Letters, cont. -

Law Review: Worth the Experience

Dear 1Ls,

This is the second letter this
year that I've written to you,
and with any luck, you'll re-
gard this letter in the same
spirit as the first letter wel-
coming you to HLS.

My friend Liz Falk is right.
You should definitely ask your-
self why you might be inter-
ested in doing the competition
for the Law Review. [ don't
think Liz was entirely fair in
her discussion, though, and so
| hope to offer my own set of
reasons for why taking the
Law Review competition is an
attractive option to consider.

Concerning the competi-
tion: while some of the mate-
rial that we had to digest was
unwieldy, and some of the ex-
ercises we had to perform were
perverse, there are some ben-
efits. First, 1 learned a lot
about myself, What I learned
was that [ had the capacity to
focus in a way in which I never
expected myself to be able to
do, and to work hard hours in
a way in which I never had to
before. I realized that [ en-
Joyed the feeling of productiv-
ity. Equally important, over a

. short period of time [ absorbed

and assimilated a lot of infor-
mation, analysis and norma-
tive theory about an area of
law I found fascinating: crimi-
nal law. I'm confident that this
year s competition package
will be equally stimulating.
The instrumental benefits
should also be considered.
Let’s say first that you don't
make it. What do you get? A
writing sample that you can
give to emplovers and judges
as evidence of vour abilities in
legal analysis. Let's face it,
unless you worked very hard
in Ames, you won't have much
other writing from your time
as a first year in law school.
Even if you don't need a
writing sample, and you're not
selected for Law Review, you
do have a good (although ex-
aggerated) sense of what legal
scholarship at the early levels
15 like. And that might help
you as you develop your cur-
ricular options through law
school. Moreover, you know
that you won't look back on
your law school career and

. wonder, what if?

What happens if you are se-
lected? Here are three intrin-
sic benefits of the Law Review

. experience. First, like the com-

" f

petition, you learn a lot, much
of it extremely rewarding.
During your 2L vear, vou
spend a lot of time engaging

with the works of other writ-

ers, as well as working on vour
own comment on a recent case
or book: Doing all this editing
helps your ewn legal wWriting

and forces you to expose your
mind to bodies of scholarship
yvou might otherwize over-
look. Second, after a few
months with yvour fellow edi-
tors, you develop a sense of
a really vital community, one
that is hard (though not im-
possible) to find elsewhere at
HLS. Everyone works hard
in concert to produce a great
journal and there are facili-
ties, staff and events de-
signed to make the work
maore enjovable. (I think I'll
put a plug in for our daily
bagels and cream cheese
here.) Third, I personally
found the demands made on
me by the Law Review made
me better organized and, to
some degree, a more moti-
vated member of the HLS
community.

Many people think of the
variety of instrumental ben-
efita that redound from be-
mg on the Law Review. I
think these are somewhat
exaggerated. It is true that
some judges or law firms
look particularly favorably
upon Law Review candi-
dates. [ also think I probably
benefited and will continue
to benefit from that. There
are other instrumental ben-
efits too, those resulting
from collective-action suc-
cesses. In my view, the Law
Review is the best-run insti-
tution I have ever come
across, balancing effective-
ness with inclusion and de-
liberation. There is a good
effort made at collating infor-
mation for clerkships and
jobs, as well as notes and
outlines for various classes.

This leads me to consider
some of the myths and
“costs” of being on Law Re-
view. Although Law Review
helps instrumentally, Law
Review is no longer the shoe-
horn that guarantees your
attainment of top jobs and
clerkships. Law Review used
to be very influential because
it served as a proxy for
grades. Because the major-
ity of spots on Law Review

. are not grade dependent, the

proxy factor no longer exists
with the same predictability.
More and more, grades, as
well as strong faculty recom-
mendations, are the major
determinant of who gets
which prestigious clerk-
ships. As for teaching jobs,
publications increasingly
matter. There is a strong ar-
gument that if you are seek-
ing a teaching job later and
are motivated and disci-
plined enough, you should
not bother with Law Review
if you can work on your own
articles and other writing.

Law Review also has signifi-
cant financial and time costs.
You're required to come back
three weeks early as a 2L edi-
tor from your summer jobs. The
orientation is fun, but cushy
and overpaid jobs are also quite
fun for many people. During
the fall of your 2L year, you will
be extremely busy, as you
Jjuggle some of your most time-
intensive classes with Law Re-
view, interviews and, for some
students, the clerkship search.
Things ease up a bit from Feb-
ruary on, but not too much. In
third year, the demands of Law
Review ease up considerably if
youre not holding a major of-
fice. And even then, depending
on the time constraints of vour
office, you receive a partial or
significant exemption from the
general duties of a Law Review
editor.

[ had a lot of fun my first
year. In the fall of my second
vear, I did not have as much
time to hang out. But my com-
paratively poor social life in
first semester was not on ac-
count of doing Law Review —
in fact, it was my responsibili-
ties at one of the undergradu-
ate houses as a resident tutor
that ate up a lot of my time
(which goes to show, by the
way, that vou can juggle Law
Review with other significant
time commitments, though
not too many of them).

['ve tried to provide some
information that should help
you make a fair assessment
in your consideration of
whether to take the Law Re-
view competition. I'll also
confess to something else:
during the beginning of 2L
year, | didn’t care to spend a
lot of time in Gannett House.
Maybe it was because | was
too busy, maybe it was the
stress or the strangeness of
it all. Somehow over the past
two months, though, that has
changed dramatically. I love
going to Gannett House ev-
ery morning, just to hang out
or do my class work. There is
a real esprit de corps among
most of my classmates. [ feel
that many of them would go
to the wall for me, and I know
I would do the same for them.
One thing that unites us in
particular, you should know,
is that we are positively
giddy at the prospect of hav-
ing your help in shaping vol-
ume 113 of the Harvard Law
Review. If there's any further
information I can provide,
please feel free to give me a
call at 3-2914 or drop me an
e-mail at dmarkel@law.
harvard.edu.

Dan Markel '00
March 9, 1999

most moving track, “Sonny’s
Lettah (Anti-Sus Poem)” fol-
lows a son writing his mother
to explain his incarceration in
the wake of police brutality,
LK. is in a select class of art-
ists (Woody Guthrie, Bob
Marley) whose didacticism el-
evates, crucial music.

Carol Crosby (“Golden Age of
Life”), poet Ursula Rucker
(“Loveless”), and former
Digable Planetarian Ish (a/k/
a/ Butterfly on “The Action™),
the 4 Hero crew mix beats,
strings, wurlitzer and moog,
saxophone and double bass
into a heady futuristic brew.

The jazz record of note these
days is Herbie Hancock's “Gershwin’s
World,” featuring, among others, Joni
Mitchell and the legendary Stevie Won-
der. Hancock himself features promi-
nently in the “Complete Bitches Brew
Sessions” — the sometimes difficult but
endlessly rewarding birth of fusion (and
arguably, “electronica”) masterpiece by
the incomparable Miles Davis.

As to recent currents in “electronica,”
again, don't believe the mainstream
hype. “Trip-hop” is bogus, big beat is bor-
ing, and watered down drum and bass
has leaked into media jingles and video
game soundtracks. Be that as it may,
more than a handful of progressive funk
artists continue to push the envelope.
Such is the case with 4 Hero and their
latest, “Two Pages.” Favoring live instru-
mentation over samples, Dego and Marc
Mac have assembled what may be the
most soulful and erganic beat based al-
bum this side of Massive Attack’s classic
“Blue Lines.” With vocal assists from

On the house tip, peep Deep
Dish’s “Junk Science” and LTJ Bukem’s
gorgeous “Earth 3" compilation (on im-
port).

But if the original funk is your bag,
check the godfather himself, James
Brown, on “Say It Live and Loud,”
chronicling one hot night in Texas when
the man and his band brought the joy
and pain. James Brown's social analy-
sis/banter and Chuck D’s liner notes are
alone worth the price of the disc, but the
music is untouchable. Possibly the
greatest of the great JB's line-ups, the
instrumental interlude between sets is
sublime. No question, the “Pass the
Peas” pleasers do more in thirty seconds
than most bands' ®uvres. This is the
real chairman of the board at his
baddest, leading the band through whip-
lash, non-stop medleys and searing bal-
lads. We've all heard that JB is the fa-
ther of the funk, but this is the proof,
the truth, and the choecolate pudding.

Chill and serve, yo.

Don’t Publish LSC Drivel

The RECORD performed a
journalistic disservice to the
Harvard Law community by
publishing the LSC's unscien-
tific and biased survey of 1L
students on the subject of
teacher quality, While a 25 per
cent response rate may be ac-
ceptable for a random poll, this
survey allowed self-selection of
students who either have high
praises to sing or an axe to
grind. I refused to complete the
guestionnaire because it asked
us to rank professors relative
to each other, which made no
sense to me at all.

While an institution of
learning should most cer-
tainly focus on teaching qual-
ity as a top priority, [ don't see
how this survey or its publi-

cation furthers the goal of
quality education. Since pro-
fessors “choose” to teach 1Ls,
[ do not doubt their commit-
ment to excellent teaching,
and find it odd that some of
the professors most commit-
ted to teaching received the
lowest ratings. Rather than
putting the burden entirely
on professors, why don't we
lay the blame for our poor
educational experience
where it belongs: Harvard's
ludicrously large class sizes?
I'm sure that if each of our
classes were quartered, or
even halved, ratings would
shoot up dramatically.

[ whole-heartedly support
the idea of us as student-con-
sumers taking control of the

product we are purchasing at
such a dear price. We should
not sacrifice educational excel-
lence at the altar of Harvard
infallibility. The current ad-
ministrative review of student
life at HLS provides us with an
opportunity to make that opin-
ion known, but only if we hold
the administration account-
able to obtaining results that
will actually and directly ben-
efit students, rather than pro-
duce an excuse for another
capital campaign kick-off
whose benefits will be lost to
short-term institutional
memory and bureaucratic
sleights-of-hand.

(rene Koo 01
Mareh 10, 18999

RFP Extends Olive Branch

In the interest of re-affirm-
ing our respect for our fellow
students who organized Cul-
ture Shock, members of the
Reproductive Freedom Project
would like to account for the
action which some of us took
in response to their fundraiser
two weeks ago.

During the weeks prior to
Culture Shock, we believe
that community members
were misled about the nature
of A Woman’s Concern (AWC),
one of the organizations that
was to benefit from the event.,
Flyers, e-mails and other an-
nouncements described AWC
in such terms as “a crisis preg-
nancy center” that “gives [a
pregnant woman] full infor-
mation about all of her op-
tions, including abortion,” and
likened it to “Planned Parent-
hood with a different agenda.”
(ziven such a portrayal, many
students predictably under-
stood AWC to be an even-
handed, politically neutral or-
ganization on the subject of
abortion and reproductive
rights, when in fact it is sol-
idly anti-choice.

We now understand that the
organizers of Culture Shock
had no intention of represent-
ing AWC to be anything other

than what it is. Nevertheless,
uncertainty was widespread;
indeed, we ourselves had no
clear impression of the orga-
nization. At the outset, there-
fore, we confined ourselves to
making inquiries — inquir-
1es, not allegations or accu-
sations — in the relatively
private forum of an on-line
SPIN dizscussion.

Only when three of us vis-
ited AWC in person did we
learn for certain that its
counselors disseminate mis-
leading, highly prejudicial
— and in some cases com-
pletely inaccurate — infor-
mation about reproductive
health and freedom. We then
took it upon ourselves to cor-
rect any prior misper-
ceptions about the nature of
AWC among those involved
in Culture Shock.

We contacted the restau-
rants which were sponsoring
the event, sent e-mails to
other students, and were on
hand to distribute flyers at
the fundraiser. Had we, in
doing so, met misinforma-
tion with misinformation,
our actions would indeed
have been reprehensible.
But at no time did we exag-
gerate what we had learned

from first-hand experience.
Furthermore, our calls to the
restaurants were simply infor-
mative and factual; those res-
taurants that withdrew their
support from the event did so
voluntarily, and expressed
gratitude for our efforts.

We hope the organizers of
Culture Shock understand
that those of us who took ac-
tion did so in a good-faith ef-
fort to remedy the confusion
we perceived on campus. We
congratulate them on a suc-
cessful event, and are satisfied
in the knowledge that every-
one who attended and contrib-
uted was fully aware that A
Woman's Concern is an anti-
choice organization.

Tori Jueds "01

Al Bers 01
Kimberley Isbell '00
Carrie Leonetti "00
MaryAnn Rekue '01
Kerry Regan 01
Elizabeth Saylor '01
Cameron Schroeder '01
Kristin Sostowski "01
Sarah Szalavitz 01
Christhy Vidal 01
Amie von Briesen "01
Michele Walls '01
Sierra Weaver '01
March 10, 19899
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~ By Margie McWilliams
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ell, three weeks have passed,
and The Enforcer is still on the
loose. Once again, the Harvard
Law School community has failed me in
my time of need. I got down on my knees
and reached out, with arms plaintively
outstretched in a gesture of hope. Up in

the sky, 1 saw the majestic eagle of

Harvard student unity, soaring overhead
as though waiting for my supplication.
And so I reached my hands higher: I cried
out for your help,

And what did this metaphoric eagle do?
Well, metaphorically speaking, it pooped
on my head.
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behind it. ( Cue bugle fanfare.)

You may scoff, but I'm the one who has
to fight this vicious eriminal with only my
own wits to help me. (I'm sure you can see
how, in my case, this is a particular handi-
cap.) The police are no help. They claim to
have no time for poor victims like me. They
say that they have to spend their time on
“other” things — bureaucratic nonsense
like “serious cases” and “actual crime.”

Meanwhile, the reign of terror contin-
ues. On my answering machine, [ recently
discovered the following gruff message:
“Don’t think you can intimidate me, Jake.”

ENFORCER RIDES AGAIN

By Jake Zimmerman 00
Staff Columnist

of his letter, the real Enforcer
15 clearly someone a bit more
plebeian. What it boils down
to is that I still have no clue
who this twisted freak is, and
no one has yet volunteered
any information.

I do have to be honest,

show their contempt. |

The upshot of this fact is
that | may soon find myself
in The Enforcer’s shoes. See,
by the time you read this, I
may already be in hiding, just
like my sock-molesting tor-
mentor. Why? Well, think
about it. The whole point of

however: my experience with
The Enforcer has not been an
entirely bad one. Sure, my poor sock has
suffered pain beyond what I can possi-
bly comprehend. But, on the plus side, I
keep getting amusing column material
handed to me on a sil-

What the hell is wrong
with you people? Appar-
ently, to judge from be-
mused reactions [ re-
ceived to the last column,
some of you doubted that
The Enforcer actually ex-
ists. So let me just set the
record straight here:
there really is some de-
ranged person at this law
school who has stolen my
sock and sent me threat-
ening ransom letters.

| could just put my trust in
their collective sense of humor
and ability to take a joke in
good spirits. Unfortunately,
these are law students that
we’'re talking about here.

ver platter. That's not
an insignificant ben-
efit at this point in my
life, given that I'm di-

yvou don't see the con-
nection here, suffice it
to say that the direct-
ing gig has been
rather draining on my
comic skills. In fact,
I'm having trouble
thinking of anything
that would be more

Contrary to the belief that
some have expressed, [ did not just make
up this story for the sake of a cheap laugh.
I mean, really — what could possibly
have given you the impression that I
would lie about something this important?
There's something called “journalistic in-
tegrity,” and I am nothing if not an up-
standing journalist. (Cue faint patriotic
music here.} For instance, you remember
that column about the giant squid? I got
that by actually reading stuff on the
Internet, not from some unreliable word-
of-mouth source. See, it's called fact-check-

ing. Sure, it takes a little extra time. But _

I do it, because I believe in the principle

I tried contacting the Student Telephone
Office to get them to trace the call, but
they were too busy counting giant stacks
of cash and cackling evilly to be able to
provide assistance.

Then, I got another letter from The
Enforcer. It seems that now he's peeved
at me. He thinks that “we can’t be friends
anymore.” He's especially hurt by the com-
ment in my last column that the person I
suspected most would be working at

Wachtell next summer, (I confronted the

aforementioned Future Wachtell Drone:

1t turns out that hais not.in fact the-cul-

prit.) So, judging from the petulant tone

draining, with the
possible exception of failed brain sur-
gery. So when some anonymous source
wants to just hand me comedy for the
taking, well, far be it from me to com-
plain.

Naw, by the time this week’s issue goes
to print; we'll be in the middle of our pro-
duction run for the Parody. [Blatant plug
here: vou can still get rush tickets at the
deor on Thursday, Friday or Saturday
night: Tickets go on sale at 7 p.m.; first
come, first served. If you miss the show,

you will be labeled a pariah for the rest of
your-law school career, and SoDexHo

workers will occasionally spit on vou to

recting the Parody. If

the Parody is that we make
fun of dozens of people in front of the
whole law school community, right? Well,
guess who those dozens of people are
likely to come after when they start look-
ing for revenge? Uh-huh,

Now, maybe I can solve this problem
with a public letter informing them that
this whole “director” thing is just a silly
formality. I could tell them that all of the
jokes were actually written by a computer
geek in California named Josh Orum, and
that they should direct all complaints ta
him. But they probably won’t buy it.

Alternatively, I could just put my trust
in their collective sense of humor and abil-
Ity to take a joke in good spirits. Unfortu-
nately, these are law students that we're
talking about here. So much for that idea.

[ think I have no choice: I'll be forced to
go underground. When next vou read this
column, I may have to write it under an
assumed name. (I'm thinking “Blake
Timmerman,” or something similarly
clever.) I will surface from my dark hid-
ing place only long enough to grab a quick
meal every now and then. For security
reasons, | can't even reveal whether [ will
go to the Middle Eastern food truck or the
Chinese food truck.

It won't be an easy life. But, fortunately
| have a knack for blending in, and I really
don't stand out in a crowd at all. So I'll just
fade into the HLS woodwork — unheard,
unseen and secure in my new identity.

I just hope I will get my sock back first.

Fenno looked down at his chest, scan-
ning carefully for any sign of visible pro-
trusions. Thankfully, they were gone. Four
straight weeks of being female had been
quite enough for his tastes. “What the hell
happened to tradition at this damn law
school,” Fenno muttered to himself,
“Where the hell is Vic Brudney when you
need him?”

Fenno heard a cheerful voice behind
him: “Do not worry, comrade!” Fenno

| started in surprise. But he relaxed when

he saw that it was just Ashley Morgan.
Still, Morgan had an odd look on her face
as she continued to speak: “Yes, Comrade
Fenno, it is true. We have no need for tra-
dition in the bright new era.”

Fenno stood there, puzzled, trying to
figure out what was wrong with Ashley.

Her voice had lost its characteristic
gruff edge, replaced with a vague mono-
tone that Fenno couldn’t quite make sense
of. He replied: “What do you mean, Ash?”

“Ah, comrade, you are so behind the
times. Can you not see how pleasant it is
to be a student here in this marvelous day
and age? For why else would the student

i body have come together so decisively and
§ unanimously to select the new and glori-
| ous political leadership for our happy

scholar’s paradise?”

“What on God's green Earth are you
smoking, Morgan?

“Why, comrade, the peace pipe of stu-
dent unity! Fer today we all join hands

| and celebrate the enthroning of our wise

and mighty new |leader—a leader s0o mag-
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hold an election to choose him!”

Fenno sighed, as he realized what was
coming.

“Come, comrade: join me in praising the
glorious president! It is, after all, a small
thing to ask in return for the riches he
will bestow upon the student body.” With
this, Ashley got down on her knees and
began quietly chanting a mantra that
sounded wvaguely like “fececeees,
feeepeces.”

Fenno was beginning to get worried,
“Ashley, honey, you're getting a little the-
atrical here. Maybe it's time to think
about some fresh air and a new room-
mate.”

“Nonsense, comrade. I have all the
spiritual support I need in the wise say-
ngs of our Great Ruler. Would you like to
buy a book of his epigrams?” Ashley pro-
duced a small brown notebook, which
Fenno grabbed. It was completely empty.

Ashley gave an embarrassed cough.
“Well, um, we're hoping that he'll say some
very wise things any day now.”

“Sure thing, Morgan. Look, honey,
what's in this for you?”

“Nothing, Fenno! Nothing at all, save
for the joy of serving at the feet of the fin-
est Law School Council President I will
ever know: Chairman Manoj, first among
equals! Fridman is dead! Long live Mate!”
She quickly fell back to her knees and
began prostrating herself again.

Fenno could see that there was no get-
ting through to her. Fenno sighed once
more, and thought about uttering some
pithy final comment about the corrupt-
ing wiles of power. But then he thought
better of it, and just belched loudly in-
stead. Fenno walked off, and he couldn’
help but shake his head as he mumbled
to no one 1n particular: “Mano) Mate. Go
figure.”

Correction: Last week, Fenno inaduvert-
ently ecomplained abouwt not heing on Mar)

A Glenolons SRR T el B

meant to whine about being excluded from

Martha Minow'’s e-mail list. To the best of

Fennos knowledge, Mary Ann Glendon
does not use an e-mail list and may, for
all Fenno knows, believe that the internet
15 nothing but a giant porn factory. Fenno

fl!_ll'.:f.l‘l'lll'.l‘gl'.f:'[:'ﬂ to Pf‘rjﬁfs.*-fc'i.l" (zlendon _,l'hr the
undeserved mockery, and to the HLS com-
munity for failing to properly insult
Martha Minow. Fenno regrets the error.
to the limited extent that Fenno is capable
of regretting anything.

Quote of
the Week

“lI]t’s also important to
realize that sweatshops
are a necessary feature of
many developing
economies.”

— From a press release issued by the
Harvard Salient, a conservative
weekly at the College.
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Her Indie World

‘ By Suzanne Carter "00

RECORD Columnist

WHAT THE WORLD NEEDS Now IS PUNK, SWEET PUNK

Sleater-Kinney
The Hot Rock
Kill Rock Stars 1999

Sleater-Kinney have just released the
first truly great album of 1999.

“The Hot Rock™ — so named for a 1972
jewel-heist movie starring Robert Redford
{yes, these girls have taste) — 18 an in-
tense, beautifully realized punk poem.

The band has risen to fame on Olym-
pia, Washington’s Kill Rock Stars label,
where they spawned the super-acclaimed
“Dig Me Out.” Despite the fact that the
album won the band a fourth-place fin-
ish on the Village Voice's respected Pazz
& Jop Crities’ Poll in 1997, the trio has
chosen to stay with KRS rather than fol-
low friends and ex-label-mates Mary Lou
Lord and Elliott Smith to corporate
rockville.

“The Hot Rock” is somewhat gentler
and more beautiful than “Dig Me Out,”
but the ladies haven't strayed from their
Pacific Northwest roots.

The all-female tr.o melds beautifully,
most noticeably on the frenetic, terse “Liv-
ing in Exile.” Drummer Janet Weiss is the
backbone of the band, and Carrie
Brownstein's guitar and backing vocals
serve to pace the music as well.

The real star of the disc, however, is lead
vocalist Corin Tucker, who wails through

OscAr Gorp To SHINE For ... SHAKESPEARE?

arch is upon us and that can
only mean one thing: it's Oscar
time. To help you out with those
pre-Oscar pools, | present the latest buzz
on who will win, who should win, and who
got left out.
Let me get a few “lesser” categories out
of the way quickly. Best supporting actor
will be either Billy Bob

the band’s lyrics like Kate Bush as told to
the Sex Pistols.
Tucker’s fury can be disconcerting when

coupled with the vulnerability of some of

the band’s lyrics: “Baby don't you leave
me baby don't you go,” Tucker chants in
“Start Together,” “I'm a mess/I'm the
worst/But the best/That vou've heard.”
That’s the type of humanism we used to
look for from Ani DiFranco before she =old
out to the music-publicity machine.

In fact, in a music universe of would-
be pontificating philosophers, the trio’s
lyrice stand out as some of the pretti-
est and most perceptive to see the light
of day.

“(zet Up,” for instance, starts out with
Tucker doing spoken-word which might
have been written by Emily Dickinson:
“And when the body finally starts to let
goflet it all go at once/not piece by piece/
but like a whole bucket of stars/dumped
into the universe/.../Good-bye small
hands, good-bye small heart/good-bye
small head/My soul 18 climbing tree
trunks/and swinging from every
branch.”

The women can be funny, too — the
Brit-poppy, elegant “Don't Talk Like” per-
ceptively jingles, “don’t talk like/like
you're nineteen/you're thirty-five/if you're
a day.”

The disc's best line, however, is re-
served for “Banned From the End of the
World,” in which Tucker crows, “I've no

Academy actually saw this year, The rest
are riding on reputation.

Comparing these five performances, I
think Edward Norton's mesmerizing turn
as a skinhead actually deserves to win,
but I predict that McKellan will win in
recognition of his long and brilliant career.

Who got left out this year? Most obvi-

millennial fear/The future is
here, it comes every year.”

In fact, “World” sounds like
yvour big sister’s Go Gos' album
if you plaved it on 78 rpm in-
stead of 33 1/3. This is fitting,
considering that Sleater-Kinney
have been described as the Go
(Gos in grad school.

Don't let that dissuade you, though —
Sleater-Kinney have something original
to say, and they'll say it in their own sweet
punk way.

This Week in Rock Lawsuits, Vol-
ume I — A Princeton University music
professor claims his hearing was damaged
by a noisy Smashing Pumpkins perfor-
mance in New Haven, Connecticut.

Peter Jeffrey, 45, is suing Corgan & Co.,
opening acts Fountains of Wayne and the
Frogs, earplug maker Siebe North Inc.,
the city of New Haven and the New Ha-
ven Coliseum, where the concert took
place last vear.

According to his lawyer (yup, unem-
ployved 3Ls, he's got representation) Andy
Wallace, Jeffrey suffers from sleep depri-
vation as well as chronic tinnitus, which
18 the fancy-schmantzy term for ringing
in the ears.

Jeffrey is suing for breach of duty. A
Gregorian chant expert, he states that he
attended the show to look for his son.

And I used to think my dad was embar-

Blanchett deserves to win for
her passionate performance of

Fngland's greatest queen.
Who got left out? I may be
out on a limb here, but 1
would have nominated
Sandra Bullock for Hope
Floats. 1 know the Speed-
queen has quite

Thornton (A Simple Plan) or
Robert Duvall (A Civil Ac-
tion). Bill Murray gave the
best performance of his life
in Rusfimore and was robbed
of a nomination. Even

“l can’t believe | won! | am
full like a watermelon!”

a popular following at the
box office, but that doesn’t
mean she 1an't good! Unfor-
tunately, the Academy
seems to think that any
movie they can't under-

though the odds favor
Thornton, my money is on
Duavall.

Best supporting actress will probably
either be Kathy Bates (Primary Colors)
or Lynn Redgrave (Gods and Monsters).
My pick is Dame Judi Dench as Queen
Elizabeth I in Shakespeare in Love. The
odds, however, currently favor Bates.

Best original screenplay 1s a no-brainer:
Shakespeare in Love.

The nominees for best actor are:
Hoberto Benigni (Life is Beautiful), Tom
Hanks (Saving Private Ryan), lan
MecRKellan (Gods and Monsters), Nick
Nolte (Affliction) and Edward Norton
(American History X). This 18 a very com-
petitive category which just got a lot
harder to predict with Benigni's victory
at the Screen Actor Guild awards last
weekend. The word on the street is that
the Academy thinks Hanks has enough
Oscar gold for now and it will probably
choose to reward one of two veteran ac-
tors: McKellan or Nolte.

But Benigni is a real wild card and his
exuberance is currently charming Holly-
wood. (At the Directors Guild Awards on
Saturday, Benigni responded to his nomi-
nation plague by exclaiming “I can’t be-
lieve I won! I am full like a watermelon!”)
Nolte and McRKellan are also handicapped
by the fact that nobody saw their movies.
In fact, Hanks is probably the only one of
the five nominees that the bulk of the

ously, Golden Globe winner Jim Carrey
for The Truman Show. He proved he can
play serious, but he can't do the Robin
Williams evolution overnight. Sean Penn
(Huriyburly, The Thin Red Line) and John
Travolta (Primary Colors, A Civil Action)
both turned in two good performances this
vear but were left out by Oscar.

The nominees for best actress are: Cate
Blanchett (Elizabeth), Fernanda
Montenegro (Central Station), Gwyneth
Paltrow (Shakespeare in Love), Meryl
Streep (One True Thing) and Emily
Watson (Hilary and Jackie). Blanchett
won the Golden Globe for best dramatic
actress while Paltrow won for best actress
in a comedy or musical. Paltrow also just
won the Screen Actors Guild Award for
best actress. This combination of honors
would appear to give her an edge over
Blanchett. Paltrow’s real advantage
comes from the fact that she grew up in
Hollywood and her parents, Blythe
Danner and Bruce Paltrow, know all the
right people. This isn't to slight her tal-
ent — she gave a quality performance in
Shakespeare. But Blanchett and Watson
were both stretched further in their roles
and have proven their acting mettle in a
string of solid movies, unlike Paltrow,
who has mostly starred in forgettable box
office drivel (Hush, A Perfect Murder).

Paltrow - probably  will win, but

stand must be the best, so
until Bullock takes the trip
to Sundance in a few respectable indie
flops, she may not get the nod.

The nominees for best director are:
Roberto Benigm (Life is Beautiful), John
Madden (Shakespeare in Love), Terrence
Malick (The Thin Red Line), Steven
Spielberg (Saving Private Ryan) and Pe-
ter Weir (The Truman Show).

Who will win? That’s easy. Spielberg
won the Director’s Guild Award last
Sunday and only four times since the
DGA’s inception has the Academy failed
to follow with a best director Oscar.
Should he win? Actually, of the five
nominees, I'd vote for Weir. Let's just
give Spielberg a “most popular direc-
tor ever” award and open the field up
for some fresh talent.

The nominees for best picture are:
Elizabeth, Life is Beautiful, Saving Pri-
vate Ryan, Shakespeare in Love and The
Thin Red Line. Last year, Titanic rode a
$200 million box office wave to the top

rassing! As he would say, “wah
jees!”

This Week in Rock Law-
suits, Volume Il — Perpetual
malcontent Prince (or what-
ever he's calling himself this
week ) filed a motion in a New
York federal district court last

week looking to cover his intzllectual
property.

His Purpleness alleges that several Web
sites offering free downloads of his songs
— or MP3s, as techies call them — vio-
late his copyrights.

User-friendly MP3s are causing ever-
increasing concern in the industry be-
cause computer-savvy consumers have be-
gun using the downloadable files as
replacements for investing in actual com-
pact discs.

Prince's lawsuit takes a bizarre turn,
though, in his targeting of fan Web sites
which use images from his album covers
as well as the unpronounceable trade-
marked symbol which he has been known
to use as his name.

Prince Charles, watch out!

TV Watch — Next Wednesday, March
17, VH1 will broadcast what promises to
be the best Rock and Holl Hall of Fame
induction ceremony yet. Honorees include
Billy Joel, Curtis Mayfield, Paul
McCartney and my personal fave, Bruce
Springsteen. Check it out at 9 p.m.

By Tanya Marsh ‘0
RECORD Columnist

honors of best picture and
best director. This year,

nominations, one short of
Titanic's record, but still
enough to put it in a =elect
group of eight films in 70
vears. In 14 of the past 15
years, the picture that
grabbed the most nominations went on to
win the best picture Oscar. This means
that Shakespeare is the favorite, but it
faces steep competition from two World
War Il films: Saving Private Ryan (11
nominations) and Life is Beautiful.. Eliza-
beth and The Thin Red Line don’t stand
much of a chance.

One factor which may work against
Shakespeare is its lack of a dark under-

current. Sure, Will doesn't get the girl, .
but that isnt quite tragic enough for the *

Academy which has recently rewarded
epics in which the hero dies at the end
— 1997's Titanic, 1996's The English
Patient and 1995's Braveheart. That
would reopen the door for Eyan and Life
is Beautiful.

An eternal optimist, I think love and
my Bard will triumph over death and dour
Steven this year. Shakespeare in Love
deserves to win and it will win. If I'd
picked the nominees, I would have
dropped Life is Beautiful and The Thin
Red Line and substituted Rushmore, the
most creative movie of the year, and The
Truman Show or Hope Floats (1 told you,
I loved that movie!). But even so,
Shakespeare in Love is, in my humble
opinion, the best picture of 1998, and 1
think the Academy will agree.

Recycle ”
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reamworks’ latest release had

little going for it from the onset.

Common wisdom was that
Sandra Bullock can not act to save her
life, and one can't help but despise some-
one as indubitably semi-literate (vet
awarded an Osecar for screenplay writing,
go figure) and ethereally annoying as Ben
Affleck. The pre-release hype has long hit
the ceiling. And although a woman direc-
tor from Canada is bound to be a breath
of fresh air in Hollywood, Bronwen
Hughes's only prior motion picture cred-
its were for “Harriet the Spy.” Now that
was a freakin’ classic right there.

But much as it pains me to fess this up,
“Forces of Nature” is a quite decent flick,
despite its thoroughly forgettable title.

The fascinating fusion of romantic com-
edy and road movie follows the travails of
Ben (Affleck would have surely been con-
fused if his character had a different
name) and Sarah (Bullock) on their jour-
ney from New York to Savannah.

Ben is en route to his wedding and Sa-
rah has major grana (shout out to my
Portuguese professor, Eliani!) lying on her
getting to Savannah ASAP. And it just so
happens that her ten-year-old son lives
down South as well.

Along their odyssey, the odd couple is
plagued by lousy luck and inclement

T-‘i"ﬂﬁﬁ Vith Method

n recent months, the column pages

of the RECORD have

facilitated substantial gender contro-
versy, with the primary source of this im-
broglio engendered by the columns of my
tallest and ersatz sibylline colleague.
While certain of her columns endorsing
the use of a woman's sexual charms as a
gambit for social advance have invited
truculent and internecine feminist re-
sponse, the men at HLS by and large have
failed in offering rejoinder to Miss Falk’s
portrayal of Harvard men as shallow and
dim. In truth, tits are for kids. In further
truth, the injustice of a muted male re-
sponse to the allegations of our unrefined
telluric urges shall no longer endure on

...................

Monocamy BITES?

weather (hence the title), and, rather as-
tonishingly, Ben grows more and more
hard-pressed to withstand what he per-
ceives as Sarah’s eccentrically beguiling
nature (hence the title again). The end-
ing of the film is a deeply frustrating cop-
out, but still better than the only plau-
sible alternative ending, which would
have been unbearably sappy.

It turns out that Bullock can in fact act
but that she had never been given a part
where she could prove it before. (I must
qualify that I have yet to see “The Thing
Called Love."”) Sarah is free-spirited, cyni-
cal, engaging. Bullock suceessfully con-
veys the character's essence and looks
amazing doing it. Especially endearing is
the tattoo on Sarah's lower stomach. And,
best of all, Bullock’s trademark asinine
laugh is shrewdly cut down to size. Mad
props to the editors,

Affleck’s character, on the other hand,
just looks stupid. Adam Sandler, whom
Affleck resembles significantly with the
short coif, would have been a much bet-
ter choice for this role. At least that way
one’s reaction would have been, “Whoa,
what a departure, he looks so stupid in
this but it's like serious and stuff.”

Still, Affleck does a valiant job deliver-
ing punchlines such as “I am not in de-
nial. I am a gay dancer and I am proud!”

these hallowed, nay hollowed, pages.
From the outset it begs mentioning that
even the most socially stymied acolyte will
notice that Harvard Law males are an ilk
dissimilar from the average American
man. But, it requires someone with the
keen insight of this writer, a woman who
plays a man in real life, to effectively dis-
sect the salient peccadilloes unique to this
species of over-educated and under-zexed
Y-chromosome constituents. Studying this
peculiar male species in their natural
habitat of the Harkness men’s room, one
will observe immediately that the urinal
closest to the entrance doors always re-
mains unused, and this despite heavy
Harkness urinal traffic. Indeed, every

The fuy e el i
rthe RECORD.
Dou't lef Hhis happen fo you....

q@lruumawwh

By Dusan Stojkovic "00
RECORD Columnisi

The rambunectious erowd in the
South Carolina gay bar scene
actually included a black man:
that’s right, the exact same num-
ber of black men as were present
at the recent Ronald Reagan
Birthday Bash. Coincidence?! 1
think not.

out from JFK. (If you think
that’s anal, just wait for my
Law School Parody review. )
But the supporting cast is
surprisingly strong. Maura
Tierney of NewsRadio demi-
fame plays Bridget, Ben's any-
thing-but-affable fiancée. The

The film is heavy on some
pretty neat special effects,
thanks to Dreamworks productions, but
in this regard, less would have been more.
While the effects are poignantly used in
the clinractic hurricane scene, they do not
really benefit the yarn woven in the first
two thirds of the movie,

Bullock’s performance is strong enough
to hold the romantic plot together, al-
though the on-sereen chemistry between
Ben and Sarah never quite materializes.
Not that it really needs to; the unique
thing about this romantic comedy is
Sarah’s role in the story is less that of a
lover than of a catalyst: she stirs things
up without herself being affected by the
change. Well, sort of.

There are some annoying inconsisten-
cies in the movie: nobody from New York
speaks like a New Yorker, and a scene at
LaGuardia shows Swissair and Austrian
check-ins, when everybody with an IQ
above 100 knows that those airlines fly

male who enters the bathroom
avoids utilizing the first urinal
irrespective of the availability
of other vacant urinals. Fur-
thermore, HLS men rarely if
ever will occupy a urinal begide
a fellow relief-seeking student,
typically opting to wait for a
distant receptacle vacancy to
offer their plumbing libations.
As one can learn a lot about a man from
his pattern of public urinating, a plausible
hypothesis to account for these hermetic
and sociopathic urination rituals is that
the men of Harvard Law are uncomfort-
able with the function that their penis
plays in their lives. It may be that years
of repression, sublimation, autoerotic ma-
nipulation, and Wham! records have left
many Harvard men bereft of a healthy
and open relationship with their man-
hood. While typical boys were from an
early age getting acquainted with their
penis, its personality, habits, allergies,
favorite foods, music tastes and sleep pat-
terns, Harvard Law boys were capitulat-
ing to their domineering mothers by cul-
tivating their minds and transecripts to the
neglect of their chemically burgeoning
appendage. The resulting penile xenopho-
bia may certainly explain the aversion to
exposure in public facilities, much as an
LL.M. shuns all catalysts of personal hy-
giene.

Other fundamental Harvard Law
male behavior patterns may derive from
this awkward penis socialization. In in-
tramural basketball leagues, for ex-
ample, it is penile phobia that causes
some athletes to forego the limited en-
joyment of healthy competition in favor
of refereeing. If the refs better be-
friended their penis, it might occur to
them that the control instinct to exert
dominion over other pathologically in-
ept males manifests a symbolic compen-
sation for diminished manhood via rela-
tive penile mastery.

The most salient discrepancy in
Harvard Law male behavior patterns
that stems from penis alienation is their
social interaction with women, particu-
larly the peculiar Harvard Law variety.

character seems to have been
written with Jennifer Aniston
in mind but someone in casting actually
had taste. The scenes between Bridget
and her erstwhile beau, Steve, are clas-
sic. The parents’ characters are also well-
played and well-written, and there's a
busload of thrill-seeking senior citizens.
“Forces of Nature” certainly breaks away
from standard Hollywood practice in its
portrayal of elderly people; and besides,
the David Herwitzes of this world are way
more fascinating than whiny baby
boomers or Gen-X slacker types like my-
self.

On a more universal level, to a far
greater extent than the usual American
fare, this film takes an honest and intel-
ligent look at the very meaning of mar-
riage.

“Forces of Nature” will start playing “in
theaters everywhere™” March 19. And no,
in Hollywood-speak, downtown Niznij
Novgorod does not count as “everywhere.”

“

THE MIEN OF HARVARD LAw

By Darren Schlanger '00
RECORD Columnist

Ignoring the throbbing advice
of their packages to play the
mating ritual according to
long established rules of the
game, Harvard Law men in-
stead fold their cards before
the first bet is made and be-
have in the kind of excessively
nice and sweet manner that
never precedes any form of
fluid exchange. This naive practice is ir-
revocably doomed to failure, for the pe-
nis, you see, knows of only two success-
ful approaches to playing the mating
game: aloofness or aggressiveness,
stealth or frontal assault, napping in the
drawers or flailing about like a cobra
swaying before a Brahmin lute player. It
benefits the male little to fight penile he-
gemony over the realm of sexual over-
tures with misguided notions of chivalry,
friendship or respectability. The penis
has no manners, only objectives. If noth-
ing else, Vietnam should teach you that
steady and cautious wars of attrition
never end in conquest. The winning game
either meanders cleverly and surrepti-
tiously along the axis of charm and in-
nuendo or ends instantaneously with a
resounding bang. Until the men at
Harvard Law cultivate a healthy dia-
logue with their penis, their efforts at in-
timacy are doomed for failure, relegated
to USA Up-All-Night marathons and
knob polishing before afternoon reruns
of Baywatch. It’s on daily at 4 p.m.

This observation does not, however, ex-
onerate the deviant HLS females from their
role in sabotaging Law School social ritu-
als. Heeding the tropistic advice of one's
penis achieves naught if the target of the
machinations herself maintains an oblivi-
ous facade of sexlessness, Thus, rather than
enforcing the gender conflict by interpret-
ing this column as a repudiation of HLS
men alone, it would better serve the com-
munity if everyone, both male or female,
gave the men positive reinforcement and
encouragement to say hello to their little
friends. Because in the final postscript, i
still takes two to tango, though two, a
schnauzer and hoisin sauce can make for
exceptionally worthwhile dance moves.
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