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ARIZON~ 
ADVOCATE 

University of Arizona College of Law Volume Twenty-Two Number Two Spring/Summer 1989 

Public Interest Law Organization 
Flourished in Its First Year 

The newly formed Public Interest 
Law Organization (PILO) awarded 
its first student-funded fellowship to 
Cezy Collins, a first year student, 
during the recent PILO spaghetti 
lunch and raffle. Cezy will be working 

by Sybil Kisken 

as an advocate for children's rights 
with the Arizona Attorney General's 
office this summer. Cezy's fellowship 
represents the culmination of a year 
of hard work and active support for 
the organization. 

E. Thomas Sullivan New Dean in Fall 
by Dave Fleishman 

Beginning in the fall semester, 
1989, the University of Arizona 
College of Law will have a new 
Dean. E. Thomas Sullivan, who is 
currently a Professor of Law at 
Washington University in St. Louis, 
was announced as the new dean in a 
letter circulated by Acting Dean 
Kenney Hegland. 

Professor Sullivan graduated from 
Drake University with a B.A. in Political 
Science in 1970, and he received his 
J.D. from Indiana University School of 
Law in 1973. While in law school, 
Professor Sullivan was article editor 
on the Indiana Law Review, and he 
was awarded "Best Appellate Brief" 
in the Moot Court Competition in 
addition to being named "Outstanding 
Graduate" by the Law Faculty at 
Indiana. 

After graduating from Indiana, 
Professor Sullivan clerked for Judge 
Joe Eaton in the United States District 
Court for the Southern District of 
Florida. He worked as a trial attorney 
for the U.S. Department ofJustice and 
as an associate in the Washington, 
D.C. firm of Donovan, Leisure, Newton 
& Irvir{e. He has been admitted to the 
bars of several states as well as that 
of the U.S. Supreme Court. 

Beginning 1979, Professor Sullivan 

began his teaching career a t the 
University of Missouri Law School, 
and from 1985-86, he was the Asso
ciate Dean at Washington University. 
He has taught courses in Antitrust, 
Civil Procedure, Trial Practice, and 
Conflict of Laws. 

Professor Sullivan's multitude of 
legal writings include several books 
on Antitrust Law, numerous law 
review articles, and several articles 
on the relationship of the National 
Collegiate Athletic Association with 
its a thletes. He also served as a 
consultant in NCAA v. Board of 
Regents of Oklahoma, 468 U.S. 85. 

Professor Sullivan has lectured ex
tensively during his career. He has 
given lectures on Antitrust Law in 
several d ifferent law schools, and in 
1985, he gave two lectures in the 
Soviet Union, one on the court system 
of the Soviet Union and its procedural 
process, and one on Contract Law 
and Commercial Arbitration. 

Dean-Designate Sullivan brings 
most impressive credentials to the 
College of Law, and he will, no 
doubt, be a valuable addition to the 
faculty. We at the Advocate wish the 
new Dean great success in his new 
position and we welcome him to the 
College of Law. 

The University of Arizona College 
of Law is among dozens of law 
schools around the country that have 
created local branches of the National 
Association of Public Interest Law 
(NAPIL). PILO, the Arizona branch of 
NAPIL, has three primary goals: ( l) to 
raise funds to finance public interest 
summer clerkships for first and second 
year students; (2) to lobby for student 
loan repayment assistance for those 
students accepting public interest 
jobs paying less than $30,000 per 
year; and (3) to assist in placement of 
law students in public interest jobs 
and fellowships. 

PILO's kick-off event took place 
first semester with a spaghetti lunch 
and a raffle. The entire law school 
community made the event a success 
by devouring a ll of the spaghetti. In 
addition, faculty members and admin
istrators showed their support for the 
project by donating money and 
prizes for the raffle. 

Second semester began with a 
panel d iscussion in which Arizona 
Supreme Court Chief Justice Gordon 
discussed the merits of pro bono 
work. Other panel members included 
Nancy Trease, Executive Director of 
Southern Arizona Legal Aid and 
Sally Simmons, a member of the 
Board of Governors of the Arizona 
State Bar, and a partner at Molloy, 
Jones. A hoagie lunch was served 
during the discussion. The sandwiches 
were generously donated by various 
sandwich shops around town. 

The most important event of the 
year was the pledge drive in which 
students demonstrated support for 
the endeavors of fellow students. 
Throughout the semester, students 

(continued on page 3) 
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Letter to the Editor~~~~~~~~~ 
Code Blue 
Dear Editor, 

The sun was shining the first day I 
visited the law school at the University 
of Arizona, and I remember thinking 
that it would probably be just as easy 
to spend a half-a-day on the mountain. 
It was a natural choice. Of course, it 
was not until I had been in an actual 
class for five minutes that I realized 
the kind of competitive forum that law 
school is. It was not until very recently 
that I discovered the written rules of 
the game: The Hohor Code. 

The Honor Code is presently being 
reviewed by a committee under the 
direction of Professor August Eckhardt. 
The committee is particularly inter
ested in a recent proposal to amend 
the code with respect to the pre
screen process. As the code presently 
reads a person "shall report all 
violations" of which there is "personal 
knowledge" (sec. 5). Section 5a then 
provides for appearance of the 
accused and those others that know 
of the violation (including the accuser) 
before the Honor Council at which 
time the merits of the claim are 
investigated and decided. Of those 
relatively few claims that are actually 
referred to the council, even fewer 
merit disciplinary action. In fact, the 
code anticipates that meritless claims 
will be made when it prohibits one to 
"falsely accuse" another. The code 
fails to recognize that many claims 
made in good faith simply lack merit. 
In short, the code fails to explicitly 
recognize a distinction between those 
claims that are false, those good faith 
claims that are not referred to the 
Honor Council, and those claims that 
merit review by the council. 

The Honor Code ignores the issue; 
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the system does not. There has 
developed a quasi-underground sys
tem (buried within the system) that 
determines which claims will be 
referred to the council. Claims of an 
Honor Code violation are made 
personally to Associate Dean who 
interviews the parties separately and 
decides whether the case will be 
referred. If the claim is dismissed as 
meritless, the accused never learns 
the identity of the party making 
claims of dishonor. In my experience, 
I see that integrity and honor are the 
primary motivating factors for most 
students of law and society. The 
system as it now functions has left 
honorable people looking starry
eyed into the face of classmates 
asking, "Would you attack my honor 
without merit; and, if so, why? I only 
try my best." Up until now, these 
questions remain unanswered. 

The proposal that the committee 
must now review explicitly recognizes 
and provides for the system as it now 
functions, and it permits a person 
accused to ask and answer some 
very important questions. The pro
posal allows the Dean to designate 
faculty members, students, or a com
bination of both to establish a pre
screen panel. The panel will meet 
with the accused and the accuser 
simultaneously to discuss the merit of 
the claim and will make a recom
mendation based on that discussion. 
The panel may recommend that the 
case be referred to the Honor Council 

as either a claim with merit or as a 
false claim; the panel may dismiss 
the claim as made in good faith but 
without merit. The recommendation 
of the panel shall not include a 
judgement on the merits nor shall it 
address sanctions. Preferably, a single 
professor who is familiar with the 
Honor Code will be the only member 
of the panel. The three parties can 
participate in an informal discussion, 
and the panel can act as a body of 
advise and counsel. In this manner, 
the panel will allow a more complete 
and accurate pre-screen process 
than now exists. The two responsible 
parties, the reporter and the reported, 
will have an opportunity to discuss 
the situation within the parameters of 
an informed policy. And the system 
will retain its ability to informally 
affirm honorable obligations. All 
parties will be well informed. The 
rumor mill may have to grind some 
barley. 

It should be emphasized here that 
there is a duty to report known viola
tions. That's what makes the system 
work. I have never personally known 
of any honor violation. To the contrary, 
I have found law students to be some 
of the most honorable folks around. 
Law school provides an individual 
who is committed to a value system to 
manipulate the counter and dimen
sion of that system. Within every 
system there are rules to the game. 
We can only hope to be complete 
and consistent. -Christopher Dupont 

Chief Justice Honored 
The Honorable Frank X. Gordon, 

Jr., Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court of Arizona, was honored 
March 4 by the University of Arizona 
Law College Association for his role 
in the Mecham impeachment pro
ceedings of last year. The Chief 
Justice received the Arizona Alumni 
Association Distinguished Citizen 
Award in a ceremony and dinner 
held at the Westin La Paloma. 

A graduate of the University of 
Arizona College of Law, Gordon was 
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selected as the recipient of the 
award for his outstanding role as the 
judge in the Mecham impeachment 
hearings. Gordon, who kept a daily 
diary of the event, hopes to someday 
donate his research to a library. The 
historical senate trial opened up an 
unprecedented number of legal issues 
which the ChiefJustice and his clerks 
sought to define. 

Also distinguished at the cere
mony were a number of University of 
Arizona law faculty. 
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Mr. Ethics on the Bench 

Most of us are used to addressing 
Charles Ares as Professor Ares. Last 
year, while he was on sabbatical, we 
would have had to call him Judge 
Ares. Ares did a six-month tour of 
duty on the civil bench as a Judge Pro 
Tern. The pro tern experience allows 
attorneys and professors to be 
appointed to the bench for a duration 
of six months. One of Ares primary 
lessons is that although the system 
"could be improved, it is far from 
being broken down." Ares believes 
the public has misconceived the 
judiciary as biased and indifferent. 
He said, "this is simply not true." 

Former Dean Joe Livermore talked 
Ares into devoting his sabbatical to 
being a Judge Pro Tern. Although 
Ares found being a full-time judge a 
very different experience, he enjoyed 
the re- entry into the world of practice, 
especially because it was in a role 
he'd never played before. Ares also 
liked seeing prior students come 
before him on the bench. 

Although Ares presided over a few 
criminal cases, he focused his atten
tion on civil cases. He would generally 
be in the office by 8:00 a.m. and 
begin hearing motions at 8:30a.m. If 
the calendar called for a jury trial, he 
would begin those by 9:00 a.m. if 
possible . Trials would continue until 
approximately 5:00 p.m. with a 
morning break, and then another in 
the afternoon. Jury trials would be 
between three and five days long. 
Ares said he spent some time con
sidering motions for summary judge
ment, and that these are "the bane of 
any judge's existence; they are used 
for discovery, to educate the judge, 
and a hope that lightning will strike 
and they will be granted." 

"On the whole," said Ares, "attor
neys in my court were satisfactory, 
but their biggest problem was a lack 
of preparation." Ares attributed this 
to the fact that too many attorneys try 
to take on too many cases, and often 
the judges in court will let the attorneys 
get away with it. Ares remembered 
two attorneys who were representing 
the same side in a civil suit. One 
emphatically said that Ares must do 
X, while the other said it was a matter 
of court discretion. Ares knew from 
that moment on "which attorney he 

by Reid Robsahm 

could trust, and which would lead 
him into trouble." This example 
highlights the principle lesson he will 
try to pass on to students; it is the 
lesson of intellectual honesty and 
candor. 

One of Ares most vivid memories 
was when he had to sentence a 
young man to prison. A 20-year-old 
man had been convicted on a 
second drug-related offense. It was 
obvious to Ares "that probation hadn't 
worked, and it was clear that he had 
to go away." Ares said, "although no 
mandatory minimum was required, 
as a matter of judgement he had to 
taste prison." The problem with this 
particular case came at the sen
tencing hearing. The young man 
came from a hard working class 
family and they all testified to the 
trauma that this was causing the 
family. Ares said, "it was a horrible 
experience and in the end I had to 
send him away for two or three 
years." 

Ares found that as judge he initially 
had trouble adjusting from being a 
professor. He admitted that he is a 

PUBLIC INTEREST LAW ... 
(continued from page 1) 

pledged money to fund PILO fellow
ships. First and second year students 
pledged percentages of their antici
pated summer incomes while third 
year students pledged lump sums. 
Collection of the funds will take 
place in September. 

The monies raised this year will 
fund Cezy's project, the winner of the 
PILO election. Seven law students 
submitted proposals for public interest 
clerkships. All the students who 
pledged money were given the 
opportunity to vote on the most 
worthwhile proposal. The decision 
was tough as all the proposals were 
excellent. They included clerkships 
with the following organizations: 
White Mountain Apache Reservation, 
California Lawyers for the Arts, 
Government Accountability Project, 
Arizona Center for Law in the Public 
Interest (working on projects involving 
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combative person and he enjoys 
intellectual interchange. (As those of 
us who have taken Ares know all too 
well.) He didn't realize how much of a 
conscious effort it would take to keep 
his combative personality at bay. 
Ares sometimes found himself getting 
involved in a good intellectual debate 
with an attorney, sometimes forgetting 
the issue and what was right. He 
found his job better involved asking 
penetrating questions, and then lis
tening to what the attorneys thought. 

In concluding the interview Ares 
said that the court system and the 
judges were as "good here as any
where." His closing advice was to be 
careful not to learn that saying any
thing is better than saying nothing. 
He reiterated the advice of being 
intellectually honest and candid, 
because judges will be more apt to 
listen. 

A final note is to inform the readers 
that Ares sat on the appellate bench 
at the invitation of C hief Justice 
Gordon. He heard a half dozen 
cases, and wrote the opinion in two of 
them. 

the rights of disabled individuals), 
Legal Aid in Nogales, and the 
Milwaukee Public Defender. It is 
hoped that next year more than one 
fellowship will be funded. This year's 
fellowship recipient will receive 
$3,500 for the summer. Over $1 , 000 
was raised at the law school events 
(not including pledge money) and a 
$1 ,600 grant will be received from 
NAPIL. 

The first PILO clerkship was an
nounced at the most recent PILO 
event- another spaghetti lunch and 
raffle. Next year, PILO will be present 
a t first year orientation in hopes of 
generating continued enthusiasm for 
helping lawyers obtain jobs in tradi
tionally poorly funded areas. In 
addition, numerous events will be 
scheduled throughout the year. 

PILO is the result of law student 
creativity and dedication. Thanks to 
all the students, faculty and staff, and 
members of the community for con
tributing time, money, and effort. 
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The Author's Right Not to Publish 

If you really want to hear about it, the 
first thing you'll probably want to know is 
where I was born, and what my lousy 
childhood was like, and how my parents 
were occupied and all before they had 
me, and all that David Copperfield kind 
of crap, but I don't feel like going into it, if 
you want to know the truth. 

-J.D. Salinger 
The Catcher in the Rye 

In 1983, Ian Hamilton, well known 
literary writer and critic, approached 
the reclusive J.D. Salinger and sought 
permission to publish a biography. 
Salinger refused to cooperate and 
shunned Hamilton. Hamilton, regard
less, pursued his work without the 
subject's help. For the next three 
years Hamilton prepared the biog
raphy entitled]D. Salinger: A Writing 
Life. Hamilton used as his sources 
previously published biographical 
accounts, interviews with friends and 
acquaintances of Salinger's and 
finally, what was to be a gold mine of 
unpublished letters. These letters 
had been written by Salinger to 
friends including his good friend and 
editor of Story magazine, Whit 
Burnett. These letters, written between 
1939 and l 962 had been donated to 
various university and college libraries 
by the recipients of the letters. Hamilton 
signed agreements not to copy or 
publish the letters and was granted 
access to the letters. 

In 1986 Hamilton had completed 
work on the biography. A copy of the 

LWA Wine and 
Cheese Success 
The Law Women's Association 

Wine and Cheese was once again a 
great success. Attended by students, 
faculty and members of the bar, the 
event proved once again that tradi
tion lives. The wine and cheese was 
graciously held at the home of Kathy 
Anavy and her family. A jazz band 
provided music poolside. And for 
those of you who missed this event, 
you also missed the splash Jamie 
Ratner' s tenure caused. Thanks go to 
Professor Leslie Espinoza for pro
viding the ente rtainment. 

by Laurie A Martin 

galleys somehow made their way 
to Salinger who was outraged by 
Hamilton's generous quoting of his 
personal letters. It was also the first 
time that Salinger was made aware 
of the existence of these letters in 
university depositories. Salinger con
tacted Hamilton and requested a 
revision. 

Hamilton then began revising the 
biography, removing the obvious 
quotations from the letters but keeping 
a large amount of excerpted material 
and extensive paraphrases. The 
revised material, a lthough greatly 
reduced, still amounted to forty per
cent of the book's 192 pages. Salinger 
was still adament about his privacy. 
The revision was not enough. He 
sought and obtained an injunction 
barring publication of the book. 

The district court held that the 
amount of appropriation of copy
righted material was too minimal to 
subject Salinger to any serious harm, 
and that the use of the unpublished 
letters fell under the fair use doctrine. 
On appeal, the decision was reversed. 
In the court's opinion, the unpublished 
nature of the letters was emphasized. 

The court further chastises Hamil
ton's liberal paraphrasing of Salinger's 
material: 

If he copies more than minimal amounts 
of (unpublished) expressive content, he 
deserves to be enjoined; if he "distorts" 
the expressive content, he deserves to 
be critisized for "sacrificing accuracy 
and vividness." But the biographer has 
no inherent right to copy the "accuracy" 
or the "vividness" of the letter writer's 
expression. Indeed, "vividness of des
cription" is precisely an attribute of the 
author's expression that he is entitled to 
protect. 

The court then quotes Hamilton 
himself: 

When the cross-examiner asks, 
"Couldn't you have stated that he had an 
ironic tone," Hamilton replies, "That 
would make a pedestrian sentence I 
didn't wish to put my name to." But when 
dealing with copyrighted expression, a 
biographer . . . may frequently have to 
content himself with reporting only the 
fact . . . even if he thereby pens a 
"pedestrian" sentence. 

J.D. Salinger's continuous fight to 
keep his private life under wraps has 
achieved a major victory. Not only 
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are direct quotations from his un
published letters barred, but para
phrases of his letters are also ex
punged from Hamilton's biography. 
For J.D. Salinger's fans, the news is 
mixed. On one hand, a peek at his 
private life seems intriguing, almost 
as good as meeting him. Yet true 
Salinger fans also respect his desire 
for privacy. Perhaps after all these 
years a masterpiece will emerge 
from Cornish, New Hampshire. As 
Newsweek aptly put it, Salinger in his 
refusal to publish his letters would" as 
soon appear in a beer commercial" 
than let his private life be known. 

The purpose of the copyright law 
should not be thwarted: to encourage 
free expression. The Supreme Court 
in United States v. Paramount 
Pictures, In c. grants the author the 
exclusive rights to his work thereby 
releasing his "creative genius." Critics 
of the decision in Salinger have cited 
First Amendment rights to publish, 
only to be reminded that there 
remains a First Amendment "right to 
be silent." 

Salinger's protection goes far 
beyond the historian's desire to freely 
publish a public figure's writing. 
There is a difference between public 
and private writing, and Salinger's 
private nature is especially sensitive 
to exposure of his innermost thoughts 
and feelings. "Letters are very unlike 
other kinds of copyrighted works: 
Their purpose is normally to com
municate not with the public at large, 
but only with a very limited number of 
persons - most often, one." 

This article is an excerpt 
from "The Road to Cornish, 
New Hampshire: Salinger v. 
Random House, Inc." written 
for Problems in Entertainment 
Law with Professor Paul Marcus. 
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The legal skills Professor Mauet 
offers his Evidence and Trial Practice 
students often quiet those who claim 
that "law school is too theoretical." 
Many would say that he was perfectly 
suited for the position he held as 
Judge ProT em for the Arizona Superior 
Court. 

Mauet explained that he first be
came interested in the Pro T em 
experience when former Dean, Joe 
Livermore, recommended it to him. 
He decided to "try his hand" at the 
experience while on sabbatical during 
the fall of 1987. Mauet began his 
service as a criminal Judge Pro Tern 
on July l, 1987. He explained that 
initially, he had planned to hold the 
position only for the standard six
month period. However, continu
ances and other actions pending 
demanded his attention after January 
l, 1988. Therefore, his term was ex
tended for another six months. Mauet 
resumed his teaching responsibilities 
at the College of Law during his 
second six-month term. When asked 
if he found the combined responsi
bilities of teaching and judging too 
frenetic, Mauet said, "only trial lawyers 
are frenetic." 

Mauet described his experience 
as Judge Pro Tern, saying, "it was like 
going home," going back to an 
environment he found fun and enjoy
able. Having been a trial lawyer in 
Chicago for ten years, Mauet claimed 
that he was "very conscious of being 
on the other side of the bench." 
Basing his next statements on per
sonal knowledge, Mauet explained 
that "attorneys are usually very 
demanding on judges. They some
times seem not to care if a judge's 
decision is right or wrong, so long as 
they get a ruling of some kind." 
Mauet enjoyed the contact he had 
with other town attorneys, an inter
action not often afforded an academic. 
He also appreciated working with the 
other Superior Court judges, and 
described them as "more reflective of 
the population and younger" than 
judges elsewhere. 

Mauet shared courtrooms and 
chambers with permanent judges 
and praised the experiences of 
accommodation and diplomacy he 
practiced. "Pro Terns ride the court-

Mauet's Justice! 
by Melissa Spiel 

house," Mauet explained. They are 
not assigned to one specific court
room, as are permanent judges. 
Spending most of his time as a Pro 
T em on trial demanded that Mauet 
"look on the court calendar a day 
before each trial to find out where 
to go." 

Mauet claimed that his biggest 
challenge as a judge was, first, 
learning the substantive Arizona 
criminal law which differed from that 
of Illinois, and second, learning the 
new sentencing code. Mauet claimed 
the new Uniform Determinate Sen
tences were much higher and more 
strict than those he had dealt with 
while serving as a County Attorney 
and as U.S. Attorney. "As a judge, 
you look at a grid on the bench 
blotter," he said, and "you usually 
simply give the presumptive statutory 
sentence." 

Mauet quickly identified the most 
rewarding aspect of his experience 
as Judge Pro Tern. "It was fun to see 

former students. After 8Y2 years of 
teaching, I wonder what happens to 
the people I knew from their first day 
of law school. It gave me a new 
perspective, seeing those people 
actually practicing the theoretical 
concepts I tried to teach them." He 
claimed to recognize at least half the 
County Attorney's office and the 
Public Defender's office as his former 
students. When asked if he noticed 
whether his presence as their former 
professor, seated behind the bench 
intimidated them, he said he" couldn't 
see it ... " 

What Mauet did "see" was how the 
Arizona Superior Court system func
tions. His experience as Judge Pro 
T em is certainly something from 
which his students can benefit. In 
closing, Mauet said, "the nifty thing 
about Arizona is that it is one of the 
few states that permits Pro T em 
judges. I would encourage anyone 
who is a trial lawyer to take advantage 
of the opportunity if it arises." 

+ THE WEST COAST GRADUATE TAX PROGRAM FOR ATTORNEYS + 

+ Master of Laws in Taxation 

+ Master of Laws in Business & Taxation 

A full-time or part-time program on the McGeorge campus, 
in California's capital. Small classes, individualized instruction 
by tax professors and tax attorneys. McGeorge prepares graduates 
to understand the increasingly complex tax laws and enter the tax 
or business practice ready to do the task. ABA accredited. Approved 
by the State Bar of California for qualification as Tax Specialist. 
Philip H. Wile, Director of Graduate Tax Programs, is a former 
Professor of Law at Stanford Law School and has extensive 
experience in private tax practice. 

For information contact: 

.. McGeorge School of Law 
_ ~- ~ University of the Pacific 
:-~·':' _~ 3200 FIFTH AVENUE • SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95817 
; 'e -~ (916) 739-7108 • TELEFAX (916) 739-7111 • TELEX 383890 McGEORGE UD 

" '::~ "6 
~ 
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Moot Court 
Award Winners 

Congratulations to the 1989 F egtly 
Moot Court Competition award recip
ients. They are: 

BEST BRIEF 
Craig Hunsaker 

BEST ORAL ADVOCATE 
Tom Jacobs 

BEST ORAL ARGUMENT IN 
THE FINAL ROUND 

Sara Kaufman and 
Richard Pietrofeso 

BEST OVERALL ADVOCATE 
1st Place: Craig Hunsaker 
2nd Place: Sybil Kisken 
3rd Place: Richard Pietrofeso 
4th Place: Sara Kaufman 
5th Place: James Hetherington 
6th Place: E Iizabeth Hirsch 
7th Place: David Olsson 
8th Place: Tom Jacobs 
Honorable Mention: 

Alina Balbin 
V am Chandola 
David Ernst 
Marc Mauseth 

The top six finishers for Best Overall 
Advocate will make-up next year's 
National Moot Court Team, and will 
travel to the regional competition in 
the fall. The top eight finishers for 
Best Overall Advocate will serve as 
next year's Moot Court Board. Con
gratulations again to all the award 
recipients and to all who participated. 

Kudos To ... 
• Todd Julian and Ralph Ertz as 
winners of the Jenckes Competition. 
The trophy stays at the U of A one 
more year! 
• Diana Patton for her tenure as 
Chief Justice of the ASUA Supreme 
Court. 
• Joe Walsh, as the first recipient of 
the Kozlchek Award and for pledging 
to endow the award for next year's 
recipient. 
• Kenney Hegland and Barbara 
Atwood for their tenure as Acting 
Dean and Acting Associate Dean 
and for keeping chaos at arm's 
length for a year. 
• Cezy Collins for being the first 
recipient of the Public Interest in the 
Law scholarship. 
• Professor Ratner for getting tenure. 

Arizona Joumal of 
Intemational and 
Comparative Law 
Editorial Board 

The Arizona Journal of International 
and Comparative Law would like to 
announce the editorial board and 
second year writers for 1989-1990. 

EDITORIAL BOARD: 
Editor-in-Chief: 

Mark Wayne 

Articles Editors 
Kathy Bechtel 
Alina Balbin 
Jo Ellen McBride 

Managing Editors 
Mary Delaat 
Yvonne Jaramillo 

Assistant Managing Editor 
Fred Lomayesva 

Note and Comment Editors 
Chris Cabanillas 
David Ernst 
Elizabeth Kim 

Book Review and 
Recent Developments Editor 

Eva Bacal 

SECOND YEAR WRITERS 
Cynthia L. Anson 
Jeffrey T. Bergin 
Neil Blake 
Hallie M. Bongar 
Ronald Conrad 
Darren Einhorn 
Tom Hartzell 
Patricia L. Hicks 
Karl R. Lautz 
Roy Petty 
Deborah S.C. Sheldon 
Paul Thornfeldt 
Yvonne Y. Ragin 
Pamela Georgelos 
Benis Bernstein 
Philip Bode 
Arthur Bourque 
Nicolas Cornelius 
John Felix 
Cindy Heveri 
Richie A. Hill 
Peter Matiatos 
Julia R. Rutherford 
Lenore Tsakanikas 
Stephen Tully 

In addition, Joe Walsh won the 
Kozolchyk award for the best student 
article of the year. 

Arizona Law Review 
Editorial Board 

The Arizona Law Review is pleased 
to announce the 1989-90 editorial 
board and writers selected from the 
Law Review write-on competition. 

EDITORIAL BOARD 
Editor-in-Chief 

Allen Stewart 

Managing Editors 
Brad Carlyon 
Sandy Seamons 

Research Editor 
Virginia Kelly 

Articles Editors 
Terry Pollman 
Jefferson Keenan 
Sybil Kisken 
Ann O'Brien 

Executive Note Editors 
Kim Steinmetz 
Scott McCoy 
David Olsson 
Meridith Little 
Beth Bates 
Marcie Hartshorne 
Eddie Flores 
Rose Marie Ibanez 
Joel Ireland 

WRITERS 
Reagen Anne Kulseth 
Keven S. Krejci 
Wendy L. Gerlach 
Nancy S. Rank 
Daniel G. Martin 
Liz Copeland 
Dave Fleishman 
Philip Rudd 
Marianne T. Bayardi 
Rosalind Williams 
Andrew J. Driggs 
Douglas R. Roach 
Eric Kersten 
Joseph Mik.itish 
Kathryn Nelson 

AWARDS 
Awards from the Law Review 

banquet held March 24 at the Arizona 
Inn were: 

Charles L Strauss Law Review 
Prize for Best Second Year Note 

John Nelson 

Snell & Wilmer Award 
for Best Note 

Melissa Feinberg 
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Snell & Wilmer Award for the 
Outstanding Second Year Writer 

Sybil Kisken 

The Arizona Law Review 
Editors' Award 

David Olsson 

The Rosenberg 
Distinguished Editor Award 

Christina Schulz 

The Arizona Law Review Prize 
Christina Schulz 

Phi Delta Phi 
Officers Named 
Magister- David Horowitz 
Vice-Magister- Ron Conrad 
Clerk - Patti Gerber 
Ex-Chequer- Audie Boelz 
Historian- Todd Vick 

Phi Alpha Delta 
Officers Named 
Justice - Reid Robsahm 
Vice-Justice - Malia Armijo 
Clerk - Shawna Ballard 
Marshall- Nick Cornelius 
Treasurer - Pam Georgelos 

Student Bar Association 
Officers Named 
President - Rafael Gallego 
Vice-President - Chris Cabanillas 
Recording Secretary- Cindy Wagner 
Corresponding Secretary - Joy Fisher 
Treasurer - Homero T orralba 

Last Rampage; The Escape of Gary Tison 
by Laurie A Marlin 

In 1978, Gary Tison and Randy sickening taste of blood and violence 
Greenawalt, both convicted mur- which came at Gary Tison's whim 
derers, broke out of the Arizona State and at his direction. The author also 
Pilson in Florence, Alizona with a examines Tison's three sons, spoiled 
flash of guts and bravado. From July and lazy, who viewed their powerful 
30 to August 22, the Tison Gang and intimidating father with naive 
which also included Gary's three adulation. 
sons, led a bloody rampage through Believing their father was wrong-
Alizona, Colorado and New Mexico, fully accused of killing a prison guard 
the manhunt ending in a scene of in an escape attempt, the three boys 
gory violence just outside of Casa stood by a s Gary Tison shotgunned a 
Grande, Artzona. family of four to death in the middle of 

Last Rampage: The Escape of the desert, returning moments later to 
Gary Tison, wlitten by University of finish off the 23-month-old child who 
Alizona Professor James W. Clarke, had somehow survived: 
chronicles the gang's escape from The three sons had watched it all, their 
plison and the bloody trail which left minds reeling in stunned disbelief as 
seven dead, including a family of their father and Greenawalt, silhouetted 
four and a honeymooning couple. by the muzzle flashes, methodically fired 

In the vein of Truman Capote's In into the helpless victims. It was as though 
Cold Blood, the book of Clarke everything was happening in slow motion. 
examines the dark side of the human Just when it seemed that the last shot had 
spilit and the psychological aberra- been fired, there would be another, and 

someone's head would snap back, and it tions of the human mind. Focusing on 
just kept on like a nightmare when you 

not only Tison and his escape, think you're falling and your stomach is 
Clarke delves into the corrupt polit- knotted up waiting to hit, but the horror 
ical climate, the laxity of the Alizona continues as you just keep falling until 
plison system and the inability of law you wake up screaming, and realize it 
enforcement officials to catch up with was just a bad dream. But no one 
Tison throughout the manhunt. screamed, and there was no waking from 

The tale does not end, even with this nightmare. 
two gang members dead, as there So the story continues, in nightmare 
continues, ten years later, court form, in flashes, with vivid wilting and 
battles over the fate of the remaining a gory tale you won't easily forget. 
three. We ll worth reading, but not before 

Clarke weaves a glitty, often glim bedtime. Published by Houghton 
tale of clime and corruption, with a Mifflin, Co. 

Chief Justice William Rehnquist mingles with students. Newest Supreme Court Justice Anthony Kennedy on campus. 
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Our" official" graduation party will 
be Friday, May 12th, at the Cactus 
Club at La Paloma on Skyline Drive . 
The buffet will be laid out at about 
7:00 p.m., and there will be a disc 
jockey and dancing till about mid
night. We will have indoor and 
outdoor space. This party is not just 
for third years - it's open to all law 
students and guests. Dress is informal. 
Tickets were previously sold in the 
law school lobby. There will be no 
ticket sales at the door. Each person 
should bling his or her ticket receipt 
to the party to exchange for a dlink 
voucher; there will be at least one 
free dlink per person. People inter
ested in purchasing additional dlinks 
in the Cactus Club may of course 
do SO. 

In the interest of safety, and as a 
result of input from non-dlinkers, the 
Graduation Committee devoted the 
bulk of each ticket plice to buying a 
nice "setting" for the party and a 
more extensive buffe t, rather than an 
open bar. In the end, we felt it was 
unfair to request non-alcohol-diinkers 
to pay a large part of their ticket plice 
for a benefit they would not use; but 
we realize that no matter how we 
handled the alcohol question, some
one would be unhappy. We hope 
that we have struck a good com
promise with the Cactus Club plan. 

Caps, gowns and hoods are on 
sale at the ASUA Bookstore. The cap 
and gown is $18.50 and the doctoral 
hood is $17.00. Your gown size is 
determined by your height. There are 
several gowns hanging on a rack 
near where they keep the computer 
diskettes, and it's a good idea to try 
one on before buying. When you get 
your package, make sure to check 
that the cap and gown package says 
"Doctor." Also make sure that they 
give you a gold tassle, which may not 
be inside your cap and gown package. 

The main commencement cere
mony will be held at 10:00 a.m. on 
May 13th at McKale. Law graduates 
need to be at the parking lot south of 
McKale swiming pool and ready to 
march inside with the Yellow"Group D" 
by 9:15 a.m. 

All graduates, including juris 
doctors, are limited to three guests. 

Graduation Information 
by Diana Patton 

These guests must have an admission 
ticket to get into McKale. The dead
line for obtaining tickets by mail was 
April 14th at 5:00 p.m. Law graduates 
not needing their tickets are en
couraged to donate them to law 
graduates who will have more than 
three people attending the main 
commencement. 

Law graduates at the main cere
mony will have their names called 
and will either walk across a dais or 
walk up to a podium. They should 
keep their tassles on the left side 
duling the commencement ceremony. 

The law school convocation will be 
held in Centennial Hall at 3:00p.m. 
on May 13th. Information packets 
sent out by the university are incorrect 
-it's 3:00 p.m., not 4:001 There is no 
limit on the number of guests who 
may attend the convocation but last 
year the hall was filled a lmost to 
capacity. (We need 12 ushers to seat 
guests. First or second year students 
who would like to be ushers, please 

EDITORIAL 

see Amy Shiner, Russ Kuchynka or 
Diana Patton.) 

At this ceremony, several things 
will happen. We will hear from our 
student speaker Judy Boyle and from 
our class speaker, Mr. Thomas Aranda, 
former United States Ambassador to 
Uruguay. Mr. Aranda will be the 
recipient of the Centennial Medallion 
at the main commencement earlier in 
the d~y. He is reportedly a practicing 
attorney in Phoenix. 

Some scholastic awards will also 
be made at this ceremony. 

In alphabetical order, the graduates 
will walk across the stage and 
be congratulated by Dean Kenney 
Hegland. Each name will be an
nounced according to a 3 x 5 card on 
which each graduate will plint his or 
her name as he or she would like it to 
be heard. 

There will be a reception at the law 
school immediately following the 
convocation. Refreshments will be 
served . 

Graduating Students 
Look to the Future 

I guess some of you think we're 
excited. Third years, that is. With ten 
odd days left until graduation you 
must think we're ecstatic. 

It's not that we're not happy. We 
just have some reservations about it. 
There are a lot of doors to choose 
from, a lot of hoops to jump through. 
The bar. Money to live off of as we 
study. For those of us staying in 
Ali zona or going to California, there's 
that delightful pass rate which gives 
us roughly a 50-50 chance of swearing 
in come October. Then there's the 
job question. For the 70% of us not 
fortunate enough to have a per
manent position post-graduation, 
there's that haunting question "what 
are you doing after graduation?", to 
which we can only reply, "I don't 
know." 

Some of us are moving to states 
with better pass rates, like Washington 
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and Idaho, but that's no guarantee, 
nor does it alleviate the fears we 
harbor. One law student is so strapped 
for cash that she plans on working 
to earn enough for the staggering 
California bar exam fees and bar 
review courses. Some of us are 
heading for service in the military, 
another in Quantico, Virginia. Many 
of us can be found in Arizona, 
California, New Mexico and Nevada. 
A few of us are even staying in 
Tucson, at least for a while. 

Most of us are moving to a region in 
which we hope to practice, which 
means as we go our separate ways, 
it'll probably be for good. Law keeps 
us immobile through the peculialities 
of its licensing requirements. And yet 
we'll always be tied together, as a 
class, as Alizona alums and as a 
profession. Good luck! We wish you 
well. 
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