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The following is a letter from former Dean Paul Marcus to Professor Charles Ares. -ED. 

Marcus Studies Foreign Justice Systems 
I thought of you the other day in 

Delhi after a very vigorous discussion 
with two judges of the high court there 
concerning press censorship and free
dom of speech generally. Before turning 
to the trip to India, however, I thought I 
would mention to you a few obser
vations as to the Swiss criminal justice 
system. I am sharing a copy of this with 
the Advocate because they asked that 
I forward to them some observations 
and I thought this might be appropria te 
for both a letter to you and for the 
Advocate readership. 

The Swiss criminal justice system is 
nothing short of remarkable. They have 
an incredibly low violent crime rate, it 
is virtually nonexistent. The Swiss say, 
and fairly I think, that any person could 
walk in any portion of any city a t any 
time of the night without any fear of a 
violent crime being committed. Con
sidering the statistical basis for this 
statement, it is really amazing. Their 
system works in such a way that 
virtually all violent crimes are in fact 
solved and all come to trial. On the 
other hand, the sentences given for 
crimes, even violent crimes, are among 
the lowest in the world, yet there is a 
very low recidivism rate. To complicate 
the situation even further, they have one 
of the highest rates of gun possession in 
the world as each Swiss male must 
serve in the National Guard and keep 
weapons at home until age 50. The 
Swiss have a very low drug use rate, 
yet - confounding the critics even 
further- a high rate of alcoholism and a 
relatively high suicide rate. All in a ll, 
makes for a fascinating review of a 
criminal justice system in a country that 
is remarkably developed (a fu ll em
p loyment rate, indeed workers are 
"imported" because of the lack of 
people to fill jobs). 

I just re turned from a few weeks in 
India where I was giving a series of 
talks in five different cities a s part of the 

U.S. -India Exchange Program. I spent 
several days in Delhi, visited the far 
northern city of C handigarh in the 
Punjab (where so many of the serious 
problems are today) , and also spent a 
number of days in three cities in the far 
south, where the Arabian Sea and the 
Indian Ocean come together. It was a 
tremendous experience and it was 
fortuitous for me that it came at a time 
of tremendous controversy concerning 
the legal system in India. The two 
topics that I spent most time on in my 
talks were the U.S. c riminal justice 
system and protection of civil liberties 
in the United States (particularly free
dom of the speech and press) . I spoke 
with judges, lawyers, journalists, law 
students, and law faculty, and had 
interviews with the half dozen or so 
largest newspapers in India. 

Paul Marcus sends greetings from 
Switzerland. 

The discussions we had were vigorous 
a nd enlightening. I made the point that 
no matte r what the crime in the U.S., 
certain due process requirements are 
a bsolute ly required before someone 
can go to trial: right to counsel, con
fronta tion, notice of charges, right to 
present evidence, and so forth. More
over, as to the First Amendment impli
cations, I consistently made the argu
ment that book banning and film 
banning is essentially unknown in the 
U.S. and tha t if there is likely to be a 
violent reaction to a speaker or writer, 
our system is to protect the speaker or 
writer (no matter how unpopular the 
view) and take a ll measures against 

violence. 
The Indians, who have a very sophis

ticated knowledge of the U.S. system, 
recognized the wisdom of such a 
system of preservation of individual 
rights and liberties, but raised with me 
the question of how one preserves such 
rights in a huge country (800,000,000 
people) when there is the very real 
possibility of what they refer to as 
"communal violence" (religions clash
ing, regions, races, etc.). The tough 
question was put at issue most recently 
with a banning of two works. The first 
was a book by a well-known Indian 
author which - according to some 
critics- raised a critical view of aspects 
of the Moslem religion. The second 
involved Scorese' s new movie on Jesus 
Christ which could, according to the 
Indian government, be construed by 
Christians (a very small minority here), 
as insulting and degrading. There has 
been a huge outcry in response to 
these two bans with the press con
tending that the bans should only take 
place after full and open hearings (in 
India a government official simply 
makes the decision) and only in the 
most extreme cases. Still, even the 
harshest critics recognize that there are 
very real possibilities of widespread 
violence even in response to serious 
novels or motion pictures. 

I found India to be a remarkable 
country with a very advanced legal 
system yet a system facing many of the 
problems seen throughout the world: 
overcrowded docket, rising violent 
crime rate, increasing drug usage, etc. 
When my Indian friends and I became 
discouraged d iscussing these things, 
however, we were brought back to 
reality with the recognition that India is 
the largest democracy in the world. 
Indeed, if one counts all the people 
throughout the world who live in truly 
democratic societies, more than half of 
them are Indian. 
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Letter to the Editor~~~ 
The Undergraduate 
Problem 
Editor, 

For some time the University of 
Arizona Law Library has had a policy 
which restricts the use of the library to 
the study of the law. But, until very 
recently, this policy was not enforced. 
Undergraduate students, many of 
whom live in neighboring fraternities 
and sororities, found the law library 
both a convenient and quiet place to 
study. 

The presence of these undergrad
uates created several problems. First, 
the increasingly large numbers of 
undergraduates coming to the law 
library created a shortage of study 
areas for students of the law college, as 
well as those members of the legal 
community who use the facility. On 
any given weeknight, the availability 
of the study rooms at the back of the 
library was greatly reduced by under
graduates who prefer to study in 
groups. 

The second problem is the noise 
created by these students. Some under
graduates like the law library because 
it is a quiet place to study, but often, 
their presence dissolves the very reason 
they come to the library in the first 
place. Other undergraduates use the 
law library as a place of social gather
ing. Unfortunately, even when they 
whisper, the constant conversation 
between these students creates a 
great distraction for those students who 
converse only with their books. The 
problem is heightened substantially by 
the undergraduates who use the study 
rooms. The rooms are somewhat in
sulated from the rest of the library to 
allow a slightly higher noise level, but 
not so much that they will absorb the 
noise of laughter and conversation that 
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all too frequently escape the confines 
of the rooms. 

A third problem is only tangentially 
related to the library itself, but it too, is 
a significant problem. But the prob
lems which arise from the presence of 
undergraduates in the lounge are 
similar to those which arise from their 
presence in the library. No one expects 
the lounge to be as quiet as the library, 
but neither should it be as loud as 
Speedway Boulevard. And anyone 
who has found an urgent need to use 
the telephones in the lounge has 
probably met with disappointment 
during the evening hours. The phones 
are often occupied for substantial time 
periods by undergraduates who, for 
some reason, find it inconvenient to 
use the pay phones upstairs or their 
phones at home. 

Several solutions have been put 
forth to solve these problems. Most 
extreme is the proposal to shut down 
the entire building during the evening 
except to the students of the law 
college. Acting Dean Hegland stated 
that he hoped this would not be 
necessary, for he wishes to keep the 
school open to those people interested 
in the study of the law, whether they be 
students of the college or not. Dean 
Hegland also suggested the idea of 
talking to the respective presidents of 
the neighboring sororities and fraterni
ties about the problem. 

The solution which has been most 
evident is the installation of a monitor 
a t the door of the upstairs library. This 
monitor has explained the problem to 
undergraduates and, for the most part, 
the response by the undergraduates 
has been one of understanding. The 
undergraduate problem has been 
somewhat reduced in the upstairs 
library, but the problem in the lounge, 
as well as in the downstairs library 
persists, often exacerbated by under
graduates who are refused entry into 
the upstairs library. 

The "undergraduate problem" is 
bound to continue, despite efforts to 
eliminate it, but it is hoped that the 
monitoring system, as well as any other 

' future solutions, will reduce the prob
lem to one of minimal annoyance. Until 
such time as this problem disappears, 
the students of the college will have to 
act as individual monitors with gentle 
reminders to the undergraduates of the 
purpose of the facility: the study of 
law. Dave Fleishman 
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Film Series Returns! 
On October 13, after a two-year 

hiatus, the Law School Film Series 
returned to present the film The Front 
for a gathering of more than 60 people. 
The film was preceded with a short 
commentary by Professor Robert 
Glennon, who briefly summarized the 
"blacklisting" era in America, and 
placed The Front's characters and 
setting in this historical context. 

The fil!p shows how a cashier (Woody 
Allen) is employed by a top-notch tele
vision scriptwriter (Michael Murphy), 
who was unable to sell his scripts 
because he had been blacklisted for 
supposedly communist activities, to 
be a "front" for the writer. The "front" 
successfullly sells the scripts and 
becomes famous. 

Along the way, the character of 
Heckie Brown (Zero Mostel) is revealed 
as a comedian who is blacklisted, and 
because actors obviously could not 
use "fronts," his career is ruined. The 
poignancy of this character lies in the 
fact that Mostel, and others in the film, 
were actually the subjects of black
listing. 

The movie ends with the "front" 
being brought before a governmental 
investigation, to "name names." The 
"front" tells the inquisition to "go fuck 
themselves," and disappears through 
a wall. Ah, the movies . .. an empathy 
pervaded the audience. 

One of Professor Glennon's com
ments stood out, in that, he said that it 
was one thing for this movie to take the 
stand that it did in 1970, but it would 
have been quite another for the movie 
to have been presented in 1953. All in 
all, the Law School Film Series return 
debut was well-received, and Professor 
Glennon's comments were well taken. 

Over 50 law school students 
and their children enjoyed the 
First Annual Halloween Party 
sponsored by Phi Delta Phi. The 
Grim Reaper, Judge Bork, a 
bankrupt stock broker and an 
assortment of ghouls, clowns and 
goblins were in attendance. At 
the close of the party, the monsters 
descended on the Ronald 
McDonald House to deliver candy 
and pumpkins. This year's success 
guarantees that the Halloween 
party is destined to become an 
annual event. 

Digitized by the Daniel F. Cracchiolo Law Library, James E. Rogers College of Law, University of Arizona. All Rights Reserved. 



YOUR CHOICE 
IS CLEAR 

Alabama- 205/985-3210 
Alaska- 907/561-8754 
Arizona - 602/969-5456 
Arkansas - 501/575-3604 
California- 213/477-2542 
Colorado - 303/893-3543 
Connecticut - 203/724-391 0 
Delaware - 302/571 -8454 
D.C.- 202/833-3080 
Florida - 904/385-9292 
Georgia- 404/892-1062 
Hawaii- 808/537-2556 
"Idaho- 208/342-1030 
Illinois- 312/782-6616 
Kentucky- 502/584-6915 

The Winner in 44 States 

* 
Maine- 617/437-1171 
Maryland - 301 /377-9523 
Massachusetts- 617/437-1171 
Michigan - 313/354-7111 
Minnesota- 612/338-1977 
Mississippi- 601/956-3343 
Missouri- 314/241-7388 
Montana- 406/243-6213 
Nebraska- 402/475-7091 
Nevada- 702/457-6374 
New Hampshire- 603/228-0595 
New Jersey- 201/623-3363 
New Mexico - 505/986-151 0 
New York- 212/594-3696 
North Carolina- 919/765-7651 

* 

Ohio - 216/696-1 326 
Oklahoma - 405/360-9455 
Oregon - 503/581-9467 
Pennsylvania- 215/563-4988 
Rhode Island- 617/437-1171 
South Carolina- 803/252-3971 
South Dakota- 312/782-6616 
Tennessee- 615/546-1377 
Texas- 713/739-9482 
Utah - 801 /359-891 9 
Vermont- 617/437-1171 
Virginia- 202/833-3080 
Washington - 206/329-5250 
Wisconsin - 414/277-9337 

THE RIGHT CHOICE, 
THE RIGHT RESULT 

bar/bri 
BAR REVIEW 

See Your BARIBRI Representatives for Details: 
JUDY BASSNETT I DWAYNE FARNSWORTH 

PAT MEHRHOFF I SHARON ROUTH 
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Interview with Professor Pat Lopez 

Pat Lopez, the most recent addition 
to the College of Law faculty, was 
interviewed by the Advocate. Lopez 
teaches Contracts and will a lso be 
teaching Real Estate Planning, Land 
Development and Land Use Planning. 

Q: From where did you receive 
your undergraduate degree? 

A: The University of Arizona, in 1978, 
with a major in Psychology and a minor 
in Accounting. 

Q: What law school did you 
attend? 

A: Stanford, graduated in 1981. 

Q: If you had one thing to do 
differently during your three years 
of law school, what would it be and 
why? 

A: My most vivid negative experience 
while in law school was the atmos
phere of the law school dorm during 
finals. After visiting a friend at the 
dorm, I became depressed for two 
days. However, once you go into 
private practice you look back on law 
school as a low key environment. 

Knox Chapter of 
Phi Alpha Delta 

Law Fraternity International 
wishes to congratulate the 

following new members 
on their Initiation 

David Alavezas Patricia Hicks 
Maria Armijo Yvonne Jaramillo 
Shawna Ballard Elizabeth Langford 
Naghmeh Basher Lynda Lopez 
Charles Bassett Ted Mariscal 
Gloria Basterrechea Peter Matiatos 
Marianne Bayardi Clark Metz 
Jeff Bergin Diana Miller 
Jeff Bernick Kathryn Nelson 
John Bolm Jennifer Pershing 
Daniel Brown Reid Robsahm 
Michael Chapa Sylvia Saavedra 
Julie Colbert Phillip Sapien 
Jeanne C. Collins Peter Schmerl 
Roger Contreras Melissa Spiel 
Elizabeth Copeland Renee Tetrault 
Nicholas Cornelius Stephen Tully 
Michael Crawford Nancy Vogt 
Jennifer Dubay Rosalind Williams 
David Fleishman Zane Wilson 
Oscar Galindo Carl Wortley 
Pamela Georgelos Harriet Zeitzer 
Wendy Gerlach 

by Robin Petrowski 

Q: What was the best advice 
given to you as a law student? 

A: It was from an adjunct professor 
who told me to take the time to 
maintain a personal life separate from 
my legal career. If you let your legal 
career overrun your life you are doing a 
disservice to yourself, your family and 
friends . 

Q: What were you doing before 
you came to the University of 
Arizona to teach? 

A: I was in private practice in the 
Phoenix firm of Gammage & Burnham 
doing commercial transactions with an 
emphasis in real estate and finance. 

Q: What did you like best about 
private practice? 

A: The work and the clients. The work 
was challenging. The problems were 
tangible and specific. It was rewarding 
and fulfilling to accomplish the goal of 
crafting solutions to problems and 
helping to accomplish the goals and 
objectives of the clients. 

Q: What did you like the least? 

A: The all encompassing nature of 
law. The first phone call I received after 
my wife delivered her baby was from a 
client. The work can become all con
suming; being perceived by c lients as 
a good lawyer creates more demands 
on your time, an all consuming commit
ment. The toughest part is the intrusion 
on your whole life. 

Q: Apart from the law, what out
side interests do you pursue? 

A: I'm married with two little girls and 
a third child expected in December. 
My family is my number one priority. I 
enjoy sports and also have the strange 
hobby of breeding parakeets. 

Q: What was your most memor
able case in private practice? 

A: I did not litigate, but my most 
memorable experience was represen
tation in a joint venture that acquired 
the old Phoenix Union High School 
and negotiations with the City of 
Phoenix to get a bond issue on the 
ballot to purchase the property for 
historical redevelopment. I had only 
been practicing three years. The 
political intrigue surrounding the 
venture with the publicity and the inner 
circle of established and influential 
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business persons and attorneys in 
Phoenix was very interesting. 

Q: What type of work did you do 
since you did not litigate? 

A: Negotiating, preparing contracts, 
advising clients, and representing 
clients in front of public bodies. 

Q: What aspect of law school was 
most helpful to you when you 
began to practice? 

A: The approach of some of the 
professors that forced you to think 
about the underlying reasons why we 
really have law and why our society 
and legal system are structured the 
way they are. That, and the legal 
research skills you develop. It's im
possible to learn all the law; it changes 
so rapidly. You are dealing with new or 
changing propositions. 

Q: Why did you decide to teach? 

A: I had wanted to do so even when I 
was in law school. It is the fulfillment of 
a dream that I had a long time ago. A 
personality profile and an astrology 
horoscope that I had done in high 
school projected three careers for me. 
In order, they were: Lawyer, Professor, 
Politician. There are a lot of rewards 
from private practice but teaching 
provides many opportunities that were 
not there in private practice. Teaching 
gives you the ability to set your own 
agenda, to research and pursue legal 
studies that interest you rather than 
your clients. You a lso have a similar 
sort of fulfillment and enjoyment with 
the students as you had with clients. 

Q: What do you think about the 
Socratic (aka "Paper Chase") 
method of teaching? 

A: It's great. The difference between 
the two is that the "Paper Chase" 
method is fondly referred to as "aca
demic terrorism." The Socratic method 
is designed to be a dialogue between 
the student and teacher to stimulate 
discussion and thought. Both class 
members and the teacher learn from 
diverse views and approaches. The 
method works if people feel they can 
participate without being demeaned. 
It was always clear that Socrates was 
concerned with dialogue. You can't 
hide the ball so well as to frustrate the 
students, but you don't want to make it 
easy. There is much to be learned in 
the process of "stretching." 
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A Year of Living 
Dangerously 

by Melissa Spiel 

Kenney Hegland: Contracts Pro
fessor, former Associate Dean, sports a 
new, somewhat "Yuppie" hairstyle, 
models power ties, and unbelievably, 
wears socks to school daily now, 
because he sits behind THE BIG DESK, 
in the Office of the Dean of the College 
of Law. 

D ean Kenney Hegland in h is new role. 

The office looks relatively untouched. 
The furniture and art work seem familiar, 
with a few additions. Gone, however, 
are the trademark "Marcus M & M's." 
Though the office appears unchanged, 
it and the experiences had within its 
walls have changed Kenney Hegland. 

Dean Hegland reflected upon his 
new position after holding it several 
months. He said that his sense of the 
law school has changed. "My overall 
picture looks a lot different now," he 
said, pleased with the perspective. As 
the Dean, Hegland has enjoyed learn
ing more about the work produced by 
the entire faculty. Though, he did 
admit that his rela tionship with his 
fellow academics has also changed. 
"It's harder to go to lunch now, " he 
said and "it's harder to be funny as the 
Dean because (now) people take you 
seriously." 

Commenting on one of the "nice 
things" about the job, Hegland said, 
"it's like practicing law again. When 
you're practicing, the day comes to 
you. There are a lways phone calls to 
make, messages to answer, letters to 
write. Time passes quickly. Whereas, 
when I was simply teaching, I had to 
find things to do. Teaching is a lot 
lonelier, in a sense," he said. 

Many of the phone calls Hegland 
makes involve fundraising. "I thought 
I'd hated fundraising," he said. "But as 
it turns out, I really like it." Fundraising 
provides Hegland with an excuse to 
talk to old friends and colleagues, 
while collecting contributions for the 
law school. He's proud of the fact that 
together with other faculty members, 
such as filldy Silverma n, he has col
lected contributions from d iverse sec-

tions of the bar. 
Though Dean Hegland's tenure lasts 

only a year, he has many plans for the 
law school: "the law school should be 
an exciting, fun and intellectual place 
to be." Hegland would like to see the 
school develop into more of a com
munity cultural center. Sponsoring a 
Law School Film Series is his first step. 
Hegland hopes the series will provoke 
provocative discussion involving legal 
issues within the Tucson community. 

Hegland also expressed a serious 
desire that students "get to know the 
faculty better." This is one motivation 
behind his placing the showcase out
side the library. Hegland believes the 
showcase will familiarize students with 
faculty accomplishments. 

"Many impressive people teach 
here," Hegland said. This comment 
sparked a discussion about the school's 
national reputation. "Sure, many people 
are concerned about increasing our 
national reputation. However, an insti-

tution must have many other goals. 
Such goals should include stressing 
the quality of leyal education, en
couraging minority enrollment and 
increasing the number of women 
attending law school." Hegland also 
thought that noting the types of jobs 
students engage in after graduation 
contribute to a law school's reputation. 

When his position as Acting Dean 
ends, Hegland intends to return to 
teaching. "I keep asking myself, if I was 
really grown up, wouldn't I be bored 
with this?" Luckily, each year provides 
Hegland with a new group of inter
ested students constantly challenging 
him. And luckily for them, he really 
hasn't grown up. (Where else could 
first year students learn about Contracts 
by throwing tomatoes in class, or by 
watching The Merchant of Vence.) 

In closing, Hegland said, "Maybe I'll 
write a book next year: A Year of Living 
Dangerously; Reflections on Being 
Acting Dean." 

Terrorist Tactics in the Classroom? 
by Laurie A Martin 

What is the goal of the law school? 
Even the faculty and some members of 
the Tucson legal community seem to 
differ in their views. 

Associate Dean Barbara Atwood 
led a panel discussion consisting of 
Professors Rob Williams, Charles Ares 
and Ted Schneyer, and practicing 
members of the bar, Magistrate Nancy 
Thiora, Mary Mangotich and John 
McDonald in an effort to prepare first 
year law students for what to expect 
from their legal education. 

The lead off was from Associate 
Dean Atwood who stated that the goal 
was "not just teaching the law," which 
was ever changing, but to teach how to 
criticize and evaluate the law. Further
more, the law school would like to 
produce moral lawyers who will be 
able to deal with one another effectively 
and fairly including pro bono work. 

Professor Charles Ares stated the 
goal of the law school is to teach the 
legal method "to think like a lawyer" 
with an open, skeptical mind. 

Magistrate Nancy Thiora brought an 
interesting perspective into the forum 
by quoting reactions to the law school 
experience from attorneys who have 
been practicing for the past ten years. 

According to Magistrate Thiora's 
colleagues a "good laywer" is someone 
who puts his client's interests above all 
others - being a good lawyer is 
"people skills." Another colleague 
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asked if law school is still set up for 22 
year old men whose wives and mothers 
make their meals and do their laundry. 

Professor Rob Williams, in response 
to a student's question, called seating 
charts and calling on students "terrorist 
tactics," and chastised the faculty for 
following an archaic teaching method 
handed down through generations of 
lawyers. 

The panel discussion was held 
October 4. Nearly 70 students and a 
dozen faculty members attended. 

"Advocate" 
Wins 3 Awards 

by Laurie A Martin 

The Arizona Advocate placed 
second in three categories of the 
American Bar Association Student 
Division 1987-88 Law School News
paper/Magazine Competition. Winners 
were announced at the Law Student 
Division's annual meeting in Toronto in 
August. 

The Arizona Advocate, competing 
with over 200 law schools across the 
country, pulled in three second place 
awards in the fo llowing categories: 
Entire Newspaper, Reporting Over the 
Year; Editorial Cartoon on Broader 
Aspects of the Law; and Written 
Editorial on Internal Law School Affairs. 
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Project 
Due Process 

by Chris Dupont 

The Arizona State Prison in Florence 
is a cheerless, beige complex, a 
facility that few law students have ever 
seen. Recently, however, Professor 
Andy Silverman introduced a group to 
the Florence facility when he arranged 
for indigent Cuban immigrants to be 
represented by law students at Immi
gration and Naturalization Services 
(INS) hearings. 

In 1980, 125,000 Cubans arrived in 
the United States as a part of the Marie! 
boatlift. Insteaad of the "open arms 
and an open heart" promised by 
President Carter or the "freedom and 
opportunity" sought by millions of 
previous immigrants, the Marie! 
Cubans arrived to detention centers 
established by the INS to facilitate a 
strict screening process. 

Every Cuban immigrant was then 
classified as an "excludable alien." 
The National Center on Institutions 
and Alternatives reports that "exclud
able aliens have no Constitutional 
rights in the United States. For legal 
purposes, they are not even acknowl
edged as being in the country." 
Normally, excludable aliens are 
detained pending deportation. Depor
tation was not an option in light of the 
Cuban political situation, so all 200 of 
the Cubans were released on immi-

gration parole. Those M arie! Cubans 
now detained were convicted for either 
a misdemeanor or a felony, and upon a 
satisfactory completion of their sentence 
they were rearrested by the INS. The 
INS has the authority to hold excludable 
aliens indefinitely. 

Following the prison riots of 1984, 
the Department of Justice promised to 
reestablish a review panel to determine 
which of the Cuban detainees would 
be suitable for releases. Unfortunately, 
the Marie! Cubans, as excludable 
aliens, do not have a right to be 
represented by counsel, and most 
cannot afford representation. With this 
in mind, Professor Silverman organized 
a group of volunteer law students from 
the College of Law to represent the 
Cubans at the INS hearings. 

The primary purpose of the hearings 
is to determine whether the detainee 
poses a threat to society either by a 
violent nature or by a propensity 
toward criminal behavior. Many of the 
Cubans detained have been convicted 
for offenses such as the possession of 
drugs. After "paying their debt to 
society" however, they are not allowed 
to return to their families. They have no 
way to give emotional or financial 
support. The primary purpose of the 
volunteer representative is to protect 
the basic human right of pursuing a 
meaningful life. Most of those who did 
represent a Marie! Cuban were very 
optimistic that the person could con
tribute to their family and to American 
society in a positive way. 

Joel Ireland Wins 
Election 

by Laurie A Martin 

W hen first approached by Tucson 
teachers as a possible candidate for a 
Tucson Unified School District (TUSD) 
governing board seat, Joel Ireland's 
first thought was "absolutely not. I'm in 
law school!" After some persuasion, 
however, Ireland was convinced to 
run. He cites his interest in politics as 
part of the reason for running, as well 
as the fact that the term does not start 
until January, half way through his law 
school career. The issues were another 
reason to run. A father himself, Ireland 
has considerable concern for the 
Tucson school system and would like 
to be instrumental in helping to improve 
the current system. The diminishing 
override budget cut six million dollars 
from the TUSD operating budget last 
year; the result is a cut from students' 
materials. 

Ireland anticipates that the weekly 
meetings will take a big bite out of his 
schedule, with roughly 20 hours of 
p reparation per meeting. However, he 
is looking forward to starting his four
year term in January. Ireland, who is 
also a Precinct 2 Committeeman, 
plans to settle in Tucson following 
graduation from law school. He has 
accepted a summer associate's position 
with the Tucson firm of Chandler, 
Tullar, Udall & Redhair. 

Santa Clara University School of Law 
1989 SUMMER LAW STUDY ABROAD 

SEOUL, KOREA & 
TOKYO, JAPAN: June 14 - August 4 
Emphasis on U.S.-Japanese trade. Course in Japanese 
Legal System, International Business Transactions, Com
parative Protection of Intellectual Property and Korean 
Legal System. 

STRASBOURG, FRANCE & 
GENEVA, SWITZERLAND: June 7- July 28 
Emphasis on international human rights and public inter
national law. Taught by recognized experts from around the 
world. 

ALL COURSES ARE TAUGHT IN ENGLISH. 
APPROVED BY THE AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION. 
For a detailed brochure, contact: 
Elizabeth Boylson 
Institute of International & Comparative Law 
Santa Clara University of Law 
Santa Clara, California 95053 
(408) 554-4162 
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OXFORD, ENGLAND: 
June 25 - August 5 

Students live in 15th century Oxford College and are taught 
by Oxford Dons in Oxford Tutorial Method. 

HONG KONG: 
June 19 - August 9 

Emphasis on trade and commercial relations between Hong 
Kong, China and the rest of East Asia. Program held at the 
University of Hong Kong. 

SINGAPORE/BANGKOK/ ASEAN: 
June 7 - July 28 

Emphasis on the legal aspects of international investments 
and development in the countries of the Association of 
Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN: Singapore, Indonesia, 
Thailand, Malaysia, the Philippines, Brunei) and their legal 
systems and cultures. 

Digitized by the Daniel F. Cracchiolo Law Library, James E. Rogers College of Law, University of Arizona. All Rights Reserved. 



Noteworthies from THE DOCKET 
The Docket is a weekly calendar 

published by the Law Women's Asso
ciation and distributed free of charge 
to College of Law students, faculty and 
staff. Docket Editor Iris Fieldman, a 
former journalist and second year law 
student, put together the calendar 
weekly. The following excerpts reflect 
some of the newsworthy events noted 
in The Docket The following material 
was written by Iris Fieldman and edited 
by Laurie A. Martin. (Reprinted with 
permission.) 

First Year Women 
Welcomed 

L W A welcomed first year students at 
the Annual L W A Spaghetti Dinner 
held in August at Assistant Dean Amy 
Shiner's home. The dinner served as 
initial contact for 28 pairs of Big and 
Little Sisters. Special thanks to Amy for 
her hospitality. Kudos to second year 
Melissa Spiel, who worked with Amy 
over the summer, matching not only 
the women, but 16 pairs of Big and 
Little Brothers, and to second year Lori 
Jones, who coordinated the dinner. 

Three U of A Law 
Students Chosen as ABA 
Student Division Liaisons 

The American Bar Association 
chooses only 40 students nationwide 
to serve as Law Student Division 
liaisons and three of them hail from the 
University of Arizona College of Law. 

Kudos to second year students 
Maggie Barton (Science and Tech
nology Section), Heidi Wick (Family 
Law Section), and James Shotwell 
(Public Utility Law Section) as 1988-89 
liaisons. 

Law Students Attend 
NTL Conference; 
Campaign for Office 

Hearing Supreme Court Justice 
Anthony Kennedy praise the merits of 
pro bono work may have been inspiring 
... Hobnobbing with LA Law's Jimmy 
Smit have been glitzy . . . But the 
highlight of second year students 
Rafael Gallego and Homero T orralba' s 
trip to the 13th Hispanic National 
Bar Association Conference held in 
Albuquerque was definitely Homero's 
successful bid for presidency of the 
organization's student division. 

This was the first time University of 
Arizona College of Law was repre
sented at the conference, and Homero, 
who is MLSA treasurer and Rafael, who 
is president, were two of only six 
students in the smallest conference 
region. Yet, the two worked as a team, 
canvassed the electorate for opinions 
and support, and garnered enough 
confidence and votes from the other 
eight regions to win the election. 

Professors Espinoza and Lopez also 
attended the conference which attrac
ted more than 250 attorneys and 
judges plus 100 students from across 
the country. 

Phi Delta Phi 
Dubbed Inn of the Year 

The University of Arizona College of 
Law Phi Delta Phi chapter was recently 
named Inn of the Year for Province 23. 
PDP, known in the international fra
ternity as the "Pattie Inn," competed 
against Utah, Colorado and Arizona 
schools on the basis of members' 
academic excellence, school service 
and community involvement. 

Phi Alpha Delta 
Wins Award for 
5th Straight Year 

Pitted against rivals ASU and 
University of New Mexico, the University 
of Arizona College of Law chapter of 
Phi Alpha Delta Law Fraternity Inter
national recently won "Outstanding 
Chapter for District V" for the fifth 
straight year. 

Law Students 
Toast Debates 

There was applause. There were 
jeers. There was wine. There was the 
media. But most of all, there was 
discussion of issues last Thursday 
when 3 1 people watched the second 
presidential debate at second year Sid 
Nelson's apartment clubhouse. Camera 
crews from Channels 4 and 13 covered 
the event. 

"It was a relaxing opportunity to 
talk about the issues with other law 
students," said second year Harriet 
Zeitzer. The ambiance was enhanced 
by generous wine cellar donations 
provided by Sid and Professor Leslie 
Espinoza. 

The P.A.D./L.M.A.-sponsored "tail-gate" parties before U of A football games were fun 
for all (everyone wave to Eric). 
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