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The School of Law’s new dean, a
national leader in legal education,
is known for engaging the thoughts
of others, then acting decisively to
move things forward.

BY JAMIE SMITH
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Figuring out what led to today’s
economic mess could hold the
best clues for moving forward –
and averting the world’s next
financial crisis.
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Perpetual Motion

“I OFTEN FIND MYSELF RUSHING through the vestibule of the law school from work to a class or from an
externship. Although most law students usually walk calmly, quietly, and composed through the class-
room door once they arrive at class, it is a bit chaotic before. When I am standing at the guard’s desk, I
have noticed other law students rushing to and from, and as a result, I happened to catch this photo.

I joke with my classmates that it feels like we will always be rushing or that we are in a perpetual
intellectual whirlwind (especially when you take summer classes). Once law school is over, life really
does not slow down and might speed up even more. One thing that I have noticed is that UM Law
gives us confidence to explore and conquer new projects or endeavors as law students. As a result,
many of us graduate and enter the legal world with refined passions or specialities that make us
unique commodities. Thus, I suppose there is no time to slow down but capturing this student ‘in-
motion’ makes me think that maybe there is just enough time to stop and appreciate all that the law
school has taught us.”

Daria Grayer is a second-year evening student, bioethicist at Washington Hospital Center’s
Center for Ethics, and an award-winning photographer.



Dear Graduates and Friends,
I have known for many years that Maryland is a great law

school. As a law professor at Temple University, I respected
so many of UM Law’s faculty and greatly admired the School’s
commitment to public service and its groundbreaking
Clinical Law Program. During the Dean Search process, the
more I learned about the Law School, the more impressed I
became. But not until I became a member of the community
myself did I fully appreciate how remarkable Maryland
Law truly is.

It’s a community that includes the gifted teachers and
scholars and committed staff who work here. Outstanding
students who study inside these walls. Dedicated graduates
who devote countless hours of their time and offer wise
counsel. And generous supporters who provide vital resources
to sustain our work.

Most meaningfully, this institution’s definition of com-
munity doesn’t end at the doors of the Law School, or exclude individuals that have never set foot in our
building. Our community includes our neighbors in Baltimore who are given a voice and find justice
thanks to the efforts of our legal clinics. It extends to disaster-stricken regions where our graduates help
rebuild shattered lives. It reaches Capitol Hill, as our faculty’s scholarly expertise shapes the debate on
cutting-edge issues at the intersection of technology and privacy. I invite you to read about all these
aspects of our community, and many more, in the pages that follow.

I also to thank so many of you for all you have done to welcome me to your community. I have appreciated
learning more about you and your thoughts about the Law School’s future. This issue of the magazine
provides an opportunity for you to learn more about me. Another opportunity for us to meet will be
October 3, as the School of Law hosts my first formal event as Dean. I hope you will be able to attend and
look forward to meeting as many of you as possible.

My door is always open, and I will be relying on your insight and support as we continue to expand the
reach and impact of the Maryland Law community.

Best wishes,

Phoebe A. Haddon
Dean
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from Faculty on Legal Issues of the Day

| UMLAW CITES |

Wit and Wisdom “No one has done a decent job of covering
the four years that Thurgood Marshall practiced in

Baltimore. It was a very active period, but it was
difficult to get at. He did major civil rights cases, but

he also tried to keep his private practice.”

—Larry Gibson in the Washington Post, announcing the opening of the new
exhibit “Thurgood Marshall’s Early Career in Maryland: 1933-1937” in the

Marshall Law Library.

“In the last couple of years
people are starting to be aware
that if they have these units in
their car, people can keep track

of you. I think it’s a growing
public awareness. The problem is

that most people feel like, ‘I’m
not doing anything wrong, so

who cares?’ But I think that’s the
wrong way of looking at it.”

—Renée Hutchins in a New York Times article about
Fourth Amendment protections for the use of GPS data.

“The AIG bailout is a wealth
transfer scheme in the guise of a public invest-

ment in a supposedly going concern. In plain
English,AIG is winding up its derivative business.
Since it was on the losing side of derivatives bets,

wind up means payment to winners.”

—Robert Rhee in a National Law Journal op-ed about the AIG bailout.

“The longer an
accused remains

unrepresented and unable
to challenge the

government’s case, the
more likely delay

jeopardizes a fair trial.
The prosecutor’s decisive

advantage often results in
unjust convictions and

coerced pleas.”

—Douglas Colbert, writing in The National
Law Journal about equal justice for poor peo-

ple accused of committing a crime.

“It’s amazing what we will
do and say when we are shielded

from social shaming. You think
when you’re doing it online, people

are images and things that we
attack. It’s depersonalized. This
generation has been schooled in

the misogyny of bravado. It’s
become a point of pride that I
can talk that way, too. I can be

vicious. Young women are jumping
on this, thinking it’s empowering.

It’s anything but.”

—Danielle Citron, in the Philadelphia Inquirer,
speaking about online bullying.

“It’s been nearly two decades since anyone
who has not served as a federal appellate judge –
for at least a little while—has been confirmed to sit on
the Supreme Court.What this means is that justices on
the Court have come to be representative of a very
narrow slice of the profession. Federal appellate judges,
former federal prosecutors and high-powered federal
appellate practitioners stand a very good chance of
getting nominated. State court judges, full-time law
professors, former criminal defense attorneys, even civil
practice trial lawyers—not so much.”

—Sherrilyn Ifill in a CNN commentary about the need for professional diversity
on the Supreme Court. “I have applauded the Governor for his

vision in continuing to invest in the future of
biotechnology in our state. There are numerous
legal and ethical considerations in this type of
research. But the world’s most prominent scientists,
researchers, and policy makers in the field
recognize that Maryland has developed an approach
to stem-cell research that serves as a model for the
rest of the world.”

—Karen Rothenberg, Chair of the Maryland Stem Cell Commission, in the
Washington Post after Governor Martin O’Malley reconfirmed his commitment
to funding stem cell research.

“During the Bush years,
it was all too common for

administration political

appointees to suppress or

reshape scientific findings. They

infamously tried to suppress a

report by EPA scientists on the

scope of global warming, for

example. But ending such

heavy-handed manipulation by

political appointees is the low-

hanging fruit of the effort to

restore science to its rightful

role in policymaking. It

absolutely needs to be picked,

but there’s much more to

harvest.”

—Rena Steinzor in a Baltimore Sun op-ed about the
relationship between science and policy.

“Did China and India
suddenly have gigantic needs
for new oil products in a single
day? No. Everybody agrees
supply-demand could not drive
the price up $25, which was a
record increase in the price of
oil. The price of oil went from
somewhere in the 60s to $147
in less than a year. And we were
being told during that run-up,
it’s supply-demand, supply-
demand, supply-demand.”

—Michael Greenberger on 60 Minutes, discussing the
role of speculation in driving up oil prices, including a
one-day jump of $25.
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IN 2002, DAVID PASSON, A DISABLED VIETNAM

veteran living on a fixed income, found himself in a
desperate situation. Confronting a mound of medical
bills, he sold some stocks to pay down his debt. But
in fending off one set of creditors, he unsuspectingly
stumbled into a different quagmire.

Six years later, Passon received a $30,000 bill
from the Internal Revenue Service (IRS), which
had taxed the earnings of the stocks he had sold.
Fortunately, Passon immediately notified his social
worker, who referred him to UMLaw’s Low Income
Taxpayer Clinic.

Enter law student Jonathan Elefant, J.D. candidate
2010. Researching the matter, he determined that the
stocks Passon sold had not appreciated enough to
warrant the taxes imposed by the IRS. Over the course
of nearly three months, Elefant assisted Passon in
preparing a new tax return, essentially wiping his
financial slate clean.

“I’m so very grateful. Jonathan was marvelous,”
says Passon, who, prior to going to the clinic, faced
not only an insurmountable debt but the IRS’s
threat to garnish his Social Security wages.

The resolution didn’t come easily. “Once the IRS
assesses a tax liability, you have to unravel the whole
process. We simultaneously negotiate with the IRS to
get them to stop collecting against the client while
working to determine whether the tax liability is
valid,” explains visiting law school assistant professor
Pamela Chaney, who oversees the clinic.

Under Chaney’s guidance, student attorneys
provide free tax preparation to low- and moderate-
income working families in Baltimore City and
represent low-income Maryland residents who have
disputes with the IRS. This academic year, the
clinic prepared an estimated 175 tax returns and
assisted 64 clients in resolving tax issues. Students are
expected to average 28 hours of clinic work per
week, but Elefant took on an additional caseload.

“I stayed late, I worked Sundays,” he says.
“Being low-income doesn’t entitle people to any less
respect or any less dignity than we would give our
friends and families. The fact that they’re here shows
us they’re not trying to run away from the issues;
they’re trying to resolve them.”

By Elizabeth Heubeck

SettingThings
Straight with
Uncle Sam

Clinical Law Program Fills Vital Needs
EACH YEAR, THE STUDENT ATTORNEYS who take part in UMLaw’s 26 student law

clinics provide free legal services to hundreds of community residents in need, while

honing their own legal skills. Brenda Bratton Blom, professor and director of the

School of Law’s Clinical Law Program, estimates the clinics provide an average of

110,000 hours of service annually—involving 25 faculty and 250 students. “The

number of people who need these services grows every year. When you have to

choose between lunch and a lawyer, it’s an easy decision,” Blom says. Accomplish-

ments of Clinic faculty and students in 2008-09 included:

Students in the Reparations, Reconciliation and Restorative Justice seminar

spearheaded passage of a new state law that requires insurance companies wishing

to do business in Maryland to disclose any policies they or their predecessor firms

provided to slave owners until 1865;

The Civil Rights of Persons With Disabilities Clinic was instrumental in the

case of Shane Feldman, et al., v. Pro Football Inc., et al.,which determined that under

the Americans With Disabilities Act, closed captioning of scoreboard announcements

during Washington Redskins games at FedEx Field was not optional but required;

The Environmental Law Clinic recorded a number of victories. Students re-

searched and drafted the newly enacted Environmental Standing Bill that gives indi-

viduals and associations the ability to challenge state environmental permits,

licenses, and Critical Areas variances and other state environmental decisions in

state court.

The Waterkeeper Alliance, represented by the Clinic, reached an agreement with

the Maryland Department of the Environment (MDE) resolving the Waterkeepers’

legal challenge to MDE’s general stormwater permit for construction sites. As a re-

sult of this agreement, MDE has committed to making significant changes to the way

it requires developers to prevent polluted runoff caused when rain washes sedi-

ment and other pollutants from these exposed areas.

The Drug Policy and Public Health Strategies Clinic worked with the U.S.

Department of Justice’s Civil Rights Division in negotiations with Baltimore to remedy

the City’s zoning code’s discrimination against licensed residential substance abuse

treatment facilities

Working in the Low Income Taxpayer Clinic, Jonathan Elefant ’10 helped a client
resolve a $30,000 bill from the IRS.

FROM THE OUTSET, THE NEW COURSE Lawyers and
Legal Systems and Their Social Context, was an unusual
venture. Funded in part by a grant from the Fetzer Institute
of Kalamazoo, Michigan, the course asked School of Law
students to critically examine common assumptions
about the legal system, including its fundamental moral
and ethical premises.

“We decided it would make sense to present some-
thing to the public. We wanted to show the kinds of legal
and ethical issues lawyers face,” says professor Michael
Millemann, who co-taught the class with Robert Bowie
’77, founder of Bowie & Jensen, LLC, and a part-time
playwright. Live theater—an art form defined by the
maxim “show, don’t tell”—proved uniquely well suited to
this process, so the duo set out to have their student cre-
ate an original drama.

Millemann, Bowie, and their students decided to focus
on the case of Walter Arvinger, whose case made national
news in 2004 when he was released after 36 years behind
bars for a murder it is now widely accepted he did not
commit. Millemann and students from the School of Law
were instrumental in bringing attention to the case and
securing his release. The play that resulted is actually a
play-within-a-play, showing both the events leading to
the false conviction, and the moral and ethical issues
students grappled with three decades later as they tried
to prove Arvinger’s innocence.

The professors initially had expected to cast the show
using local actors. “What really surprised me was how

completely the students took control of the effort,” says
Bowie. “They wanted to act in the roles they created, which
was incredible; it really was an added benefit to the class.”

The students were not without resources. Professional
theatrical leadership was provided by Elliott Rauh, man-
aging director of Baltimore’s Single Carrot Theatre, who
served as director. of the production. His cast of four
men and four women “entered into the heart of the law,”
says Bowie, “by engaging in a process that exposed them
to the humanity of law that is usually only learned after
the boot camp experience of law school is completed.”

The process of researching, writing, discussing, and
rehearsing the play—which included classroom visits by
Arvinger himself, and from former Governor Robert
Ehrlich, who commuted Arvinger’s sentence—brought a
real immediacy to the idea that lawyers’ actions have far-
reaching consequences. “I really had to think about what
the lawyers did, and that made a big impression upon
me,” says graduating student Octavia Shulman, who played
Arvinger’s mother, and the “class clown” in the student
scenes. “Everyone was so excited by this. It was so uncon-
ventional teaching the law in such a creative way. When
the Governor came to school that conversation really
scared me to death. What I do or don’t do as a lawyer can
hugely impact someone’s life. It made me feel I really
have to know my stuff.”

For director Elliot Rauh, the whole effort really came
together when the play was performed in April before a
standing room only house of friends, classmates, faculty,
and family members of the cast. “There is a moment
when the students transform to prisoners in a jail, calling
out at Kaplan [Arvinger’s attorney]. It was this really
wonderful theatrical moment. Basically in four weeks of
rehearsal we bonded and had this opportunity to create
something together, and it really worked.”

JD 20097

By Mike Field

on Stage
andOff

Students rehearse the play about Walter Arvinger’s
life sentence and its commutation that they wrote in
the course “Lawyers and Legal Systems and Their
Social Context.”

Grappling with Ethical Issues—

| COMMUNITY | Faculty and Student Activities
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THE UNIVERSAL DECLARATION of Human
Rights (UDHR) remains an important,
guiding model for governments and people
around the world, but 60 years after its
adoption by the United Nations, constant
political will and effort is still required to see
the document’s high-minded promises turn
into real protections.

That message was among those aired at the
School of Law’s three-day symposium from
Oct. 23- 25 marking the 60th anniversary of
the declaration’s signing. Speakers addressed
the challenges posed to the ideals contained in
the document by worldwide poverty, hunger,
poor health, and persecution. The litany of
human rights abuses by autocratic regimes
from Chile to Russia and China are being
replaced or joined by abuses cloaked in the
banner of counterterrorism, according to
several of the more than three dozen speakers
and moderators.

Former President of Ireland and U.N.
High Commissioner for Human Rights Mary
Robinson delivered the keynote. “Sixty years
on, there is a woeful global failure to secure
access to justice and basic rights like food,
health, and safety for a majority of humans.
The law doesn’t work for about 4 billion
people in our world,” said Robinson.

Human Rights Progress, Abuse Take
Center Stage at
By Jeff Raymond

Redefining the
Role of Clinical
Education

TO COMMEMORATE the 35th

anniversary of its founding, the

School of Law’s pioneering Clini-

cal Law Program spotlighted its

mission of integrating theory

with practice by hosting the

national conference “Curriculum

Reform: Linking Theory and

Practice” on March 6.

Faculty and deans from lead-

ing clinical law institutions

gathered for discussions about

integrating best practices into

the curriculum and the redevel-

opment of law school curricula.

“Clinical legal educators are

poised to play an important role

in the next developments in the

legal academy,” said Brenda

Bratton Blom, Director of the

Clinical Law Program. “This is

not a time to just plow ahead as

if circumstances were the same

as they were last week or last

year. This is a time to take a

deep breath, and evaluate not

just how we are preparing stu-

dents to be lawyers, but how we

are maximizing our impact in

the services that we deliver.”

In his keynote address,

Professor Michael Millemann

detailed the different ways the

Clinical Law Program at the

School of Law has grown and

changed over 35 years. But the

overarching concern, he said,

is to continue to teach and

mentor students, even as

alumni. “We all are special

trustees of the students’ ideal-

ism,” he said. “We recruit stu-

dents because they are

idealistic. When they get here,

we should nurture that ideal-

ism. When they graduate, we

have to continue to support it.”

—GyneneSullivan

IN THE LATE 1960S AND ’70S, POLICY MAKERS endorsed a “reformist approach” toward

addiction that emphasized the need to provide treatment therapeutically instead of criminally.

However, exploding drug use in the ’70s alarmed policy makers and led to the initiation of the

“War on Drugs” and a zero-tolerance approach to addiction treatment.

Last November 7, the Law & Health Care Program co-hosted the conference “Obstacles

to the Development and Use of Pharmacotherapies for Addiction.” In delivering this year’s

Stuart Rome Lecture, Professor Richard Bonnie, an expert in the fields of mental health and

drug law, asserted that the pendulum is swinging back to therapeutic treatment because “it

has become increasingly clear that the War on Drugs has caused a great deal of damage at

great cost, with little evidence that it has made any impact.”

At the conference, lawyers, health care providers, judges, and regulators discussed the

obstacles that exist at each stage of medication development and uptake, including challenges

for pharmaceutical companies; obstacles relating to clinical trials and the FDA approval process;

patient reluctance to use and provider reluctance to screen for, and prescribe, medications to

treat addiction; and gaps in insurance coverage for these medications.

Videos of the panel discussions are available at http://www.law.umaryland.edu/pharma.

By Gynene Sullivan

Drug Policy Pendulum
Swinging Back

Justice Chaskalson (right) and Former President of Ireland and
U.N High Commissioner for Human Rights Mary Robinson.

UDHR 60th Anniversary

(l to r): Dr. David Lewis, Brown University, Professor Richard,
Bonnie, University of Virginia and School of Law Associate
Dean and L&HCP Director Diane Hoffmann.

The annual Business Law Conference, “The Subprime
Meltdown: Causes, Consequences and Solutions” couldn’t have been
more timely. On Oct. 3, 2008, as experts from academia, the financial
services sector, consumer groups, Capitol Hill, journalism, and regulatory
institutions gathered at the Law School to discuss the nation’s economic
crisis, Congress passed a $700 billion bailout. Participants’ skepticism
about the plan proved prescient. “A lot of this legislation is highly illusory,”
said Michael Greenberger, a professor at the School of Law and director
of its Center for Health and Homeland Security, a panelist and moderator

of the symposium. “Congress does not have an infra-
structure in place to deal with this.” (l-r) New York

Times Editorial Board Member Teresa Tritch,
Damon A. Silvers, Associate General Counsel

for the AFL/CIO, Thomas E. Pérez, Secretary of
the Maryland Dept. of Labor, Licensing, and
Regulation, and School of Law Dean Karen
H. Rothenberg led a lunchtime discussion of
the meltdown’s impact on the country.

| COMMUNITY | Faculty and Student Activities

DISTINGUISHED VISITING PROFESSOR Justice Bess Nkabinde, a
Justice on the Constitutional Court of South Africa, delivered the
lecture “The Modern Constitution of South Africa: Are the Promises in
the Constitution Realizable or a Distant Dream?” last October 20.

“The promises are not a dream. South Africans retain their faith
in the resilience of their Constitution and the vibrancy of their
democracy. Never again will we be subject to the oppression of the
past,” said Justice Nkabinde, noting that after the Constitution was
adopted, seven million copies in the 11 official languages of South
Africa were distributed throughout the country.

Justice Nkabinde was one of several Distinguished Visitors who
spent time on campus during the 2008-09 academic year through a
program that invites distinguished legal practitioners and academics—
from both legal and non-legal disciplines—to join the School of Law
community. Other visitors were Martha Bergmark, president and chief
executive officer of the Mississippi Center for Justice, and Mary L.
Dudziak, the Judge Edward J. and Ruey L. Guirado Professor of
Law, History, and Political Science at USC Gould School of Law

“We must never stop learning from each other. The beauty of
the legal profession is that you always have colleagues to confer with.
The knowledge I’ve gained from collaborating with my new colleagues
at Maryland will help the Constitutional Court of South Africa,”
said Justice Nkabinde.

Striving for
Constitutional

in South Africa
Rights

By Jamie Smith

Leading the Way in Alternative
Dispute Resolution

FOR THE SECOND CONSECUTIVE YEAR, Maryland leaders

participated in the Maryland Public Policy Conflict Resolution

Fellows Program. Building upon the success of the inaugural

program in 2007, the Fellows engaged in three days of ex-

ploration of interest-based negotiation, collaborative gover-

nance, and consensus building skills. The second class of

Fellows represented a wide variety of Maryland leaders in-

cluding representatives from the legislature, faith-based

community, judiciary, executive, and non-profit sectors who

came together to learn from each other and national leaders

in the field of public policy dispute resolution.

The Fellows were invited by the program sponsors, the

Honorable Robert M. Bell, Chief Judge of the Maryland Court

of Appeals; David J. Ramsay, President of the University of

Maryland, Baltimore; and Dean Karen H. Rothenberg.

“As a problem-solving institution, the Judiciary has an

interest in advancing collaborative leadership in Maryland,”

said the Hon. Benjamin Clyburn, a 2008 Fellow. “I thoroughly

enjoyed participating in the Fellows program and used the

opportunity to sharpen my own negotiation and collabora-

tion skills with a wonderful group of people.”

—TobyTreemGuerin

Distinguished Visiting Professor Justice Bess Nkabinde delivered the lecture
“The Modern Constitution of South Africa: Are the Promises in the Constitution

Realizable or a Distant Dream?”
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Lynne Battaglia ’74 describes it as a “conundrum” that dictates
career choices for female lawyers: When law firms base evaluations
on billable hours rather than on quality of work, women can

sometimes be at a disadvantage, says the Maryland Court of Appeals Judge.
Wendy Butler Curtis ’98, a special counsel in litigation at Orrick’s

Washington office, wonders why women, who “were disproportionately
ahead in the class” at law school, later comprise just 20 percent of
partners in law firms.

Both issues were discussed at a roundtable that Battaglia and Curtis
attended in December at the Law School. The discussion was an out-
growth of a career satisfaction study, undertaken by professors Jana
Singer and Paula
Monopoli and sup-
ported by the Law
School’s Office of In-
stitutional Advance-
ment and Career
Development Office.
The professors surveyed UMLaw graduates going back to the Class
of 1977. The ultimate aim for their work: to chart a plan of action for
improving women’s experiences in the legal profession.

Singer and Monopoli queried more than 600 alumni in their Fall
2008 survey. “We were interested in alums in general, but we wanted
to know if the experiences of women in the workplace were different,
and if they were making different choices in their careers,” says
Monopoli, founding director of the Women, Leadership & Equality
(WLE) program, which oversaw the project. The questions aimed
to reveal differences in career choices, and overall satisfaction with
life and work.

The most gratifying finding, Monopoli says, “is that our graduates—
both men and women—are generally happy.” But the survey showed
that there are still great disparities in career advancement among men
and women, and also in their priorities. The women surveyed, for

example, were significantly more likely
than men to identify flexibility in the
workplace, and work-family balance,
as important to their career satisfaction.

One outcome of the study, says
Singer, may be better guidance for
employers when it comes to retention.

This is an important issue for law firms, which incur high costs re-
placing employees who leave. Toward that end, the professors shared
preliminary findings in a workshop last April for area law firms that
are committed to better retaining and advancing female lawyers.
“We [aimed] to offer suggestions about what will make lawyers
want to stay,” Singer says, such as offering opportunities for flexible
schedules, without stigmatizing that choice. Compensation is also
an important issue, says Monopoli. “Men measure success by the
amount of compensation they receive. Women are less likely to say
compensation is most important to them, but they did say they were
concerned with being appropriately compensated. There’s a feeling
out there that women don’t feel they are getting what they deserve.
That to me is an important finding”—for employers, she says.

Wendy Curtis says the research “is a call to action. It captures the
realities that we all experience, but it’s nice to see it in writing. That
way, we can go back to our own workplaces and institute change.”

Monopoli and Singer will present their final report this fall.

—Martha Thomas
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For Bill Ferguson, a second-year law student committed to improving
public education, the inauguration of Barack Obama last winter
seemed the perfect setting for proposing marriage to his girlfriend,

Lea Smith. After all, the two had met when they were both teaching in
Baltimore as part of the Teach for America program. They’d deepened
their commitment to the community—and to each other—by volunteering
for the Obama campaign, spending election day on a flatbed truck in
Philadelphia, assisting and entertaining voters.

So when Ferguson heard about an essay contest sponsored by
the Presidential Inaugural Committee, which offered “Tickets to
History” for 10 supporters who could explain what the inauguration of
Barack Obama meant to them, he jumped at the chance to enter. “I
wrote about why we work in education, how the inauguration symbol-
ized such an important shift in the United States,” Ferguson says. He
also promised to pop the question at the inauguration.

That did the trick. Three days before the big event, Ferguson learned
that he and Smith were invited to attend the inauguration, and many of
the surrounding VIP events. The couple’s magical moment came just
after Obama finished his inaugural address, when Ferguson dropped
to one knee and made his proposal. Through tears, Smith said yes.

As spring slipped in to summer, and the couple’s August 15 wedding
date fast approached, Ferguson balanced his wedding preparation
plans with his law school studies and his work as a graduate intern for
Baltimore City Schools CEO Andres Alonso. In that role, which he’s
held for two years, Ferguson has worked directly with Alonso in reorgan-
izing the central office as funding is decentralized.

“What we’re doing is high level policy reform,” Ferguson explains.
“During my first year, the focus was on ‘fair student funding’—shifting
money from the central office to the schools, so that they can make
decisions about how to spend it.” In year two, he says, efforts broadened
to include restructuring—including layoffs—of the central office.

Fiancee Smith has worked just down the hall, as special assistant to
Alonso’s chief of staff Tisha Edwards ’01. Ferguson says he’s been inspired
in his work because both Alonso and Edwards are lawyers. “I think I
connect with them,” he says. “There’s a way that law school teaches
you to think, to approach things from every angle, to attack a policy
from each stakeholder’s viewpoint.”

For Ferguson, who was also selected this spring to the prestigious
Maryland Law Review, the work with CEO Alonso wasn’t the only
thing that kept him busy. Just days after returning from the Inaugura-
tion, he and Smith learned of a proposed state budget cut to city
schools. “We decided to do something about trying to restore the
budget for our kids in Baltimore City and we saw our opportunity
to deliver our own message of hope and our ability to contribute,”
he says. The couple launched “Maryland Ed Equity,” and ultimately
hand carried 75 letters, signed by TFA teachers, to Annapolis to present
to the Governor.

“Without my experiences with TFA, the law school, the election
of President Obama, proposing to Lea, and our experiences at the in-
auguration, we would never have had the courage or insight to start
‘Maryland Ed Equity,’” says Ferguson. “My take away message from all
of these wonderful events is that you can’t just wait for change to
happen, you have to make change happen.”

—Martha Thomas, with Bryan Pugh
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is high level policy

reform.” –Bill Ferguson

Service
The election of Barack Obama
had an inspiring impact on third-
year student Bill Ferguson.
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SOME KEY FINDINGS

• Although men and women are equally likely to begin their
careers at law firms, they are not equally likely to stay there:

• 47% of women began careers at private firms; 29% remain

• 50% of men began careers at private firms; 40% remain

• 40% of women are employed by government

• 25% of men are employed by government

Panelists for the April 24 discussion “Strategies That Work: In-
novation and Experience from the Field” were (l-r): Laura L. John-
son of Gordon, Feinblatt, Rothman, Hoffberger & Hollander; Heidi
Hansan of Miles & Stockbridge; Valerie Granfield Roush of
Sodexo, Inc.; and Karen Popp of Sidley Austin.

Career Survey Sparks
“Call to Action”

“WOMEN DON’T FEEL they are getting (paid)
what they deserve.”

—Prof. Paula Monopoli



FROM YOUR FIRST CONVERSATION with
Phoebe Haddon, it’s quickly apparent why
she is universally described as a great listener
by colleagues, friends, and family alike. Her
smile is broad and luminous, her laughter
uninhibited and contagious. She leans slightly
forward across the tabletop, maintains a
steady contact with her warm, dark eyes, and
nods, gently encouraging you to go on. And
an interview intended to provide the Univer-
sity of Maryland School of Law’s new Dean
with an opportunity to hold forth about her-
self – at length and without interruption –
quickly becomes a conversation in which she
listens almost as much as she speaks.

“To listen well is as powerful a means of
communication and influence as to talk
well,” said John Marshall. Dean Haddon’s
record of leadership and the broad respect
she enjoys throughout the legal profession
bear out the words of the U.S. Supreme
Court’s first Chief Justice.

Revealingly, the people she’s most inter-
ested in hearing from are those who disagree
with her.

“I’m always going to listen to what you
say. I’m not afraid to engage the thoughts of

others. They may be helpful in fixing what I’m
doing wrong,” Dean Haddon says, reflecting
two other aspects of her personality repeatedly
identified by those who know her best: self-
confidence and respect for the views of others.

Over the last three decades, she has em-
ployed these strengths to improve institutions
ranging from the American Bar Association’s
Council of Legal Education and Admission to
the Bar, to the Redevelopment Authority of
the City of Philadelphia, to the American Law
Institute-ABA Committee on Continuing
Professional Education.

“Dean Haddon has been recognized as a
national leader for years,” says former dean
of the University of North Carolina School
of Law Judith Wegner, who co-authored
the Carnegie Foundation for the Advance-
ment of Teaching’s 2007 landmark report,
Educating Lawyers: Preparation for the Profes-
sion of Law. “Maryland Law’s unique
strengths provide a perfect opportunity for
Phoebe to employ her experience and vision
for improving legal education in a way that
will position the School even more promi-
nently within the legal profession and the
legal academy.”
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Colleagues cite Dean Haddon’s facility for
bringing together an organization’s diverse,
sometimes antagonistic constituencies, and
getting them talking. She listens, finds the
common ground, and builds a coalition of
supporters. Then she leads them in developing
and implementing an approach that results in
the achievement of a shared goal.

“Phoebe has a personal and professional
philosophy that you can get more things
accomplished with cooperation instead of
competition,” says I. Herman Stern Professor
Emeritus of Law Frank McClellan, who has
been Haddon’s colleague on the Temple
Law faculty since 1981, and her husband
since 1985.

“It’s an interesting approach for a lawyer to
get people out of the adversarial approach and
into a cooperative one where you’re looking
for similarities in what you believe, not differ-
ences. She doesn’t see competition as the
dominant model, and she’s not looking to win
if it means someone else has to lose.”

But Dean Haddon’s emphasis on collabora-
tion shouldn’t be confused with a lack of
mettle, say those who know her well. Her
scholarly expertise includes such famously
contentious areas as torts litigation, and the
jury. And when emphasizing a strongly-held
belief, she’ll remove her brown plastic-rimmed
glasses and fix you with a look that leaves no
doubt: Dean Haddon is a leader.

“Phoebe has a philosophy that participa-
tion and collaboration are key to the delibera-
tive process. But what she’s really good at is
making things happen after the deliberations
are over,” says Joanne Epps, Dean of Temple
University’s Beasley School of Law and a
faculty colleague of Haddon’s for more than
20 years. “Some people have great ideas, but
can’t go from the idea to its execution. Phoebe
is committed not only to arriving at a great
idea but also ensuring that it is acted upon.”

A strategic thinker who is deeply engaged
in developments in higher education and the
legal profession, Dean Haddon is in the begin-
ning stages of organizing a strategic plan for
the School of Law. Characteristically, this
planning process has begun by listening. She
has conducted a retreat with her deans, has
begun to meet with members of the Board of
Visitors, and – after hosting a breakfast for all
Law School faculty and staff on the morning
of her first day at Maryland – is now in the
process of holding one-on-one interviews with
every member of the faculty and law school
administrators. And while Dean Haddon’s
plan for the Law School ultimately will reflect
the shared views of a wide range of con-
stituents, it will no doubt be shaped by her
own vision for the future of legal education.

When the Carnegie Report was published
in 2007, its challenge to law schools to focus
more on developing students’ ethical skills
and commitment to justice was highly influen-
tial and groundbreaking. Dean Haddon had
issued a similar call almost 15 years earlier.

In “Education for a Public Calling in the
Twenty-First Century,” 69Washington Law
Review 573 (1994) she wrote that law schools
“have an opportunity to define good lawyering
… as a public calling which emphasizes a
professional obligation to promote equality
in the legal system … to clarify the values
important to the practice of law in contem-
plation of a more pro-active public role.”

Today, she believes more firmly than ever
that lawyers’ moral obligations to advance
justice extend far beyond their responsibilities
as client advocates and officers of the court.

“That doesn’t describe what I believe to
be the richness of lawyers’ societal obliga-
tions, which can be very broadly and richly
defined, and clearly includes something more
than simply following the rules of the court,”
she says.

In her article 15 years ago, Haddon cited
Maryland Law as one of the few institutions
that was addressing those issues. Today, Dean
Haddon says the School is positioned to be
a leader in reshaping not only legal educa-
tion, but perhaps the legal profession itself.
Location, prominence in clinical education,
engagement in public service, and an out-
standing faculty—committed to excellence
in teaching and dedicated to scholarship that
searches for solutions to real world problems—
all play a part.

“Our location provides a tremendous
opportunity to be part of not only a metro-
politan statewide conversation, but of a na-
tional and global conversation,” she says.
“We can help define what justice is, and
solve problems in ways that recognize the
complexity of today’s society. And we can
be leaders in thinking creatively about the
roles of teachers and scholars, of students,
and the legal profession in today’s world.”

A fourth-generation lawyer and educator,
Dean Haddon says it was clear from child-
hood that she would either study law or
become an educator, but in her family, she
says, “I was the first one who did both.”
Her father Wallace James Haddon, a dentist,
moved the family in 1955 from Hampton,
VA, to Passaic, NJ, after identifying it as a
city where an African American could estab-
lish a substantial professional practice.
Haddon’s mother began her career as a math-
ematician at the National Advisory Committee
for Aeronautics (NASA’s precursor), then
became a junior high school math teacher
and high school guidance counselor when
the family moved to New Jersey.

Throughout Haddon’s middle class child-
hood, belief in the importance of education
was a core value of her family. So, too, were a
commitment to excellence and the determi-

nation to overcome any obstacles that might
deter that pursuit. Dean Haddon points in
particular to her grandmother, Phoebe Bassette,
as someone from whom she inherited more
than her name. Once, Bassette – notoriously
late and frequently trying to juggle 20 things
at once – was pulled over for speeding down
the street in her hometown of Hampton. It
was the 1940s, and undaunted by either his
badge or his race, she told the white police
officer of this small southern town, “I’m sorry,
but I have some place to go. If you need to talk
to someone, my husband’s office is right down
the street,” and kept on going.

“I do that sometimes, too. I get so involved
in what I’m doing that the fact that there
might be some barriers or things that are in
the way don’t even occur to me as stopping
progress,” says Haddon.

While in high school, Haddon took a
month-long trip to France with a student
group, engendering a lifelong love of travel
that has taken her to every continent except

Antarctica and Australia. At Smith College,
she earned a degree in government, with
minors in economics and African American
studies. The experience was so important to
her, that she remained deeply involved in
the life of the College, serving on the Board
of Trustees for a decade, including a term as
Vice Chair.

After moving to Pittsburgh in the early
1970s, Haddon applied to several nearby law
schools. One school offered her admission,
as well as scholarship support through an
affirmative action program that stipulated its
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—Joanne Epps, Dean of Temple University’s Beasley School of Law

as Duquesne Law Review editor in 1976, with the
school’s Dean, Ronald Davenport

childhood in Passaic, NJ
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participants take one fewer course than other
students. She still bristles at the memory.

“Though well intended, this requirement
was based on some notion that African
Americans would not do as well, or meet the
same standards, as other students. My back-
ground gave every indication that I would do
as well, or even better than those gross
stereotypical predictions suggested,” she says.

“That kind of broad, overly inclusive
assumption does not sit well with me. People
have to be judged as individuals. That doesn’t
mean we don’t think about how various groups
have been discriminated against and try to
address persistent structural barriers that
continue to impede some groups from attain-
ing equality. But you can’t build your response
to discrimination without being mindful
of the subtle influence of stereotypes.”

Dean Haddon instead enrolled at
Duquesne Law School, where she received a
full scholarship and went on to become editor-
in-chief of the Duquesne Law Review. After
graduating in 1977, she served as a law clerk
for The Hon. Joseph F. Weis, Jr., United
States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit,
and practiced at Wilmer Cutler & Pickering
in Washington, DC, before joining the faculty
at Temple law school in 1981.

At Temple, Haddon taught courses on
constitutional law, torts, products liability,
and race and ethnicity. She established herself
as a national scholar on constitutional law
and tort law, co-authoring two casebooks in
those fields, and published numerous scholarly
articles on equal protection, jury participa-
tion, academic freedom, and diversity.

“Whether it’s writing about torts or con
law, or teaching a seminar on the jury, there’s
always been a kind of civil rights edge to what
I’ve been doing; my focus has always been
shaped by a belief in equality, particularly
respect for the rights of others,” says Dean
Haddon. “I don’t fit the model of scholars
who get interested in one particular substan-

tive area of study and use the classroom and
law journals to express their views divorced
from the context of the lived experiences of
people – I am particularly concerned about
approaches that take account of people
who are marginalized in the system.”

Haddon’s scholarship is a continuation
of her family’s tradition of social activism.
Her father was an active leader in the
NAACP. Her aunt, Rachel B. Noel, led public
school desegregation efforts in Denver, cul-
minating in the U.S. Supreme Court’s ruling
in Keyes v. Denver School District No. 1,

which made Denver the first city outside
the south to receive instructions from the
Supreme Court to address segregation.

Striving to improve access to quality edu-
cation, at law schools and beyond, became
her true academic passion. Haddon quickly
attained national prominence for her efforts,
earning appointment as a member of the
executive committee of The Association of
American Law Schools, a trustee of the
Law School Admissions Council, and co-
President of the Society of American Law
Teachers. Today she is a member of the
Council of the American Bar Association
Section on Legal Education and Admission
to the Bar, the official accrediting body of
American law schools, and serves on a number
of committees of those other organizations.

“A real strength for Phoebe is her lead-
ership in groups like the ABA and others

outside the academy. It’s given her an oppor-
tunity to look at the challenges of legal
education and the profession not just as a
member of one school, or even as an academic,
but from a very broad perspective,” says Paul
Bekman, Chair of Maryland Law’s Board of
Visitors. “At a time when law schools are
facing a scarcity of resources, and the legal
profession is rethinking ways of serving clients,
she is the right person at the right time to be
Dean of our Law School.”

Other law schools had pursued Haddon
for deanships in the past, but she always
demurred. Her experiences had made her
an expert in not only legal education, but
in law schools themselves. Dean Haddon
could tell when the fit just wasn’t right, or
if an institution wasn’t poised for future
growth. From her first visit to Maryland
Law, she knew she had found a new home.

Haddon envisions a Law School that en-
hances its quality by making itself more acces-
sible to students from a wide range of racial,
educational, and economic backgrounds. She
wants to broaden the definition of faculty ex-
cellence to include a diversity of talents, from
theoretical scholars, to outstanding classroom
teachers, to policymakers, to practitioners
providing experiential learning opportunities
consistent with the mission and rich tradition
of the law school. In so doing, she wants to
attract people who share her vision of a school
both accessible and elite in its stature among
excellent law schools.

“There are individuals here – faculty, staff,
and students alike – who have the qualifica-
tions to go anywhere. But they’ve made a
commitment to Maryland because they believe
in what we can accomplish together. I see
that as very different from many other insti-
tutions,” Haddon says. “When I hear them
talk about their reasons for choosing to be at
Maryland, it’s very energizing to me. It rein-
forces my belief that I made the right choice
in joining them.”

“MY FOCUS HAS ALWAYS been shaped by

a belief in equality, particularly respect for the

rights of others.”

with daughter Cara and husband, Frank McClellan

—Dean Phoebe Haddon

new faculty member at Temple Law
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Who Will Watch
Watchers?the

By Mike Field
Illustration by Martin O’Neill

Securing
Constitutional

Rights
in the

Security
State

TRAFFIC IS TERRIBLE. Late for a meeting,
your mind is working overtime on how to
adjust your presentation. Suddenly, there’s a
clearing ahead. You hit the gas—and fly right
into a speed trap. Blue lights flash in your
rearview mirror.

On the side of the road the police officer
takes your license and registration, returns to
his car, and feeds them through an optical
scanner. While you sit fuming your name is
being checked at a remote government com-
puter center that keeps track of the websites
you visit, the books you buy online, your long
distance phone bills, and hundreds of other
pieces of both public and private information.
Something in your past suggests behavior that
authorities deem suspicious: perhaps your
name was included on a suspicious activity
report for using binoculars and taking pictures
“with no apparent esthetic value” in Los
Angeles, as police policy there now dictates.
As you wait, two more squad cars appear,
their lights flashing, and the officer—now
sounding a little nervous—says, “Please step
slowly out of your car and spread your arms.”

It may sound like a futuristic dystopian
nightmare, but the possibility of this kind of
scenario is closer to reality than many people
imagine. Government run or sponsored data
clearing houses are now active in nearly every
state. Known as fusion centers, they are funded
by the federal government as part of the
national response to the 9-11 terrorist attacks.
Originally envisioned as a means of sharing
anti-terrorism intelligence among federal,
state, and local law enforcement agencies,
fusion centers are generally unknown to the
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centers’ activities. The possible misuse of such
extensive new information collection and
analysis capabilities first drew attention in
December 2007, when the American Civil
Liberties Union published a white paper titled
“What’s Wrong with Fusion Centers?” The
report identified several areas of general
concern, citing ambiguous lines of authority;
participation by both private sector subcon-
tractors and military personnel; the likelihood
of “data mining” in which centers go looking
for suspicious individuals without probable
cause; and the aura of excessive secrecy that
surrounds the centers. It went on to suggest a
number of legal and political safeguards that
could prevent misuse of the centers’ unprece-
dented information gathering ability, dryly
observing that the best solution might be to
abandon the concept entirely, and “return to
traditional law enforcement techniques based
upon reasonable suspicion that have kept
America safe and free for over 230 years.”

Many observers—including report co-
author and ACLU policy counsel Michael
German—believe there is no turning back.
“The horse is out of the barn,” he said at the
Roundtable. “Fusion centers are not going
away. So what do they do? Are they being
used to collect information on lawful dis-
sent? Are these places where information
on innocent activity is collected and shared?
We are very concerned that because there are
ambiguous lines of authority there is no
policing mechanism in place to prevent abuse.”

Throughout the day’s discussion partici-
pants repeatedly expressed frustration at how
little public information is available about fu-
sion centers, even after six years. There was a
sense among the legal scholars and privacy ex-
perts that they were steering without a com-
pass into uncharted territory. Consequently,
the Roundtable at times seemed not so much
policy debate as reconnaissance mission, with
everyone putting their heads together trying to
understand what’s out there. It seemed a fitting
venture for Danielle Citron, a self-described
“cyber law geek” who has gained a national fol-
lowing writing about automated systems like
e-voting machines, cyber security, and cyber
harassment in scholarly journals and the online
forum Concurring Opinions [see essay on p.

XX]. The Roundtable, she says, was the
natural extension of her interests: “All of my
work is part of a broader story about how
information about us can be used and mis-
used.” She considers a moment and adds,
“I’m a privacy person, obviously.”

Citron says her involvement in the cutting-
edge field of cyber privacy rights “was pretty
serendipitous,” evolving from her first law
article, published in 2006 in theUC Davis
Law Review, concerning the relatively new
technology of Voice Over Internet Protocol
and its likely effect on personal jurisdiction
theory. That investigation led her to contem-
plate the legal ramifications of other novel
electronic technologies. The following year
the Southern California Law Review published
her article “Reservoirs of Danger: The Evolu-
tion of Public and Private Law at the Dawn of
the Information Age,” in which Citron drew
an intriguing legal analogy between the collec-
tion of personal information in large unregu-
lated databases and the early industrial age
creations of large reservoirs of water to power
mills. The water was harmless in repose but
could wreak havoc if the dams gave way—
though it took many years and several
tragedies before the law evolved to protect
those downstream. By the same token, in the
cyber world any one of us could be living
downstream of a data dam without under-
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public. Even legal scholars are unsure how they
fit within the country’s legal framework. And
no one seems to be quite sure what they do.

“There is this concept that computers can
create a personal profile of individuals that will
predict if they are a potential security risk, but
the reliability of these models is unknown,”
says Professor of Law Danielle Citron of the
methods employed by fusion centers to sift
through vast quantities of seemingly innocuous
—but often private—data to try to identify
potential terrorists. “We are talking about it
but it is not yet in the public eye.” In order to
advance the discussion and further explore
legal issues surrounding government collection
and analysis of information about private
citizens, Citron helped organize one of the
nation’s first gatherings of legal scholars and
privacy experts focusing on fusion centers. The
Technology and Privacy Roundtable, which
was hosted by the School of Law during the
spring 2009 semester, brought together two
dozen experts from across the country for a
day of discussion and debate.

From the start it became apparent that it
is what is not known about fusion centers that
raises the greatest legal and privacy concerns.
“People say, ‘Oh, you worry too much.’ I think
now is the time to be considering these issues,”

said Roundtable co-leader Frank Pasquale, a
visiting professor of law at Yale, and the Loftus
Professor of Law at Seton Hall University, at
the session opening.

But identifying the issues means knowing
what, exactly, fusion centers are doing. Beyond
bland generalities most centers refuse to say.
And the task is made all the more difficult by
the fact that no two fusion centers are quite
alike. The Department of Homeland Security
reports that as of February 2009 there were 58
fusion centers around the country. To date, the
Department has provided more than $380
million to state and local governments to build
and equip the centers, but does not directly
operate or control them. For the most part,
fusion centers evolved locally on an ad hoc
basis beginning around 2003. Each fusion
center is run by a unique set of state and
regional partners and, beyond having a general
mandate of information and intelligence
sharing, they often have widely differing
approaches to what information they collect,
and with whom and for what reasons they
share it.

Fusion centers use powerful computers and
sophisticated programming techniques to
scan huge quantities of data, looking for
anomalies that may indicate terrorist threats.
But in addition to public records such as
court appearances and tax records, the centers
can “fuse” private information such as phone
bills and credit reports and even secret infor-
mation provided by other government agen-
cies. This is what happened when Baltimore
peace activists and antiwar demonstrators
found themselves on federal terrorist watch
lists after the Maryland State Police infiltrated
their organizations and compiled extensive
dossiers on the protestors in 2005 and 2006.
The Baltimore Sun reported in 2008 that the
undercover state police reports failed to iden-
tify any criminal or even potentially criminal
acts on the part of the protestors, yet nonethe-
less entered their names on a database of
potential terrorists or drug traffickers. “If you
get put on a watch list that means airlines can
deny your ability to fly. You can potentially
lose your employment if you are deemed a
security risk, or perhaps be unable to get a
job, depending on who gets to see these lists,”
notes Citron. “You’re talking about real
concrete harm.”

Both the theory and technologies that
undergird the fusion systems are new—and,
say many experts, unproven—and little legal
framework exists to regulate or direct the
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don’t need to go look, they already have the
information. From the patterns on Amazon
they know your reading habits. So it becomes
crucial that they can’t use that information.”

But that may require entirely different
legislation than the current regulatory struc-
ture concerning individual privacy and
electronic data. Congress passed the Privacy
Act of 1974 after numerous hearings and a
number of reports on such topics as national
data banks, commercial credit bureaus, and
the effect of computers on personal privacy. In
many ways it is a bill very much of its time,
reflecting an era before the Internet, when only
the government could have the kind of massive
concentration of computers needed to keep
and search enormous databases of private
information. When signed into law the bill
established a code of fair information practices
governing the collection, use, and dissemina-
tion of personal information maintained in
systems by federal agencies. Information about
an individual could not be disclosed from
these systems without that person’s written
consent, or by specific statutory exception; and
individuals were enabled to access and amend
their records in the case of faulty information.

In theory, at least, the Privacy Act protects
citizens from an intrusive, all-seeing govern-
ment sticking its proverbial nose in people’s
private business. But what the Act does not
do—and the reason it offers little in the way of
protection today—is in any way regulate or
control private interests from intrusively
collecting, analyzing, and selling data about
individuals.

Since most fusion centers involve at least
some participation from commercial data

brokers, there is, practically speaking, no limit
and no quality control on the kinds of infor-
mation that might be sifted in search of
unusual patterns that indicate a threat. An
individual whose purchases, opinions, Internet
use, political donations, or general activities are
deemed potentially subversive—by whom or
by what standards to be determined by fusion
center operators and not shared publicly—
could be flagged for questioning, monitoring,
or observation. Since private databases are
often error-prone and not subject to consumer
control or review, Citron’s “garbage in/garbage
out” dictum means the system would generate
a relatively high number of “false positives”—
flagging innocent individuals for further
scrutiny or surveillance based on faulty infor-
mation. The ACLU report points out that
even if fusion centers obtain the unrealistically
high accuracy rate of 99 percent, in the U.S.
population of 300 million citizens with a
hypothetical 1,000 terrorists at large, 990
of the terrorists will be “caught”—as will 3
million innocent Americans. “We have decided
we want to live with more false positives than
negatives,” says Citron. “This approach relies
on crude algorithms which mean that, for a
large number of people, you’re going to be
pulled aside.”

If, as most Roundtable panelists agreed,
“the horse is out of the barn” for fusion
centers, then the need for effective legal over-
sight and vigilant public scrutiny is com-
pelling. The Roman poet Juvenal once asked,
“Who will guard the guardians?” Ultimately,
the experts concluded, there will need to
be some kind of online presence “watching
the watchers.”
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standing the risk. “The reservoir metaphor
suggests we underestimate the dangers in-
herent in damming up and collecting data,”
Citron says, reflecting her article’s central
premise that new economic eras bring about
new concepts of personal harm.

If large uncontrolled databases pose risks—
as recurring stories of identity theft and wide
scale security breaches would seem to indi-
cate—then the danger becomes even more
acute, says Citron, when the scope of infor-
mation collected is hidden behind veils of
national security. “What we are seeing with
fusion centers is mission creep. They started
out as anti-terrorism tools, but now we are
seeing their mission changed to the protection
of all infrastructure from all risk. The danger
is that they are combining unproved theories
of data mining with use of private databases
that may or may not be accurate. If the
data used is incorrect then the results are going
to reflect that. It’s the old story of garbage in,
garbage out.”

But the centers are not without their
defenders. According to Sean Kates ’07, a law
and policy analyst in the Law School’s Center
for Health and Homeland Security, first
responders such as police, fire fighters, and
other emergency personnel are especially
likely to see benefits in the centers. “What
falls apart first in a large scale emergency is
communications,” he says. “First responders

look upon fusion centers as a positive because
they provide a reliable central source of good
information. “I have had police officers verify
to me that fusion centers have been helpful to
them in looking across county lines, and across
differing criminal records systems, to aid in
investigations. From that perspective it’s a
good concept,” says Kates.

Robert Riegle, who directs the state and
local program office of the Office of Intelli-
gence and Analysis, pointed to two recent
success stories involving law enforcement, in
testimony last April before a subcommittee of
the Committee on Homeland Security. In
one, a DHS operational specialist coordinated
with federal officials on an Amber Alert for a
3-year-old girl being taken out of the country
by a suspect wanted for rape and murder.
Using information and contacts gathered
through a California fusion center, he was able
to track the youngster to a flight bound for the
Netherlands; she was ultimately recovered
unharmed. In the second case, the Denver
fire and police departments worked with a
Colorado fusion center to track and apprehend
a suspect wanted for seven different fire-
bombings of SUVs.

Skeptics note, however, that a good concept
does not always translate into good practice.
In order to truly understand the dangers posed
by fusion centers that operate with virtually no
public awareness or oversight, we must first
invent new ways of describing our rights, says
Professor of Law and Government Mark
Graber. “The great danger is that very often we
think of constitutional rights purely in tradi-
tional paradigms that don’t reflect current
reality. For example, we think that freedom of
speech means an individual can stand on the
corner and denounce the government without
fear of interference. But today free speech
often involves someone on the Internet. How
do we ensure free speech is not inhibited in
this environment?” Fusion centers, he says,
pose a special challenge in this new world. “In
the old days the concept of privacy meant that
there was information that the government
couldn’t learn about you without going to
court to obtain a warrant. And then they had
to go look. In the past if a government official
asked me, ‘What have you been reading?’ I
would say, ‘None of your business.’ Now they
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Meltdownof a
Anatomy

By Patrick A. McGuire

Figuring out what led to today’s economic mess

could hold the best clues for moving forward—and

averting the world’s next financial crisis.

SOME CALL IT A BLACK HOLE. OTHERS USE THE MORE SINISTER METAPHOR of “a dark
market.” Robert Rhee, an associate professor at the University of Maryland School of Law
who teaches corporate finance and corporate ethics says flatly “so much of the financial
universe out there is unknown territory.”

His law school colleague, Prof. Michael Greenberger, the former federal regulator and
now oft-quoted explainer of the economic meltdown for NPR and 60 Minutes, speaks
of “a shadow market.” This is a market, he says, that is understood by few, including
top Wall Street insiders. Many of them, he says, had such little appreciation for the details
of their risky practices that they not only caused unprecedented losses in the national and
world economies, but wiped out tens of millions—in some cases hundreds of millions—of
dollars from their own personal wealth.

“It’s crystal clear,” says Greenberger, “that except for some of the people doing the
trading, at the highest levels the CEOs, the top officers absolutely did not understand what
was happening.”
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financial firms [that] presented challenges to our government’s stability
of our financial system.” In response, the Obama administration
introduced a proposal to reform the regulation of financial markets
with five key objectives: to promote robust supervision and regulation
of financial firms; establish comprehensive supervision and regulation
of financial markets; protect consumers and investors from financial
abuse; improve tools for managing financial crises; and raise inter-
national regulatory standards and improve international cooperation.

Since President Obama’s plan was proposed in June, many experts
who have analyzed the crisis point to regulation as the solution, financial
industry expert Christine Edwards ’83 cautions that simply creating
more regulations won’t help.

“As a country we tend to legislate for the last problem and not
for the next,” says Edwards, whose practice as a partner in the
Chicago firm of Winston and Strawn focuses on regulatory policy
issues in the securities and banking industries. “Trying to look forward
to determine what is the next meltdown ready to happen is much
more difficult.”

The question of too much or too little regulation, she notes, or the
type of legislation needed right now is less pressing than asking whether
or not the right regulatory structure is in place to clearly inform and
monitor key financial industry players and consumers. She points to a
current “patchwork quilt” of regulations that duplicates efforts between
federal, state, and local agencies.

Perhaps the gaudiest patch on that quilt—and one that most finan-
cial experts now point to as an immediate cause of the current economic
chaos—was the passage in December 2000 of The Commodity Futures
Modernization Act. A bill introduced by former Republican Sen. Phil
Gramm, then chair of the Senate Banking Committee, it was embraced
by both sides of the aisle, passed by wide margins and was signed into
law just before Christmas by President Bill Clinton.

In effect it deregulated the trading of derivatives and default swaps
by telling the Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC) and the
Commodities Futures Trading Commission (CFTC) that they had
no authority at all over them.

“Nobody’s complaining that stock trading put us in this meltdown,
or that regulated futures trading put us here,” says Greenberger, who
served on the CFTC from 1997 to 1999. “It’s this dark-market
derivative product, these private, bilateral transactions. Over the

counter derivatives are today an $800 trillion notional value market.
We [the CFTC] thought when it was $27 trillion it ought to be
regulated. We lost that battle.”

Derivatives are not new. Rhee says that derivatives have a Jekyll-Hyde
duality. They can be used to hedge (mitigate) risk, but they can also be
used to magnify risk-taking. As opposed to an investment in a
commodity itself, a derivative is a bet on the future price of some
other asset or index, such as stock or interest rates. The plainest instru-
ments are futures and options. While investing in the standard com-
modity future remains regulated, newer non-traditional forms such as
credit default swaps are private transactions that are legally traded
“off the books” and subject to no official scrutiny.

That the risk-hedging derivative suddenly became an economy
busting risk of its own derives from its use as a hedge against the
failure of investments in sub-prime mortgage securities. According
to Greenberger there is more investment money today tied up in
derivatives than in stocks and bonds. Given that the supposed fail-
safe factor of sub-prime mortgages—housing prices will never fall—
actually failed, and given that no one was monitoring the domino
effect of thousands of sub-prime mortgage foreclosures on other
aspects of the economy, the risks taken seem now in hindsight to
be so obviously reckless.

“There has to be a relationship between risk and return,” notes Rhee,
a former New York and London investment banker with a Wharton
MBA. “But proper risk taking is where Wall Street fell down.”

Rhee, who served as vice president in the investment banking arm
of Swiss Re in New York, as well as an investment banker with UBS
Warburg and Deutchebanc Alex. Brown, an investment banker at UBS
Warburg in London and a real estate investment banker at Deutchebanc
Alex Brown in Baltimore, believes unwise risk taking was a product
of a subtle change in the way Wall Street firms have organized them-
selves in the last several decades.

“A while ago,” he says, “Wall Street was made up of private companies
that had their own capital. And it used to be you were using the firm's
capital so it was preserved in a way that made sense. People had a greater
interest in their stock in the company. The thought was ‘I can’t blow up
my own firm because a large part of my wealth is tied up in it.’”

But, he notes, many of those firms began going public or were
merged with larger commercial banks with large balance sheets.

Exactly what was happening?
As policy makers in Washington sift through the debris of

derailed derivatives and default swaps for answers to that question,
Maryland School of Law faculty such as Greenberger and Rhee
see a common cause for the meltdown.

“The biggest legal aspect to what’s happening now is the
lack of regulation and the ineffectiveness of regulations,” says

Rhee. “Aside from that, the larger causal mechanisms of this
crisis remain outside of the law.”

Of course, most mechanisms require lubrication for
them to work. In this case, according to a Maryland Law
graduate who is now a prominent consultant to the finan-
cial industry in regulatory and governance services, the
gears of this crisis were greased by bad judgment at the
highest levels of government.

“The rampage in derivatives was an outgrowth of
the Fed’s ‘easy money’ policies,” says Ellyn Brown
’80, a current member of the board of directors of

NYSE-Euronext, Inc., the publicly traded entity that
owns and operates the New York Stock Exchange and the pan-Euro-
pean stock exchange.

She speaks of “the federal legislative and executive branches’ ill-
thought-out and mostly-uncoordinated promotion of home ownership
as an absolute good,” as further fuel to the meltdown. That, and what
she sees as Congressional resistance to adequate oversight of Fannie Mae
and Freddie Mac.

Brown, the Securities Commissioner for the State of Maryland from
1987 to 1992, cites economist Robert Samuelson who “gives perhaps
the most organic explanation of the genesis of today’s crisis: ‘Taking
financial stability for granted, money managers, bankers, traders,
government officials and ordinary investors did things that destroyed
financial stability.”

Once the derivatives market took off, adds Brown, “extending to
the over-the-counter market so that small town pension funds found
themselves—perhaps unknowingly—in the market, derivatives then
became a major part of the problem and contributed enormously to
the market’s plunge.”

President Barack Obama said that the financial crisis has been a
result of “gaps and weaknesses in the supervision and regulation of

“There has to be a
relationship between
risk and return. But
proper risk taking

is where Wall Street
fell down.”

—Robert Rhee
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Derivatives …
Ripped from the Headlines

WHEN PROFESSOR MICHAEL GREENBERGER first offered his

course on “Futures, Options, and Derivatives” two years ago,

just 20 students applied for 25 spaces and the course was only

offered in the spring. Flash forward to 2009: 101 students en-

rolled and the class was offered both semesters.

That number includes Max Romanik, who said the class was

especially gratifying because the subject matter is ripped from

headlines. “It’s a great experience when the professor can walk

in with a statute that came off the presses that day. You don’t

have to study bizarre hypotheticals. The real world is happening

all around you right now,” he noted.

The ongoing global financial crisis has clearly spurred an in-

crease in student demand for law courses on derivatives, the

complex instruments that crippled credit markets and wreaked

havoc on bank balance sheets. Students are “hungry to decipher

how derivatives contributed to the crisis and excited about the

prospect of being involved in the regulatory overhaul that could

lead to a new phase in the history of global finance,” according

to a May 7 news article by Reuters, which profiled Greenberger’s

course at the School of Law.

Echoing the sentiment of many of her classmates, Meaghan

McCann told Reuters, “I wanted to understand how it happened

and what it will mean for our future ... and what we can do to

make sure it doesn't happen again.”

“Now it’s shareholder’s capital you’re using,” says Rhee. “The capital
you can invest is whatever the executive committee or management will
allow you to use in terms of your own trading activities. The risk-to-
return relationship got skewed heavily. It encouraged excessive risk
taking. That explains AIG [American International Group] It was as if
people were saying, ‘What we’re doing now is just printing money. The
more policies we write the more we sell this type of stuff. My year end
bonus will be X million.’ Under those circumstance, people inside that
group were probably getting caught up in this.”

It was, he says, a classic house of cards and the incentives were
perverse; even substantially employee-owned firms like Bears Stearns
were not immune to the new psychology of risk-taking.

“We were in a bubble. The bubble psychology is that you don’t think
you're the person without the seat when the music stops. It’s always
going to be someone else. I can’t imagine that these bank executives
were immune from that type of psychology.

“Don’t forget some of these bank executives had hundreds of millions
invested in their own firms, so if it blew up, it blew up their entire net
worth. It leads me to think they knowingly engaged in excessive
risk taking without knowing how excessive their risk taking really
was. They did not think the risks would be magnified down every chain
of every transaction.”

How could supposedly savvy financiers so delude themselves?
Greenberger says it was shockingly simple.

The sub-prime mortgage loans that were bundled together and
sold as securities and collateralized debt obligations were, like most
loans, classified as senior, mezzanine and junior debt. As such they
received credit ratings from organizations such as Moody’s and
Standard and Poor’s.

“They get Triple A ratings for the most secure senior debt,” says
Greenberger, “but that’s senior debt of sub-prime mortgages, given to
people who can’t afford to pay back. But many of the ‘brilliant minds’
are believing they’ve got Triple A and Double A paper and they believe
these are conservative, solid investments and they sell them as that.

People who buy them think they are conservative, solid investments,
not understanding it was a Triple A rating of junk.”

The frosting on this devil’s food cake was the credit default swaps.
Those who granted the sub-prime mortgages, and those who bought

them, took out what was essentially an insurance policy—so that if the
mortgage holder defaulted, the insurance paid back their investment.
Though these policies were issued by insurance companies, they were
not called insurance because then they would fall under state and federal
insurance regulations. Labeled credit default swaps, they helped move
the delusion from the mortgagers to the insurers.

“They thought, ‘We’re getting premiums for this insurance for which
we will never have to pay anything because there are no risks,’” says
Greenberger. “It wasn’t just AIG. Everyone was issuing insurance, calling
it swaps and not setting aside reserves and it blew a multi-trillion hole in
the economy. They never thought housing prices would go down. When
housing prices went down the insurance got triggered. But unlike regu-
lated insurance, they never had to set aside reserves to pay those policies.
And you're talking about a minimum of $25 billion in insurance.”

The insurance became the ultimate factor in self-delusion, says Rhee.
“I think the insurance fed into the psychology and affected executive
opinions as to how much risk they’d exposed themselves to.”

He says a former colleague on Wall Street who specializes in bond
insurance, told him recently, ‘We didn’t know X would lead to Y
would lead to Z would lead to a would lead to B. We knew X was a
problem. Or Y was a problem. But we didn’t connect all the dots.’”

Wall Street traders understood the individual problems, says Rhee,
“but there was no one sitting at the top saying ‘Okay, I see the trail of
transactions and if something happens the trail of transactions will fall
in a domino pattern like this.’”

In the meantime, a unified strategy for resolving the problem has
remained elusive. Many want to concentrate on and punish villains.
Banks decry talk of new, day-to-day regulatory monitoring and insist
Wall Street be trusted to voluntarily clean up its mess. Reformers want
tough new legislation enacting more restrictive regulations. Greenberger

is concerned that President Barack Obama’s economic advisors are too
close to Wall Street and are taking half-steps toward re-regulation.

“They want a private clearing house,” he notes. “I say that’s not
enough. You have to have public exchange trading for these derivatives so
you have transparency. Not only to The Fed but to the public as a whole.
It gives you an added set of regulatory tools that are being overlooked.”

One proposal would create a systemic risk regulator—someone
whose job would be literally to oversee these myriad off-the-books
trades and find potential danger points or dominoes about to fall.

“The concept is totally appropriate given the level of sophistication
of institutional products,” says Edwards. “What happened in the system
that caused meltdown was the piling on of risk from several different
segments of the market simultaneously that were not looked at as a
cumulative matter. They acted as accelerants rather than as what they
were designed to do.”

Brown agrees that the general idea of regulating for systemic risk
seems unavoidable “now that we’ve actually come face-to-face with the
realities of our interlocked financial system.” However, she says, “We
need to think not only about counterparty risk and all of the relation-
ships that made Bear Stearns, Lehman Brothers, and Merrill Lynch
so vulnerable, but also to the nature of global systemic risk, across
institutions and markets worldwide.”

The entire issue of risk regulation, she says “is perilous territory—the
danger being that over-regulation will impede the innovation necessary
to grow our economy. By definition, she says, innovation of any sort
requires risk.

“It is one thing for government regulators to be concerned about,
and move to regulate outrageous leverage ratios,” says Brown. “It is
quite another thing to ask a regulator to assess the risk inherent in a
new financial product or service. Having been a regulator myself I
know very well that regulation is a defensive art form. Regulators
aren’t out there in the market thinking up new products and services.
The regulators’ mission is to prevent problems. Thus, the regulators’
inclination is to say ‘no’ rather than risk being wrong by embracing
anything new and different.”
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During uncertain times, like those we live in

today, it’s tempting to look to the
future for reassurance … and for answers

to the problems currently besetting us. Are there

ways to temper the downsides of technology’s

unrelenting march forward? Can we find a way to

fix the global financial mess we
find ourselves in?

In the essays that follow, two Maryland Law

scholars bring thoughtful analysis to these issues.

Danielle Citron shows how “cyber mobs”
have brought hate crimes to a
frightening new level, and suggests how

the law can be employed to better protect victims.

And Robert Rhee looks at what went wrong
in the world of investment bank-
ing—and holds out hope for the emergence of

a new kind of business model.

HIGH
ANX I ET Y

Illustration by Kevin McSherry
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THE INTERNET IS A DOUBLE-EDGED SWORD. While it can facilitate
the empowerment of people who often face discrimination, it can
also be exploited to disenfranchise them. Anonymous mobs employ
collaborative technologies to terrorize and silence women, people
of color, and other minorities, effectively denying them the right to
participate in online life as equals.

Consider the case of Bonnie Jouhari, a civil rights advocate and
mother of a biracial girl, who was targeted by a white supremacist
website. The site posted her child’s picture and Ms. Jouhari’s home
address and showed an animated picture of Ms. Jouhari’s workplace
exploding in flames next to the threat that “race traitors” are “hung
from the neck from the nearest tree or lamp post.” After Ms. Jouhari
and her daughter began receiving harassing phone calls at home and
work, she left her job and moved. Today, neither she nor her daughter
maintains a driver’s license, voter registration card, or bank account
because they fear creating a public record of their whereabouts.

Another example: Kathy Sierra, a programmer and game developer,
who maintained a popular blog on software development called “Creat-
ing Passionate Users.” In 2007, anonymous individuals attacked Ms.
Sierra on her blog and two other websites. Posters threatened rape and
strangulation. They revealed her home address and Social Security
number. Doctored photographs featured her with a noose beside her
neck; another depicted her screaming while being suffocated by lingerie.
After the attack, Ms. Sierra canceled speaking engagements and feared
leaving her yard. In April 2009, she explained that her “blog [once] was in
theTechnorati Top 100. I have not blogged there—or anywhere—since.”

Many view these attacks as isolated instances of cyber bullying. But
anonymous mobs
accomplish some-
thing far more sys-
tematic than that.
Rather than attacking
a random mix of in-
dividuals, cyber
mobs disproportionately target women. The non-profit organization
Working to Halt Online Abuse explains that, from 2000 to 2007, 72.5
percent of the individuals reporting cyber harassment identified them-
selves as women and 22 percent identified themselves as men. Half
of those individuals had no relationship with their attackers. Similarly,
the National Center for Victims of Crimes’ Stalking Resource Center
reports that approximately 60 percent of online harassment cases involve
male attackers and female targets. Cyber mobs often target lesbian
and/or non-white women with particular virulence. They also focus on
men of color, religious minorities, and gay men.

When online mobs attack individuals because of their race, gender, or
other protected characteristic, they damage individuals, their groups, and
society in unique ways. To be sure, traditional criminal and tort law can
reach some of their injuries. Criminal law punishes online harassment
and threats. For instance, the Violence Against Women Act (VAWA)
punishes anyone using a telecommunications device without disclosing
his identity and with the intent to “abuse, threaten, or harass any person
who receives the communication.” Tort law would provide redress for a
cyber harasser’s actions. Individuals can bring defamation suits if online
lies ruin their reputations. They can seek money damages for emotional
distress that a defendant intentionally or recklessly causes. They can bring
privacy claims against defendants who publicly disclosed private facts
that would be “highly offensive to the reasonable person.”

These traditional remedies are important—but they have a limited
role. Defamation law, for instance, remedies a plaintiff ’s reputational harm
caused by online lies, but does not address the stigma and economic
injuries that individuals experience. Nor does it redress the harm that
targeted groups and society suffer in the wake of bias-motivated conduct.

Civil rights laws are designed to respond to such harm. Antidis-
crimination laws guarantee the right to be free of unequal treatment
on the basis of race, gender, or other protected characteristics. Civil
rights remedies would combat a cyber mob’s interference with indi-
viduals’ right to work and participate in discourse online as equals.

Existing civil rights laws provide tools to combat anonymous online
mobs. The Civil Rights Act of 1968, for instance, punishes “force or
threat[s] of force” designed to intimidate or interfere with a person’s
private employment due to that person’s race, religion, or national

origin. Courts have sustained convictions
of defendants who made death threats
over employees’ e-mail and voicemail.

Current law should be amended to
criminalize online threats made because
of a victim’s gender or sexual orientation.
Congress could amend VAWA pursuant

to its power to regulate an instrumentality of interstate commerce—the
Internet—to punish anonymous cyber mobs that threaten individuals
because of their gender or sexual orientation. The Department of Justice
would presumably support such a development as it currently encourages
federal prosecutors to seek hate crime penalty enhancements for
defendants who subject victims to cyber harassment because of their
race, color, religion, national origin, or sexual orientation.

Civil rights laws also sanction private lawsuits against cyber mobs
for their discriminatory actions. Courts have allowed plaintiffs to
bring claims under section 1981 of Title racial minorities from “making

a living” in their chosen field. And targeted individuals can sue attackers
under Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 for preventing them
from making a living because of their sex.

Many will, of course, oppose a cyber civil rights agenda on the
grounds that it would interfere with our commitment to free speech.
A cyber civil rights agenda, however, comports with First Amendment
doctrine and free speech values. The First Amendment does not prohibit
states from using criminal and civil law to forbid threats. Threats of
violence made via new technologies are not immunized from penalty
on free speech grounds.

Not only does a cyber civil rights agenda comport with First
Amendment doctrine, it is consistent with prominent free speech
theories that emphasize the importance of autonomy, cultural innova-
tion, and the promotion of truth. Restraining cyber gender harassment
is essential to defending the expressive autonomy of its victims.
Although harassers express themselves through their assaults, their
actions directly implicate their targets’ self-determination and ability
to participate in political and social discourse. Self-expression
should receive little protection if its sole purpose is to extinguish
the self-expression of another.

Some may insist upon protecting cyber gender harassment from
regulation to promote truth. Cyber gender harassment, however, has
little to do with an exploration of truths. Rape and death threats
tell us nothing about the victims—no truths are contested there.
This is equally true of denial-of-service attacks and Social Security
numbers. Even where online harassers make factual assertions, the
anonymity of online communications prevents the marketplace of
ideas from performing its curative function.

In short, cyber mobs inflict serious injuries that law must address.
Combating their cyber assaults requires a comprehensive approach,
one that includes traditional criminal prosecutions, tort remedies,
and civil rights actions. Together, traditional remedies and antidis-
crimination laws have great potential to deter, punish, and remedy
the abuse of online mobs. We can harness law’s coercive power to
reverse the backward-looking trend without sacrificing our com-
mitment to free speech.
Professor Danielle Citron’s scholarly interests include information privacy

law, cyberspace law, and administrative law, with an emphasis on legal
issues surrounding the government’s reliance on information technologies.
Before teaching, Professor Citron worked as a litigation associate at
Willkie, Farr & Gallagher. She served as a law clerk for two years for the
Honorable Mary Johnson Lowe of the U.S. District Court for the Southern
District of New York. (For the full talk from which this essay was excerpted,
visit: www.law.umaryland.edu/cyber)

WHEN ONLINE MOBS attack individuals
because of their race, gender, or other protected

characteristic, they damage individuals, their
groups, and society in unique ways.

By Danielle Citron

Civil Rights
in the Cyber World



THE FINANCIAL CRISIS OF 2008 HAS PERMANENTLY changed Wall
Street. Conventional wisdom says that Wall Street—the “bad guy” in
the simple narrative—enabled the crisis by providing the financial
technology, primarily securitization and derivatives, that brought the
global financial system to its knees. I don’t disagree, except to suggest
that there is nothing intrinsically wrong with these financial instru-
ments. But I take a slightly different perspective on the relationship
between Wall Street and the crisis. With the caveat that in hindsight
we are all an Einstein or a Buffett, I posit that one of the root causes
of the crisis (and there are many) is the way Wall Street organized itself
during the 1990s and beyond.

During this period, Wall Street was consolidating at an aggressive
pace. The consumption of firms was startling. Consider these venerable
names from the not so distant past: Alex. Brown, Bankers Trust, SG
Warburg, Donaldson Lufkin & Jenrette, Montgomery Securities,
First Boston, JP Morgan, Salomon Brothers, Smith Barney, Paine
Webber, just to name a few. Many of these firms were consumed by
commercial banks, which had enormous balance sheets but lacked
the intellectual capital and operational scale to break into the top-tier
of investment banking. These banks included Deutche Bank, UBS,
Credit Suisse, Swiss Bank, Barclays, Bank of America, Chase Manhattan,
and the predecessors of Citigroup. These firms brought an enormous
amount of new capital to the activity of investment banking.

Like most financial executives I accepted the idea that global finance
required intense concentration of capital and a global network of
intellectual capital and cross-selling capabilities within a single firm
structure. I was wrong. And so too were the titans of Wall Street who
engineered this mega-catastrophe. The consolidation combined stable
commercial banking with volatile investment banking. The invest-
ment banking business now had far more capital. During this time as
well, vast pools of private capital, private equity and hedge funds, also
came into prominence and were searching for returns. With the con-
vergence of these factors, Wall Street was primed to take larger risks.

In hindsight as I try to make sense of what is happening now, my
moment of insight should have been a valuation study I performed
for a large financial institution. The question concerned the value of a
large fixed income trading operation. There were no comparable public
companies, and so no easy answer to the question. The work required
an implied sum-of-the-parts analysis of bulge bracket (full service)
investment banks. The study’s essential conclusion was that propri-
etary trading operations, the type of activity that is at the epicenter of

this crisis, are and should be lowly valued. Even then, this made intuitive
sense: Such activity requires large amounts of capital and are highly
risky, thus necessarily resulting in low valuations.

When investment banks were independent, capital was precious
and judiciously applied. True, Wall Street is littered with firms that
self-destructed as a result of poor risk management. But notable
accidents and malfeasances aside, the risks of proprietary trading
were contained by an appreciation of risks that could blow out one’s
capital. This fear instilled discipline. In the past, Wall Street had
focused on high value, high return activities—some of which such as
mergers and acquisitions advisory require little capital.

The balance radically changed when Wall Street consolidated in
the 1990s. Firms were getting larger, fueled by an occasional shot of
anti-regulatory steroids. A landmark event was the conversion of
Goldman Sachs from a partnership to a public company. The logic is

apparent: bigger meant more capital; more capital required greater
returns; greater returns are achieved only with greater risk. There are
only so many highly profitable, lower risk opportunities to go
around. Where would the returns come from? The banks had to take
bigger risks, and this meant that the focus would turn to trading—
that lowly valued, highly risky business, which was “juiced up” with
high leverage to yield greater profits. Just as there was a global credit
bubble that fueled the housing bubble, there was a glut of capital on
Wall Street, with commercial banks, investment banks and private
capital all searching for returns. The resulting financial pressures
transformed Wall Street from a value-added, intermediation service
provider to an enormous hedge fund.

The organizational changes on Wall Street left it highly vulnerable
to a seismic shift in market volatility, just the way a decade before
Long-Term Capital Management was vulnerable to the abnormal
disturbance in the fixed income market triggered by the Russian debt
default crisis. This time around, in the wake of the housing crash and
credit illiquidity, it is no surprise that the first casualties were the
independent investment banks that did not have the capital to with-
stand a catastrophic shock: Bear Stearns, Merrill Lynch, and Lehman
Brothers. These firms did not have the balance sheets to survive a
financial shock, or at least to delay an ultimate demise. I would never
have thought that in one fell swoop, these firms would go the way of
the dinosaur. Nor could we have foreseen that Goldman Sachs and
Morgan Stanley, the two surviving patricians of American investment
banking, would be forced to convert to banking holding companies.

So what is the
future of invest-
ment banking?
Any answer is
speculative. We
know that finan-
cial institutions
cannot be allowed to take the type of risks they took. In hindsight, it
was a continuing game of Russian roulette and ultimately the odds
caught up. We do not know whether universal banks will voluntarily
divest their investment banking operations. My guess: probably not.
Investment banking is an alluring activity, and there may still be an
appeal of cross-selling financial products under a one-firm umbrella.
In any event, it seems that the genie is out of the bottle. Investment

banking is no longer the prime domain of American firms, and the
financial market is truly globalized. We can only better regulate the
risk-taking activities.

My hope is that, from the ashes of the 1990s and the financial
crisis of 2008 Wall Street, will come a different business model.
Market forces have brought down an industry of titanic scale, and
Wall Street is certainly far smaller now than it was just a year ago.
There is no longer a glut of capital in search of returns (indeed we have
the opposite problem in that capital is seeking shelter from risk). In
life as in fashion, what was once old is sometimes the “new” new. A
possible future of investment banking may be a return to the old
model of focusing on intermediation services, high profitability
products, measured risk taking, and a renewed appreciation that

capital is the lifeblood of a firm and it
cannot be so easily staked. In any event,
the crisis does not mark the death of Wall
Street, or capitalism for that matter, but
only its transformation into a new form.

Assistant Professor Robert Rhee’s scholarly
interests include risk-focused economic analyses

of legal and social problems. He has served as a law clerk on the U.S.
Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit, and a trial attorney in the
Honors Program of the U.S. Department of Justice. Professor Rhee also
has worked as a vice president in financial institutions investment
banking at Swiss Re, as an M&A investment banker at UBS Warburg
in London, and as a real estate investment banker at DeutcheBanc
Alex Brown in Baltimore.
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MY HOPE IS THAT, from the ashes of the 1990s
and the financial crisis of 2008 Wall Street, will

come a different business model.

By Robert J. Rhee

Reflections on the

Financial Crisis
and Investment Banking



When Roger Wolf lived in Tunisia in the 1960s, he played
basketball on a team in the hillside village of Le Kef, traveling
with team members to nearby towns for games. A Peace

Corps volunteer working on a public housing construction project at
the time, Wolf recalls that the lessons on the basketball court were as
valuable as his work assignment. As he got to know his fellow team-
mates and others in the community, he says, their differences—he was
a Jewish American, a recent Harvard graduate living in an Arab country—
didn’t seem to matter. “They knew me as a person foremost, and we
were able to talk about issues in a way that wasn’t hostile.”

Whether Wolf arrived in Tunisia with an empathetic ear, or honed
his listening skills while he was there, may be a kind of chicken-
and-egg puzzle, but his ability to hear—and understand—both
sides of an issue defines his approach to the law, and his popularity
as a teacher.

Wolf, who retired from the School of Law last spring, served on
the faculty since 1982. In 2001, he founded the Center for Dispute
Resolution at the University of Maryland (C-DRUM), which has
served not only the schools at the University, but courts and agencies
throughout the state. He also ran the school’s mediation clinic.
Last year, he was the first recipient of the Robert M. Bell award for
outstanding contribution to Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR)
from the State Bar Association.

“Roger’s personal influence on advancing the acceptance of Alter-
native Dispute Resolution within the legal community cannot be
underplayed,” says Rachel Wohl, executive director of the State’s
Mediation and Conflict Reso-
lution Office. “He was a pivotal
leader at several critical turning
points in the development of
ADR in Maryland,” she adds,
noting that Wolf was one of
the key drafters of Title 17 of
the Maryland Rules, which advances the use of ADR in the courts.

She and others point out that it’s common today for most civil
and family cases in Maryland to be referred to mediation at some
point before they go to trial. They credit Wolf ’s tireless efforts, in no
small part, for this seismic shift.

For Wolf, mediation and ADR has been a perfect fit. He has
been described by a fellow mediation trainer, Harry Fox, as some-
one “who raises imperturbability to an art form.”

Says Wolf, “I like to think that I listen to people, and I can get
people to listen to each other.” ADR, he says, is “not so much avoiding
conflict as learning how to deal with it in a productive way.”

After the Peace Corps, Wolf attended law school at George Wash-
ington University, and went to work for the Neighborhood Legal
Services Program as a Reginald Heber Smith Fellow. Advocating for
tenants’ and consumer rights in Lyndon Johnson’s Washington, he says,
was gratifying. “We felt we were on the side of what was right.”

Wolf went on to head the Clinical Law program at Catholic
University, and took a hiatus from legal teaching to purchase a
farm and operate a vineyard in Knoxville, MD, though he continued
with private practice in Frederick. A few years after his return to

teaching, at the University
of Maryland, he volunteered
to act as the reporter for the
nascent Maryland State Bar
special committee on dis-
pute resolution. The work
launched his leadership efforts
into ADR.

Brian Tucker ’02 says his former teacher “embodies the best of the
legal profession, by combining intelligence, creativity, and compassion.”
Says Tucker: “I see in Professor Wolf someone who is using the law
to do good things.”

JD 200937JD 2009 36

Such a humane person. Reasonable, calm, patient beyond words.
One of the most solid human beings I know.

Such were the heartfelt accolades expressed by UMLaw students
for longtime dean James Forsyth, upon his retirement last spring.

In his role as assistant dean for registration and enrollment,
Forsyth often encountered students during times of crisis—perhaps
they were struggling to pay a tuition bill, or complete enough credits
for graduation. In response, he was “flexible, kind, and open to creative
problem solving, but not a pushover,” says Dawna Cobb, assistant dean
for student affairs.

Forsyth joined the School of Law’s administration as assistant to
the dean in 1969. At that time, most of the students were white
males from Maryland, presided over by two deans and about 20 faculty
members. (One of Forsyth’s duties was making sure the school’s manual
typewriters were in order so students could type their papers and
exams.) Today’s student body is much more diverse, both in terms of
race and gender, as well as geographically, with more than 40 percent
of students hailing from outside Maryland.

The shift has brought new expectations from students, says Forsyth.
Previously, he says, “institutions could get away with marginal services.
Students went to class and that was it.” Today, “the school expects
more of itself. There are a number of extra-curricular and student
activities. It’s more than just a place to go to school.”

Over the years, Forsyth was closely involved in these transformations.
In the early 1970s, he was director of financial aid for the University of
Maryland’s professional schools, and later worked as an admissions
officer for the School of Law. In 1984, he became responsible for
registration and student records, before moving on to head the Office
of Registration and Enrollment.

“As a student, you never realized all that he did to keep the Law
School running,” says Kenneth Aneckstein ’96, a partner at DLA
Piper in Baltimore who has taught estate planning and estates and
trusts as an adjunct faculty member for seven years. “As an adjunct,
I came to understand how just and wise he is. He takes into account
the needs and concerns of various constituencies while keeping the
School’s best interests at heart.”

One thing that never changed, says Forsyth, whose mission involved
ensuring that students took and passed the required courses, is law
students’ ability to frame an argument. “I sometimes admired it when
students came into my office and presented a lawyer-like case to
convince me of why I should let them do something,” he says. Though
he didn’t always bend the rules, he says, “I could appreciate the validity
of an argument well made.”

Judging from the outpouring of student responses at Forsyth’s retire-
ment (gathered into a booklet by Cobb), he’ll be sorely missed. “He’s
never one to seek the spotlight or be the center of attention,” wrote one
student, “but he’s had a huge impact on the lives of students here.”

—Martha Thomas

ACreative
Problem Solver

“I could appreciate the
validity of an argument

well made.” –James Forsyth

Longtime dean James Forsyth
shepherded a generation of students
through times of crises.

“I LIKE TO THINK that I listen
to people, and I can get people

to listen to each other.”

By Martha Thomas

| FACULTY | Retirements

TheArt of
Imperturbability

Roger Wolf has been pivotal to
the advance of Alternative Dispute
Resolution.
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| FACULTY | Promotions and Appointments

TheSchool of Lawcontinues toattract leading legalminds to join its

community of innovative scholars. Emergingandnationally

knownstars enhance the school’s outstandingacademic reputation.

Promotions

DANIELLE CITRON, VOTED “BEST TEACHER” by the law school’s students in 2005, was
promoted to Professor of Law and tenured. Her scholarly interests include information privacy
law, cyberspace law, and administrative law, with an emphasis on legal issues surrounding the
government’s reliance on information technologies. Her 2009 article “Cyber Civil Rights,” in
Boston University Law Review, was cited as “groundbreaking” and became the subject of an on-
line symposium at the Concurring Opinions legal blog. Other publications within the last year
include “Law’s Expressive Value in Combating Cyber Gender Harassment” in Michigan Law
Review, “Open Code Governance” in University of Chicago Legal Forum, and “Technological
Due Process” in Washington University Law Review.

PETER DANCHINWAS PROMOTED TO ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR.

Before joining the faculty at Maryland in 2006, he was lecturer and
director of the human rights program at Columbia University’s School
of International and Public Affairs. He has served as a foreign law
clerk to Chief Justice Arthur Chaskalson of the Constitutional Court
of South Africa. His areas of interest are international law, human
rights law, and comparative constitutionalism. His recent articles have
been published or are forthcoming in the Columbia Journal of
Transnational Law, the Yale Journal of International Law, and the
Harvard International Law Journal. His most recent book, UNITED

NATIONS REFORM AND THE NEW COLLECTIVE SECURITY (with Horst
Fischer), was published last year by Cambridge University Press.

VISITING LAW SCHOOL ASSISTANT PROFESSOR RUSSELL MCCLAIN

joined Maryland Law in 2006 as Coordinator of the Academic
Achievement Program. Prior to joining the School of Law, he served
as a Legal Writing instructor at Howard University. Professor McClain
is currently developing a work in progress relating to the discharge
of student loans in bankruptcy under the Bankruptcy Abuse Pre-
vention and Consumer Protection Act of 2005. His research agenda
includes a follow up to this article, relating to the student lending
paradigm generally, and, specifically, comparing student lending to
predatory consumer lending. Professor McClain was recently honored
by the University of Maryland Chapter of the Black Law Students
Association as the 2006-2007 Alumnus of the Year. He graduated
Order of the Coif from the School of Law in 1995, going on to
practice civil litigation in Los Angeles, and specializing in entertain-
ment, consumer, and bankruptcy law.

NewFaculty

ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR OF LAWMICHELLE HARNER arrives from the University of Nebraska
College of Law, where she served as an Assistant Professor of Law and was voted “Professor
of the Year” by the upperclass students for two consecutive years. Harner is widely published
and lectures frequently on various topics involving financially distressed entities and related
legal issues. Her most recent publications include “Corporate Control and the Need for
Meaningful Board Accountability,” (94 Minnesota Law Review, forthcoming 2010); “The
Corporate Governance and Public Policy Implications of Activist Distressed Debt Investing,”
(77 Fordham Law Review 703, 2008); and “Trends in Distressed Debt Investing: An Empirical
Study of Investors’ Objectives,” (16 American Bankruptcy Institute Law Review 69, 2008).
Harner earned a JD at the Moritz College of Law at The Ohio State University, where she
served as Executive Editor of the Ohio State Law Journal and also was a member of the Order
of the Coif. She earned a BA in English and Political Science at Boston College.

AFTER JOININGMARYLAND LAW IN 2008 AS ITS FIRST HEALTH LAW

& BIOETHICS FELLOW, LESLIE MELTZER HENRY is now an Assistant
Professor of Law. Her scholarly interests lie at the intersection of
bioethics, health policy, and law. Henry’s current research explores the
use of “dignity,” and considers the degree to which it has any moral
force as a normative concept in law and bioethics. Her most recent
article in this area is “Human Dignity and Bioethics,” which was
published this summer in the New England Journal of Medicine.
Henry’s bioethics scholarship also includes a chapter in THE OXFORD

TEXTBOOK OF CLINICAL RESEARCH ETHICS entitled “What is Fair
Subject Selection?” (with James Childress), and an article in the American
Journal of Bioethics, which discusses the “Undesirable Implications of
Disclosing Individual Genetic Results to Research Participants.” Before
coming to the law school, Henry was a Greenwall Fellow in Bioethics
and Health Policy at the Johns Hopkins Berman Institute of Bioethics.
She earned a JD at Yale Law School, an MSc in the History of Medicine
at the University of Oxford, and a BA, summa cum laude, in both
History and Medical Ethics at the University of Virginia. She is currently
a doctoral candidate in the Department of Religious Studies (bioethics
specialization) at the University of Virginia.

ASSISTANT PROFESSOR OF LAW AMANDA PUSTILNIK comes to the
law school from Harvard Law School, where she served as a Climenko
Fellow and Lecturer on Law. She conducts research in the area of law
and science. Her current research includes work on models of mind in
neuroscience and criminal law and on torts by semi-autonomous
machines. Pustilnik graduated from Yale Law School in 2001, where
she was an editor of the Yale Journal of International Law and pub-
lished notes on law and science. She then practiced litigation with
Covington & Burling, where she focused on pharmaceutical and securi-
ties regulation. Prior to practicing law, Pustilnik clerked for the Hon.
Jose A. Cabranes on the United States Court of Appeals for the Second
Circuit. She graduated Harvard College, magna cum laude, and Phi
Beta Kappa, with a concentration in History of Science. She also served
as the John Harvard Visiting Scholar at the University of Cambridge,
Emmanuel College, where she was affiliated with the History and
Philosophy of Science department.

Two faculty were recognized for their contributions to the
law school with promotions this year.

Three distinguished and highly qualified scholars and teachers
have joined the School of Law faculty this year.
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| FACULTY | Publications, Presentations and Honors

Taunya Lovell Banks published the book
chapter “Balancing Competing Individual
Constitutional Rights: Raising Some Ques-
tions” in LAW AND RIGHTS: GLOBAL PER-
SPECTIVES ON CONSTITUTIONALISM AND

GOVERNANCE (Penelope E. Andrews & Susan
Brazilli, eds., Vandeplas Publishing 2008) and
the articles “Dangerous Woman: Elizabeth
Key’s Freedom Suit - Subjecthood and
Racialized Identity in Seventeenth Century
Colonial Virginia” in 41 Akron Law Review
799 (2008); and “Trampling Whose Rights?
Democratic Majority Rule and Racial Minori-
ties: A Reply to Chin and Wagner,” 43 Harvard
Civil Rights-Civil Liberties Law Review
127 (2008).

Barbara Bezdek contributed the book
chapter “Putting Community Equity in
Community Development: Resident Equity
Participation in Urban Redevelopment” in
LAW, SOCIETY AND PROPERTY, (Robin Paul
Malloy and Nestor Davidson, eds., Ashgate
2009); and presented “Stable Housing for
Seismic Economic Times: Renewing Rental
Housing at ‘This Defining Moment’ in U.S.
Affordable Housing Policy,” for St Louis
University Public Law Journal Symposium
“Property Rights and Economic Stability:

A Necessary Connection?” (February 2009);
and “The Alinsky Prescription: Law Along-
side Organizing,” for John Marshall Law
Review Symposium on Law & Organizing
(April 2009).

Brenda Bratton Blom published “Conver-
sations on ‘Community Lawyering’: the
Newest (Oldest) Wave in Clinical Education”
Washington University Journal of Law and Policy
(Fall 2008) (with Susan Brooks, Nancy Cook
and KarenTokarz).

David Bogen published the articles “Mr.
Justice Miller’s Clause: The Privileges or
Immunities of Citizens of the United States
Internationally,” 56 Drake Law Review 1051
(2008) and “Indigenous Peoples and the Law
- Ancient Customs: Modern Dilemmas,”
2009 The Verdict vol. 1, 43-51 (Queensland
Law Society, 2009); and presented “Rebuild-
ing Slaughter-House: the Case’s Support for
Civil Rights” at the Fourteenth Amendment:
The 140th Anniversary Symposium at the
University of Akron School of Law, Akron,
Ohio (October 23, 2008).

Patricia Campbell presented “Intellectual
Property Rights and Legal Attacks on Counter-

feit Goods” at the Symposium on Avoiding,
Preventing, and Detecting Counterfeit Elec-
tronic Parts, Center for Advanced Life Cycle
Engineering (CALCE), A. James Clark School
of Engineering, University of Maryland
(September 9-10, 2008).

Danielle Citron published the article
“Open Code Governance,” 16 University of
Chicago Legal Forum 355 (2008) and
“Cyber Civil Rights,” 89 Boston University
Law Review 61 (2009), and will publish
“Law’s Expressive Value in Combating
Cyber Gender Harassment,” 108 Michigan
Law Review (forthcoming).

Douglas Colbert published the article
“‘The Right to Counsel: Delay Jeopardizes
Fairness,’ U.S. Supreme Court’s ruling in
Rothgery v. Gillepsie County,” Texas National
Law Journal (August 11, 2008).

Karen Czapanskiy published the article
“The Right of Public Participation in the
Law-Making Process and the Role of the
Legislature in the Promotion of This Right”
in 19 Duke Journal of Comparative and Inter-
national Law 1 (2008) (with Rashida Manjoo)
and will publish FAMILY LAW: CASES, TEXT,
PROBLEMS (forthcoming 2009) (with Ellman,
Kurtz, Weithorn, Bix, and Eichner); and
“Chalimony” NewYork University Journal of
Law and Social Change (forthcoming).

Kathleen Dachille published the Law
Synopsis “Pick Your Poison: Responses to
the Marketing and Sale of Flavored Tobacco
Products” (Tobacco Control Legal Consor-
tium, February 2009) and presented “Fla-
vored Tobacco Products: Legislative Activity
and Options” and “Fire-Safe Cigarette Laws:
How This Legislation Swept the Country
Like Wildfire” at the National Conference
on Tobacco or Health; Phoenix, Arizona
(June 11, 2009).

Abraham Dash presented “The Common
Law of England,” Crofton Country Club,
Crofton, Maryland (March 14, 2009).

Martha Ertman presented “The Upside of
Baby Markets” and “Developing a Scholarly
Agenda” at the National University of Kyiv-
Mohyla Academy School of Law, Kiev, Ukraine
(November 2008); “Incorporating Sexual
Orientation Issues into Teaching Contracts,”
at the AALS Annual meeting in San Diego
(Jan. 2009); and “Race Treason: The Untold
Story of America’s Ban on Polygamy” at
Washington University in St. Louis’s work-
shop on Family, State and Public Policy
(March 2009) and at the University of
Baltimore Law School’s Legal Feminism Con-
ference (April 2009).

Don Gifford published the article “Imper-
sonating the Legislature: State Attorneys
General and Parens Patriae Product Litiga-

tion,” 49 Boston College Law Review 913
(2008); and presented “The Future of Public
Nuisance Litigaiton,” to the U.S. Chamber
of Commerce—Institute for Legal Reform
Webinar (December 11, 2008); “Public
Nuisance Litigation: Protecting the Public
or Expanding Products Liability Law,” at the
National Center for State Courts Justice
Roundtable (November 21, 2008); and “Public
Nuisance Litigation—The State’s New Regu-
lator” at the American Bar Association Annual
Meeting, Tort Trial and Insurance Practice
Section (August 10, 2008).

David Gray presented “A No-Excuse
Approach toTransitional Justice” at the confer-
ence on Conflict andTransitional Justice at
Emory University (September 19-20, 2008).

Michael Greenberger served as a panelist
“The Impact of Financial Markets on the
Price of Oil” Organization of the Petroleum
Exporting Countries (OPEC) and the Euro-
pean Union (EU) Workshop, Vienna, Austria
(April 30, 2009); and presented “Toward a
New Theory of Regulation: Ferment in the
Face of Crisis,” The Tobin Project’s Second
Government & Markets Conference, Yulee,
Florida (April 24-26, 2009).

Deborah Hellman published the article
“Prosecuting Doctors for Trusting Patients,”
16 George Mason Law Review 701 (2009);
gave presentations on her book WHEN IS

DISCRIMINATION WRONG? at the Syracuse
University Law School Faculty Colloquia
Series (February 16, 2009), at the Associa-
tion of Practical and Professional Ethics
Annual Meeting (March 6-7, 2009), and at
the Woodrow Wilson International Center
for Scholars (Sept. 16, 2008); and presented
the paper “Willfully Blind for Good Reason”
at the University of Toronto Legal Theory
Workshop (January 16, 2009) and the
University of Southern California Law School
(March 13, 2009).

Diane Hoffmann published the articles
“Treating Pain v. Reducing Drug Diversion
and Abuse: Recalibrating the Balance in Our
Drug Control Laws & Policies” in 1 St. Louis
University Journal of Health Care Law and
Policy 231 (2008); “Achieving Quality and
Responding to Consumers—The Medicare
Beneficiary Complaint Process: Who Should
Respond?” 5 Indiana Health Law Review 9
(2008) (with Virginia Rowthorn); “Building
Public Health Law Capacity at the Local
Level,” 36 Journal of Law, Medicine & Ethics
6 ((Special Supp., Fall 2008) (with Virginia
Rowthorn); and will publish the article
“Physicians Who Break the Law” in St. Louis
University Law Journal (forthcoming 2009).

Faculty Publications,
Presentations, and

Honors
The School of Law’s faculty has a well-deserved reputation for

producing outstanding legal scholarship, as evidenced by the rich

array of books, articles, working papers, and conference presen-

tations they complete each year. The entries on the following

pages represent only a sampling of the diverse scholarly activities

of our academic community. For a more complete listing and ac-

tual links to articles, visit www.law.umaryland.edu/scholarship.

TAUNYA LOVELL BANKS

DIANE HOFFMANN
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| FACULTY | Publications, Presentations and Honors

Susan Leviton published the article “Pre-
venting Schools from Becoming the Pipeline
to Prison,” 42 Maryland Bar Journal 3
(May/June 2009) (with others); and pre-
sented “The Urban Child in Context:
Families, Schools, Neighborhoods and Lives”
at the Urban Child Symposium, University
of Baltimore School of Law, Baltimore,
Maryland (April 2, 2009).

PaulaMonopoli published “Why So Slow:
A Comparative View of Women’s Political
Leadership,” 24 Maryland Journal of Inter-
national Law 857 (2009); presented “Gender,
Power & the Presidency,” Moderator, Sympo-
sium on the 60th Anniversary of the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights, University of
Maryland School of Law, Baltimore, Maryland
(October 24, 2008); and “Gender and Consti-
tutional Design,” Symposium on Election
Law, Journal of Race, Religion, Gender and
Class, University of Maryland School of Law,
Baltimore, Maryland (October 16, 2008).
Professor Monopoli was also an invited
member of the Thought Leaders Roundtable
convened at the University of Texas Summit
on Women and the Law (April 30, 2009).

Robert Percival published the new sixth
edition of his best-selling casebook Environ-
mental Regulation: Law, Science & Policy
(2009); and presented the 15th Annual
Lloyd K. Garrison Lecture at Pace University
School of Law (April 1, 2009). He also made
presentations at the law schools at Harvard,
Duke, American University and Vermont,
addressed the IUCN Academy of Environ-
mental Law in Mexico City (Nov. 10, 2008),
and the Congress of the World Jurist Associ-
ation in Kiev, Ukraine (March 24, 2009). In
May 2009 he served as an environmental
expert for the U.S. State Department in China,
delivering 14 lectures in six Chinese cities at
universities, think tanks, consulates, the Chinese
Ministry of Environmental Protection, and
the Guangzhou Lawyer’s Association.

Michael Pinard served as a panelist for
“The Future of Clinical Legal Education” at
the University of Maryland Clinical Law Pro-
gram’s 35th Anniversary Conference, Curricu-
lum Reform: Linking Theory and Practice,
(March 6, 2009); and “A Comparative Per-
spective on the Collateral Consequences of
Criminal Convictions: Lessons the United
States Can Learn from England and Wales,
Canada and South Africa,” at the New York
University School of Law Faculty Workshop
(February 18, 2009); and presented “The Civil
Rights Dimensions of Prisoner Reentry: The
Impact on Individuals, Families and Commu-
nities” as the Dr. Martin Luther King Com-
memorative Speaker for the Public Interest
Law and Policy Speakers Series, Washington
University School of Law (January 22, 2009).

Garrett Power published the article “Regu-
latory Takings: A Chronicle of the Construc-
tion of a Constitutional Concept,” 23 Brigham
Young University Journal of Public Law 221
(2009); and authored the entries “Takings” for
the ENCYCLOPEDIA OF SUPREME COURT

HISTORY (2008), “Philip Perlman” in the YALE

BIOGRAPHICAL DICTIONARY OF AMERICAN

LAW (2009), and “Regulatory Takings” in the
ENCYCLOPEDIA OF THE SUPREME COURT OF

THE UNITED STATES (David S. Tanenhouse
ed. 2008).

Peter Quint published the articles “The
Universal Declaration and South African Con-
stitutional Law: A Response to Justice Arthur
Chaskalson,” 24 Maryland Journal of Interna-
tional Law 40 ( 2009); “60 Years of the Basic
Law and its Interpretation: An American
Perspective,” 57 Jahrbuch des öffentlichen Rechts
der Gegenwart 1 (2009); and “David Currie
and German Constitutional Law,” 9 German
Law Journal 2081 (2008).

Shruti Rana published the articles “‘Stream-
lining’ the Rule of Law: How the Depart-
ment of Justice is Undermining Judicial
Review of Agency Action,” 2009 University
of Illinois Law Review 101 (2009) and “From
Making Money Without Doing Evil to Doing
Good Without Handouts: The Google.org
Experiment in Philanthropy,” 3 Journal of
Business &Technology Law 87 (2008); and her
article “Fulfilling Technology’s Promise:
Enforcing the Rights of WOMEN CAUGHT IN

THE GLOBAL HIGH-TECH UNDERCLASS,”
WAS REPRINTED IN WOMEN, SCIENCE AND

TECHNOLOGY, A READER IN FEMINIST

SCIENCE STUDIES (Mary Wyer, et. al. eds.,
Routledge, 2008).

William Reynolds published the articles
“Survey of the Law of Cyberspace—Electronic
Contracting Cases 2007-2008” in 64 The
Business Lawyer 199 (2008) (with Juliet
Moringiello); “The Story of the Full Faith and
Credit Clause,” 41 Maryland Bar Journal 34,
(Nov/Dec 2008); and presented “E-Com-
merce in Maryland” at the Maryland Judicial
Institute, Annapolis, Maryland (October 16,
2008). His book UNDERSTANDING CONFLICT

OF LAWS (3d ed.) (with William Richman)
was translated into Japanese.

Robert Rhee published the articles “Towards
Procedural Optionality: Private Ordering of
Public Adjudication,” 84 New York University
Law Review 514 (2009) and “Tort Arbitrage,”
60 Florida Law Review 125 (2008).

Karen Rothenberg published the article
“Recalibrating the Moral Compass: Expanding
‘Thinking Like a Lawyer’ Into ‘Thinking

Like a Leader’ in 40 University of Toledo
Law Review 411 (2009); and presented
“Judging Genes: Implications of the Sec-
ond Generation of Genetic Tests in the
Courtroom” at the 2009 Annual Deans’
Workshop/Conference of Chief Justices
Midyear Meeting, Scottsdale, Arizona
(January 26, 2009).

Jana Singer published the book RESOLV-
ING FAMILY CONFLICTS (Ashgate Press,
2008) (edited with Jane Murphy); the article
“Dispute Resolution and the Post-divorce
Family: Implications of a Paradigm Shift”
in 47 Family Court Review 363 (2009);
and presented “Hearing Children’s Voices
in Family Court Processes: Which Way is
Forward?” at the Association of Family and
Conciliation Courts Annual Conference
(May 28, 2009) and “The Evidence is In:
The Results of the University of Maryland
School of Law Alumni Survey,” at the
Conference on Retaining and Advancing
Women in Challenging Economic Times,
University of Maryland School of Law
(April 24, 2009) (with Paula Monopoli).

Maxwell Stearns presented “How Narrow
is the Narrowest Grounds Doctrine?,” Mid-
west Law and Economics Annual Meeting,
Chicago, Illinois (October 4, 2008); and
“The Median Voter Theorem and Universal
Voting Participation by Judges,” with Eugene
Kontorovich, Midwest Law and Economics
Annual Meeting, Chicago, Illinois (October 3,
2008); and will contribute the book chapter
“An Introduction to Social Choice” in ELGAR

HANDBOOK ON PUBLIC CHOICE (Daniel A.
Farber and Ann Joseph O’Connell eds.,
forthcoming).

Rena Steinzor published the article
“Capture, Accountability, and Regulatory
Metrics,” 86 Texas Law Review 1741 (2008)
(with Sidney A. Shapiro) and presented
“Government Performance and Results Act,
Regulatory Metrics, and Government Account-
ability,” Panelist, 2008 ABA Administrative
Law Conference, Washington, DC (October
17, 2008).

Lawrence Sung published the article “In
the Wake of Reinvigorated U.S. Supreme
Court Activity in Patent Appeals,” 4 Journal
of Business & Technology Law 97 (2009).

David Super published the article “Labora-
tories of Destitution: Democratic Experi-
mentalism and the Failure of Anti-Poverty
Law,” 157 University of Pennsylvania Law
Review 541 (2008); presented “Against Flexi-
bility,” UCLA Law School Faculty Work-
shop, UCLA Law School, Los Angeles,
California (October 17, 2008); and will
publish “Defending Mortgage Foreclosures:
Seeking a Role for Equity,” 42 Clearinghouse
Review (forthcoming 2009).

Michael Van Alstine published the article
“Taking Care of John Marshall’s Political
Ghost” in 53 St. Louis University Law Journal
93 (2008) and contributed the book chapter”
The Role of Domestic Courts in Treaty
Enforcement: Summary and Conclusions,”
in THE ROLE OF DOMESTIC COURTS IN
TREATY ENFORCEMENT: A COMPARATIVE

STUDY (D. Sloss, ed., Cambridge University
Press, forthcoming 2009).

Katherine Vaughns presented “Removal
to Federal Court: How Defendants Do It.
How Plaintiffs Stop It.” at the The Bar Asso-
ciation of Baltimore City’s Milton Talkin
Lecture Series (January 7, 2009).

EllenWeber presented “Reluctance of and
Restrictions on Physician Prescribing,”
Obstacles to the Development and Use of
Pharmacotherapies for Addiction (November
7, 2008); “Disability Discrimination and
Health Privacy Standards,” University of
Maryland School of Medicine, Addiction
Psychiatry Fellows Forum, Baltimore,
Maryland (December 22, 2008); and “Protect-
ing Civil and Health Privacy Rights of Patients
with Addiction” at the Maryland Society of
Addiction Medicine, Baltimore, Maryland
(March 7, 2009). She also received the 2009
Public Citizen Award from the National
Association of Social Workers – Maryland.

DeborahWeimer served as a panelist for
“Medical-Legal Partnerships in the Law School
Setting” at the 2009 AALS Annual Meeting
(January 9, 2009) and presented “Current
Issues Facing Women Living with HIV” at the
UMB Interdisciplinary Conference for Law,
Medicine, Social Work, Nursing, and
Pharmacy students (January 11, 2009).

Marley Weiss participated in the Round-
table Session, “Towards More Effective Labor
Governance” at the Conference on Human-
izing Trade/humaniser le commerce, sponsored
by the Global Labour Governance (GLG)
Project, Montreal, Quebec, Canada (April
27-29, 2009); and presented “The Employee
Free Choice Act” at the National Lawyers’
Guild Regional Conference, University of
Maryland School of Law, Baltimore, Maryland
(March 28, 2009).

Gordon Young published the article “Justify-
ing Motive Analysis in Judicial Review,” 17
William & Mary Bill of Rights Journal 191
(2008); and authored the entries “Jurisdiction
Stripping” and “United States v. Klein” in the
ENCYCLOPEDIA OF THE SUPREME COURT OF

THE UNITED STATES (Gale 2008).

ROBERT PERCIVAL

DAVID SUPER



BLSA Celebrates Intellectual Relevance

SEVERAL HUNDRED STUDENTS, alumni and faculty gathered Feb. 21 for

the annual Black Law Students Association Banquet, dedicated this year

to the theme “Intellectual Relevance.”

Julie D. Goodwin ’82, Morgan State University’s General Counsel, was

named Practitioner of the Year. The Hon. Wanda Heard ’82, Associate

Judge for Baltimore City Circuit Court (pictured receiving her award from

BLSA Parliamentarian Nancy Oyedele ’10), was named Alumna of the Year.

U.S. Representative Donna Edwards, the first African American woman to repre-

sent Maryland in Congress, delivered the keynote address. The Impact Award, given

to a member of the Law School community who has contributed a significant amount

of time and assistance to help in the furtherance of BLSA’s programming and overall

goals, was presented to the Office of Institutional Advancement as a whole.
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2009
Commencement
THE SCHOOL OF LAW’S MAY 15Hooding Ceremony
was enough to stop traffic – literally. The faculty and
235 members of the Class of 2009 gathered before
the ceremony in Westminster Hall, then processed
together down a closed Fayette Street to the Hippo-
dromeTheatre, where an overflow crowd of family and
friends awaited.

U.S. Congressman Elijah Cummings ’76 delivered
the keynote address and Lisa Elder and Bob Maddox,
Presidents of the Day and Evening graduating class,
respectively, announced that a record 96 graduates had
contributed to the Class Gift. Later, graduates attended
UMB’s Commencement Ceremony at the 1st Mariner
Arena, where the speaker was Maryland Governor
Martin O’Malley ’88.

StudentsMake
WinningArguments
MARCH 11 WAS A DAY DEVOTED to appellate advocacy.

At noon, the final round of the 39th annual Morris Brown

Myerowitz Moot Court Competition took place in the

Ceremonial Courtroom, with Dana Backlund earning the

nod for best oral argument from judges Diana Gribbon

Motz of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit,

Albert J. Matricciani, Jr. ’73 of the Court of Special Appeals

of Maryland, and Phyllis D. Thompson of the D.C. Court

of Appeals. In addition to finishing as a runner-up for

best argument, Joey Tsu-Yi Chen was awarded the prize

for best brief.

That evening, the Moot Court Board presented the

dinner-discussion “Appellate Advocacy: Legal Specialty

or Legal Necessity?”

JudgeMatricciani, Mike Leotta of the U.S. Department of

Justice, Kevin Arthur ’87, Jessica V. Carter ’92, and Peter

Nothstein ’05 offered their personal and professional

insights on the changing nature of appellate advocacy and

the need for the legal profession to address these changes.

2008 champion Brian Robinson presented this year’s award to
Dana Backlund.

Joey Tsu-Yi Chen was one of the finalists for best oral argument
and won the award for best brief.

In an overflowing Courtroom, former Myerowitz champions Marc
DeSimone ’04 (left) and Megan Nichols ’05 (right) received seats
of honor in the jury box.



When disaster strikes, Juliet Choi ’03 does some of her best
work. A senior director at the national headquarters of the
American Red Cross (Washington, D.C.), she helps to

manage and execute national disaster relief operations, supporting chapter
networks and thousands of volunteers, and serves as the principle-in-charge
for NGO strategic partnerships for the Red Cross. At one point last fall—
as hurricanes Fay, Gustav, Hanna, and Ike overlapped—she oversaw simul-
taneous relief efforts in 14 states with more than 5,000 volunteers.

Just a few months earlier, the Midwest flood season was one of the
worst in more than 15 years. And that same year saw more than 160
tornadoes in the U.S., one of the largest numbers in a decade. During
national-scale disasters, Choi helps to administer the day-to-day
exchange of immense amounts
of information among local
chapters, government, and non-
governmental agencies.

After earning her law degree
in 2003, Choi set out to pursue
the practice of civil rights, not
disaster relief. After completing a clerkship with the Hon. Dennis M.
Sweeney (Circuit Court, Howard County), she began a two-year civil
rights fellowship at the Asian American Justice Center in Washington,
where she focused on national origin discrimination. Then, a year into
her fellowship, while working to amend the Stafford Act to ensure
protection of limited English speakers in times of disaster, Hurricane
Katrina hit.

“I started receiving random phone calls from Gulf Coast Asian com-
munities,” says Choi. She made nearly a dozen trips to the Gulf Coast,
attending community meetings, fact-finding, and doing legislative legal
research. This turn was “completely unintentional and unplanned,” she
says, “but it made a lot of sense to get into Katrina advocacy.”

Working with immigrants from Southeast Asia—Vietnamese
and Cambodians mainly—Choi saw at close range how devastat-
ing language barriers can be. Many of the Asian hurricane survivors
were not aware of emergency support services, most had never heard
of FEMA, and some were fearful of asking for assistance. “You see
the issue to the nth degree when all systems are overwhelmed and
dysfunctional,” says Choi.

When her fellowship ended in 2006, she joined the Red Cross.
She sees systems change advocacy—as a critical part of her career.
Her work is complex, but her goal is simple: She wants to help build
robust, flexible frameworks that provide equal access to all. “I want
everybody to have access to the table.”
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An Investment
in Law Pays

Unexpected
Celebrating the distinguished
career of Joe Hardiman ’62, one-
time CEO of NASDAQ.

When times are most devastating,
Juliet Choi ’03 steps in.

Joseph Hardiman ’62 didn’t intend to go into the investment business.
But, following his own advice, he kept his mind open to possibili-
ties—and went on to become president and CEO of the NASDAQ
stock market.

“I went to law school with the full intention of spending my career
in the law, as a practicing attorney,” says Hardiman, and his career
illustrates a tenet he says is as true today as it was 40 years ago. Law
degrees, he says, “clearly do not confine one to the practice of law.”

After earning his JD at the School of Law, he began his career
conventionally enough, practicing law in Baltimore for five years. By
1968, though, Hardiman began to widen his scope. He was recruited
by the Baltimore-based banking house Robert Garrett and Sons, Inc.,
which was later sold to Alex. Brown and Sons. There, Hardiman
quickly rose through the ranks, ultimately becoming Alex. Brown’s
managing director and chief operating officer.

The work prepared him well for what was to come: In 1987, he
signed on to lead the investment world’s foremost self-regulatory organ-
ization, the National Association of Securities Dealers (NASD)—most
familiar for its wholly owned subsidiary, NASDAQ.

Hardiman said at the time that he would stay at least five years, but
no more than 10. “I had the strong feeling that the person at the
helm has to be there five years to make an impact … but if you stay
more than 10 years, you’ve probably stayed too long,” he says. During
his nine and a half years at the helm of NASDAQ, it grew into the
world’s second largest private equity market, second only to the New
York Stock Exchange. Daily volume of trading increased from 130
million shares to more than 550 million shares.

Under his leadership, NASDAQ adapted corporate governance
requirements and increased listing standards for all NASDAQ National
Market companies, improving protection for investors and paving
the way for parity of treatment under state blue sky laws. He’s also
credited with introducing a marketing and customer driven ethic into
an organization that was traditionally more bureaucratic.

Throughout that time, and in particular since his retirement in
1997, Hardiman has been an active philanthropist in Baltimore and
beyond. He serves on the Board of the University of Maryland
Baltimore Foundation, Inc., where he is a representative to the invest-
ment committee that manages the system-wide endowment. He was
also chair of the Board of Visitors during the fundraising campaign that
gave the School of Law its much-admired building. And it was his
generosity that served as the catalyst to establish the new Karen H.
Rothenberg Fund for Public Service. Last spring, Hardiman was
honored with the University of Maryland School of Law Distin-
guished Graduate Award.

In reflecting on his career over the last five decades, Hardiman says,
“I’ve watched in awe as the economies of the world have grown closer
together, keeping pace with their clients.” Another marvel has been the
impact of technology. When he started, the floor-based exchanges saw
transactions of about 2 million shares per day, and they had to close
one day a week to keep up with the paperwork. Now markets are able
to handle transactions of billions of shares daily.

Those beginning their financial careers today “have challenges we
did not have, and that is sobering,” he concedes. But he stresses the
value that the law’s Socratic method of teaching has to any number of
professions. “Today,” Hardiman says of those hitting the job market,
“there is a wide range of possibilities.”

—Christine Grillo

“I’ve watched in awe as
the economies of the

world have grown closer
together.” –Joseph Hardiman

“I WANT EVERYBODY to have
access to the table.”

By Christine Grillo

Cool
Chaosthe

Amidst

Dividends

Choi’s position
as a senior
director at the
American Red
Cross often
takes her into
the field in the
wake of natural
disasters.
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ACelebrationof Leadership
ONMAY 7, MORE THAN 200 MARYLAND LAW GRADUATES and friends gathered at Baltimore’s Center

Club for “A Celebration of Leadership,” an event honoring Dean Karen Rothenberg and distinguished

Law School graduates. Over the past decade, Dean Rothenberg – who plans to return to the faculty

after a sabbatical – led the Law School to new heights of achievement. Paul Bekman ’71, Chair of the

Board of Visitors, announced at the celebration that more than 160 individuals contributed over $180,000

to establish the Karen H. Rothenberg Fund for Public Service.

(left) Alumni Board President
Jason St. John ’00

(below) Ed Feingold ’58,
Alice and Eugene Schreiber
’60, Faith Feingold

Dean Rothenberg with U.S. Congressman
Elijah Cummings ’76

(left) Board of
Visitors Chair Paul
Bekman ’71

(right) Osborne
Scholar Bryan Saxton
’09 and Board of
Visitors member
Hamish Osborne ’86

(left) Renowned photographers Larry Gibson, Professor
of Law, and The Hon. Robert M. Bell, Chief Judge of the
Maryland Court of Appeals

(below) University System of Maryland Chancellor
William E. Kirwan with Distinguished Graduate Award
recipient Joseph Hardiman ’62



ON FEB. 6, TOP CHINESE PUBLIC interest lawyer Zhang Jingjing (center,

with Environmental Law Program Director Robert Percival, left) and Joel

Fedder ’58) delivered the Fedder Lecture, “Taking the Long Distance Bus

to the Court: A Practitioner’s Perspective of Environmental Litigation in

China.” Known as the “Erin Brokovich of China,” Jingjing is Director of

Litigation for the Center for Legal Assistance to Pollution Victims. She helped

win the largest class-action environmental suit in Chinese history, when

more than 1,700 villages in Fujian Province were awarded compensation from

a factory that had dumped chlorine and chromium into the water supply. The

lecture was supported by the Fedder Environmental Fund, established in 2007

through the generosity of Mr. Fedder and his wife, Ellen.
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SINCE ITS INCEPTION FIVE YEARS AGO, the
Leadership Scholars Program has provided
financial support for more than 150 outstand-
ing students. Christine Edwards ’83 (pictured),
who permanently endowed a full scholarship
for a student concentrating in business law,
spoke at a May 8 luncheon honoring the Class
of 2009 Leadership Scholars. More than 80
current and past Leadership Scholars, including
Anne B. Gallgher Memorial Scholarship recip-
ient Ryan Palmer ’09 (pictured with Peter
Holland and Peggy Gallagher), have given to
the Leadership Scholars Legacy Endowment to
provide support for future Leadership Scholars.
With Making an Impact campaign co-Chair
Henry Hopkins ’68 has pledging to match every
dollar made to the endowment, the efforts
has already raised more than $73,000.

CURRENT AND FORMER STUDENTS from the School of Law’s Evening Program

came together at their annual reception on Feb. 13, swapping war stories

about juggling classes and full-time jobs, and honoring a pair of individuals for

their service to the program. The Evening Program Service Award, recognizing

an individual’s exemplary contributions of service and leadership to the students

of the evening program, was awarded to Senior Judicial Fellow John F. Fader, II

’68. The A.J. Bellido de Luna Leadership Award, established by the 2004 Evening

Division Graduates to recognize leadership shown by a graduating Maryland

Law student, was presented to Elizabeth A .Green ’09.

ON APRIL 7, THE LAW SCHOOL welcomed more than 20 members
of the Class of 1959 to a luncheon celebrating the golden anniversary
of their graduation. Helping welcome them to the half-century club
were more than 40 members of classes who had already celebrated their
50th graduation anniversary, including Victor Laws ’41 and Marvin
Mandel ’42. Mary Katherine Scheeler ’53, Chair of the Legacy
Council, addressed the gathering.
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$5 MILLION OR MORE
Hamish & Christine Osborne

$1,000,000 - $4,999,999
Anonymous (2)
Mr. & Mrs. Paul Bekman
Howard S. Brown
Comcast
The John E. Fetzer Institute, Inc.
Henry & Nancy Hopkins
William H. Murphy, Jr. &
William H. Murphy, III

The Estate of Louis Riehl

$500,000 - $999,999
Anonymous
Charles Crane Family
Foundation, Inc.

DLA Piper
Alan D. & Brenda Hornstein

$250,000 - $499,999
Anonymous (2)
Mary Elizabeth Kurz Bright
Danoff & King / Legg Law Firm
Willard Hackerman
Joseph R. Hardiman
Maryland Legal Services
Corporation

Jaylee Mead & the late
Gilbert Mead

Miles & Stockbridge
Charles P. Revoile

Stuart M. & Suzanne B. Salsbury
Venable LLP

$100,000 - $249,999
Anonymous (2)
June Auerbach
The Estate of John H. Barrett
Frank & Elisabeth Burch
Keith Campbell Foundation
for the Environment

W. P. Carey Foundation
Marjorie Cook Foundation
Christine A. Edwards
Joseph G. Finnerty III
France-Merrick Foundation,
Inc.

Fubon Cultural & Educational
Foundation

The Hon. Joel A. Harmatz
Judge Ellen M. Heller & Shale
D. Stiller

Edward F. Houff
Yitai Hu
The Macht Philanthropic Fund
of The Associated: Jewish
Community Federation of
Baltimore Maryland Volunteer
Lawyers Service

Joanne & Mark Pollak
Lois & Phillip Proger
Jean G. Rogers
Edward Manno Shumsky &
Susan D. Kronick

Taichung City Culture & Education
Foundation

The Hon. Joseph D. Tydings
Daniel E. Wagner
Mr. & Mrs. Arnold Weiner

$50,000 - $99,999
Anonymous (2)
Associated International, Inc.
Beins, Goldberg & Gleiberman
Donna R. Blaustein
Joel D. & Ellen S. Fedder
Edgar L. & Faith Schreiber
Feingold

Miriam Fisher & Lawrence
Yumkas

Gallagher Evelius & Jones, LLP
John B. Isbister
Lewis & Patricia Leibowitz
McCormick Tribune Foundation
M. Jacqueline McCurdy
Bruce Mendelsohn
Elizabeth K. Moser
Network 2000
Open Society Institute
Leonard A. Orman
Mr. & Mrs. Glenn C. Parker, Sr.
Gretchen Redden
Rifkin, Livingston, Levitan &
Silver, LLC

Karen Rothenberg & Jeffrey
Seltzer

Carole & Hanan Sibel

Taiwan Semi Conductor

Manufacturing

$25,000 - $49,999
Anonymous

Mr. & Mrs. Edward J. Adkins

Family League of Baltimore City

Black & Decker

Benjamin R. Civiletti

The Estate of Robert Farkas

Morton P. Fisher, Jr.

Friends of Anne Gallagher

Jim and Sabine Hanks

The Estate of Emma Ruth

Hedeman

The Hon. Barbara Kerr Howe

Joseph S. Kaufman

Robert J. Kim

Mr. & Mrs. Raymond LaPlaca

David A. Levin

The Hon. & Mrs. Stanley M. Levy

Ava Lias-Booker & Earl Thomas

Booker, IV

Ober | Kaler

The Hon. Samuel Rosenberg

Mary Katherine & Charles

Scheeler

James L. & Barbara Shea

Michael P. & Lisa Burton

Van Alstine

Roger D. Winston

The Estate of Paul F. Wooden

>>

M A K I N G A N I M PA C T

G I F T S

T H E U N I V E R S I T Y O F M A R Y L A N D S C H O O L O F L AW A N N U A L R E P O R T O F G I V I N G

MA JOR G I F TS TO TH E M A K I N G A N I M PA C T C AMPA IGN

From students providing vital legal services to Baltimore citizens,to faculty shaping state and federal
legislation and providing scholarly expertise to governments around the globe, the School of Law is
improving law and society through teaching, scholarship, and public service. To expand these efforts,
the law school has embarked upon the ambitious $50 million Making An Impact campaign. The
School of Law extends its deepest appreciation to the generous supporters whose major gifts led the
Campaign past $28 million this year.
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Anonymous (2)
David M. Abramson
E. Dale Adkins, III
Mr. & Mrs. Edward J. Adkins
William A. Agee
Bonnie E. Allen
Denise A. Andrews
James K. Archibald
Kevin F. Arthur
Alison L. Asti
Jose Bahamonde-Gonzalez
Mr. & Mrs. Paul D. Bekman
The Hon. Robert M. Bell
Donna R. Blaustein
Natalie Blum—Gift in
Memory of: David Blum

Jeffrey W. Bolotin
The Hon. F. Vernon Boozer
Joan G. Boros
Charles E. Bradford, Jr.
Robert G. Brewer, Jr.
The Hon. Josef B. & Gloria
G. Brown

Frank & Elisabeth Burch
Robert J. Carson
Patrick L. Clancy
Dawna Cobb
Vaughn Comeau
Harriet E. Cooperman
Mark D. & Judith Coplin
Lawrence D. Coppel
David S. Cordish
Robert B. Curran
The Hon. Andre M. Davis
& Jessica Strauss

Natalie R. de Maar
Mathias J. & Rosetta K.
DeVito

William B. Dulany
Kristine Easley—Gift in
Memory of: Ryan H. Easley

Christine A. Edwards
Matthew A. & Kathleen
A. Egeli

John C. Eidleman
Geri Elias
The Hon. John F. Fader, II
Kevin P. Fay
Joel D. & Ellen S. Fedder
M. Albert Figinski
AndrewW. Finley
Joseph G. Finnerty III
Mitzi Fish
Morton P. Fisher, Jr.
Charles O. & Margaret G.
Fisher, Sr.

Miriam L. Fisher & Lawrence
J. Yumkas

Steven D. Frenkil
Louis F. Friedman
Phyllis C. Friedman
John B. Frisch
Herbert S. Garten
Dana A. Gausepohl
Christopher G. Gellner
Jonathan M. Genn
E. Paul Gibson
Elaine Q. S. Gill
Barbara S. Gontrum
James A. & Ann Clary Gordon
The Hon. Kingdon & Mary
Gould, Jr.

I. Michael Greenberger
Willard Hackerman
Ruthellen Hammer
James J. Hanks, Jr.
Joseph R. Hardiman
Mark K. & Stephanie R.
Harrison

Marta D. Harting
Catharine S. Hecht*
The Hon. Ellen M. Heller
& Shale D. Stiller

Sarah S. Higgins
Laura Hoenig
Diane E. Hoffmann
Marian L. Hogan

The Hon. Marcella A. Holland
Lawrence L. Hooper, Jr.
Henry & Nancy Hopkins
Brenda & Alan Hornstein
Edward F. Houff
Joseph W. & Virginia A.
Hovermill

The Hon. Barbara Kerr
Howe

Stephen J. Immelt
Brett Ingerman
John B. Isbister
James S. & Hillary Jacobs
F. Edward Johnson
Paula M. Junghans
Elizabeth M. Kameen
John S. Karas
Joseph J. Katz
Joseph S. Kaufman
Robert J. Kim
Gary E. Klausner
Michael J. & Sally Kliegman
John W. Kraus
Deborah Kravitz
Howard K. Kurman
Teresa K. LaMaster
Mr. & Mrs. Raymond G.
LaPlaca

Lewis E. & Patricia
Leibowitz

David A. Levin
Richard E. Levine
Roberta Levy-Dodge
Thomas B. Lewis
Ava E. Lias-Booker & Earl

Thomas Booker, IV
Thomas A. Lisle
Eugenia L. Liu
Amy Macht
Lois K. & Phillip Macht
Richard J. Marks
Jamie D. McCourt
M. Jacqueline McCurdy

Jaylee M. Mead
Clarisse B. Mechanic
Bruce S. Mendelsohn
Abel J. Merrill
Erin C. Miller
Paula A. Monopoli
Elizabeth K. Moser—Gift in

Memory of: M. Peter Moser
The Hon. William H. Murphy, Jr.
William H. Murphy, III
Allen R. & Ellen P. Myers
Robert Myers
Paul S. Novak
Harold Nussenfeld
Hamish S. & Christine
Osborne

Robert M. Parker, Jr.
Doris Patz*
Arthur D. Peardon, Jr.
Robert V. Percival
Leslie M. Pittler
William J. Pittler
Joanne & Mark Pollak
Deborah Lynne Potter
Phillip A. & Lois Proger
Christopher J. Ranck
Richard P. Rector
William L. & Theodora H.
Reynolds, II
Migsie Richlin
Louis M. Riehl*
Richard L. & Faith B. Roberts
The Hon. Samuel I.

Rosenberg
Gilbert & Lora A. Rosenthal
Karen H. Rothenberg &

Jeffrey Seltzer
Richard Rubin
Frederick W. Runge, Jr.
The Hon. George L. Russell, Jr.
Stuart M. & Suzanne B.

Salsbury
H. William Schab, Jr.

In addition to
making annual gifts
at the Maryland Law

School Club level
between July 1, 2008
and June 30, 2009,

donors listed in bold
also have made a
major gift to the

Making an Impact
campaign as of
June 30, 2009.

>> MARYL AND L AW SCHOOL CLUB

Members of the Maryland Law School Club are philanthropic leaders committed to sustaining the
law school’s prestige and influence locally, regionally, nationally and internationally. Every member
contributes annual gifts totaling $1,000 or more, and we are proud to include almost 200 graduates
and friends as members in the club. The School of Law thanks each of those donors not only for
their loyalty and generosity, but also for the role they play in helping the law school to educate future
leaders and increase access to justice.

1938
Major Campaign Donors
John H. Barrett*
Louis M. Riehl*

Founder’s Society
Louis M. Riehl*

Donors
Richard H. Love

1941
Advocates
The Hon. George B.
Rasin, Jr.

1945
Advocates
Rosanne F. Bernstein

Donors
Constance K. Putzel

1947
Barristers
Charles O. Fisher, Sr.

Donors
Caroline M. French
The Hon. James Getty
Clement R. Mercaldo

1948
Partners
John W. Kraus

Donors
Frances Knopf
George W. Sullivan
The Hon. CharlesW.Woodward, Jr.

1949
Counselors
Martin Z. Vogelhut

Advocates
Paul D. Lamson, Jr.

Donors
The Hon. E. Mackall
Childs

Evan A. Chriss
Wayne D. Riordan
Charles L. & Doris Scott

1950
Counselors
Frank Markoe, Jr.

Advocates
Ernest S. Cookerly
Charles B. Heyman

Donors
The Hon. Perry G.
Bowen, Jr.

Herbert H. Hubbard
George Norman
Alleck Albert Resnick
William C. Rogers, Jr.
Norman V. Waltjen Jr.

1951
Dean’s Circle
Herbert S. Garten

MARYLAND LAW
SCHOOL CLUB

Founder’s Society
$10,000+

Barristers
$5,000-$999,999

Dean’s Circle
$2,500-$4,999

Partners
$1,000-$2,499

LAW SCHOOL FUND

Counselors
$500-$999

Advocates
$250-$499

Donors
$1-$249

>>
All listed graduates

havemade an
annual gift to the
Law School Fund

between July 1, 2008
and June 30, 2009. In

addition, all
graduates who have

made a gift of
$25,000 or more to

theMaking an
Impact campaign as

of June 30, 2009
are designated as
Major Campagin

Donors.

M A K I N G A N I M PA C T

Neil J. Schechter & Marjorie
A. Corwin

Mary Katherine & Charles
Scheeler

Mitchell W. Shapiro
Matthew Shudtz
Edward Manno Shumsky &

Susan D. Kronick
Hanan Y. & Carole Sibel
Sidney Silber
Jana Singer

John M. Sipple, Jr.
Wilbert H. Sirota
Robert W. Skelton
Milton R. Smith, Jr.
Robert W. Smith, Jr.
Gail M. Stern
William C. Stifler, III
David A. Super
Lucia D. Swanson
H. Alfred Tarrant, Jr.
Adena W. Testa

W. Lee Thomas
Mary K. Tilghman &
Raymond G.Truitt

Stacie E. Tobin
Michael P. & Lisa Burton
Van Alstine

Katherine L. Vaughns
Daniel E. Wagner
George R. & Nancy E. Walls
Marcus L. Wang
Judith S. Waranch

Mr. & Mrs. Arnold M. Weiner
Earl S. Wellschlager
John N. Wetzelberger, III
Thomas M. Wilson, III
Wade B. Wilson
Roger D. & Karen Winston
Jeffrey A. Wyand

GRADUATE S

Our graduates support the School of Law and its sutdents in many ways: from volunteering with
students to serving on boards and assisting with mentoring and career development. Additionally,
our graduates’ generous financial gifts are vital to the law school’s continued success. The School
of Law thanks these individuals for their ongoing commitment
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GRADUATES CONT I NUED >>

Donors
Thomas F. Comber, III
Linwood O. Jarrell, Jr.
Jacob Y. Miliman
Robert W. Pahr, Jr.
Paul R. Schlitz

1952
Major Campaign Donors
Robert Farkas*
Charles Scheeler
Paul F. Wooden*

Founder’s Society
Charles Scheeler

Partners
Mark D. Coplin

Advocates
John C. Weiss, Jr.

Donors
Barry K. Berkson
Benjamin R. Cadwalader
Theodore C. Denick
Carmine J. Granese, Jr.
The Hon. Richard B. Latham, Sr.
G. Fletcher Ward, Jr.

1953
Major Campaign Donors
Joseph S. Kaufman
Mary Katherine Scheeler
The Hon. Joseph D. Tydings

Founder’s Society
Mary Katherine Scheeler

Dean’s Circle
W. Lee Thomas

Partners
William B. Dulany
Ruthellen Hammer
Joseph S. Kaufman

Counselors
The Hon. Joseph D. Tydings

Donors
Norman P. Rocklin
The Hon. David Ross
William T. Russell, Jr.
The Hon. Suzanne R. Sherwood
George J. Voith

1954
Partners
The Hon. George L. Russell, Jr.

Donors
John P. Hull
Jacques E. Leeds, Sr.

Lloyd S. Mailman
Stanley I. Morstein
Edward E. Obstler
Mark A. Singerman
Hersh Stein
Lawrence S. Wescott

1955
Major Campaign Donors
June W. Auerbach
Leonard A. Orman

Counselors
Stanford G. Gann

Donors
Joseph E. Baumgartner, Jr.
Irvin L. Fishbein
Clewell Howell, Jr.
Lionell M. Lockhart
John T. McElroy
Walter D. Webster

1956
Founder’s Society
Lois K. Macht

Partners
Mathias J. DeVito

Donors
Abraham L. Adler
John A. Hupfer, Jr.
Gerald Kunes
E. Trail Mathias
The Hon. Lawrence F.
Rodowsky

1957
Major Campaign Donors
Arnold M. Weiner

Founder’s Society
Arnold M. Weiner

Partners
Anonymous
Gilbert Rosenthal

Counselors
Frederick Steinmann

Advocates
Ronald M. Smullian

Donors
Leonard Bloom
James M. McDowell
Charles Yumkas

1958
Major Campaign Donors
Joel D. Fedder

Edgar L. Feingold
The Hon. Joel A. Harmatz
M. Jacqueline McCurdy
Glenn C. Parker, Sr.
Hanan Sibel

Founder’s Society
Joel D. Fedder
M. Jacqueline McCurdy
Hanan Y. Sibel

Counselors
Jack F. Billig
John H. Ditto, Jr.
Edgar L. Feingold
DeHaven L. Smith
The Hon. WilliamW. Wenner

Advocates
The Hon. Joel Ansell Harmatz

Donors
Marvin Brave
William C. Norwood
Glenn C. Parker, Sr.
Lionel M. Shapiro
The Hon. R. Noel Spence

1959
Partners
The Hon. Josef B. Brown
William J. Pittler

Advocates
William M. Levy

Donors
Franklin B. Applestein
James F. Caldwell, Ret.
Stanton J. Collins, Jr.
Stewart Deutsch
Roy Dragone*
Richard E. Marrs
William T. Stanley

1960
Major Campaign Donors
Charles P. Revoile

Partners
William A. Agee

Advocates
Solomon Reddick
Charles P. Revoile

Donors
R. Frank Collins
L. Rodney Compton
Stephen M. Ehudin
Mark Eisenberg
The Hon. Thomas I.
McKnew, Jr.

Sarah W. Pearre
Thomas D. Ranck
Louis A. Reinhardt, Jr.
Eugene H. Schreiber
Harry E. Silverwood, Jr.
Sander L. Wise

1961
Dean’s Circle
Robert J. Carson
Wilbert H. Sirota
H. Alfred Tarrant, Jr.

Counselors
Ronald C. Brubaker
The Hon. Howard S. Chasanow

Advocates
Herbert J. Belgrad
Calvin I. Hamburger

Donors
The Hon. Hilary D. Caplan
Irvin N. Caplan
Robert G. Carr
Bernard S. Denick
David Freishtat
Yale L. Goldberg
Thomas E. Harrison, Jr.
Howard M. Heneson
William G. Kolodner
Joel L. Levin
William J. McQuay
The Hon. Paul M. Rosenberg
Louis J. Rosenthal

1962
Major Campaign Donors
Joseph R. Hardiman
Jean G. Rogers
Daniel E. Wagner

Founder’s Society
Joseph R. Hardiman

Partners
M. Albert Figinski
Daniel E. Wagner

Counselors
Lewis A. Noonberg

Advocates
Alan J. Cornblatt
James P. Lewis
Harold Mordkofsky
Donald Needle
The Hon. William M. Nickerson
The Hon.Thomas J. Waxter, Jr.

Donors
Nancy M. Alexander
Lawrence R. Bird

Howard M. Friedel
Waller S. Hairston
James W. Kirk
Donald A. Krach
John H. Michener
Joseph K. Pokempner
Cyril H. Wecht
The Hon. Alan M. Wilner

1963
Founder’s Society
David S. Cordish

Counselors
The Hon. Allen L. Schwait

Advocates
John D. Jarrett*
Laurence M. Katz

Donors
The Hon. Edward J. Angeletti
Myles F. Friedman
RaymondW. Fullerton
Frederick S. Harris
The Hon. Raymond J. Kane, Jr.
Charles S. Mullett
Raymond C. Rinaldi, Sr.
John A. Scaldara

1964
Partners
The Hon. F. Vernon Boozer
Abel J. Merrill
Leslie M. Pittler

Advocates
Richard R. Goldberg

Donors
Arthur L. Brill
Patrick J. B. Donnelly
The Hon. James B. Dudley
Eugene A. Friedman
Harvey A. Holzman
Wesley C. Jockisch
Joseph C. Levin
Fred S. London
Louis B. Price
William M. Yoffee

1965
Partners
Louis F. Friedman
Advocates
Gerhard H. Fuchs
John W. Jansak
The Hon. James P. Salmon
William P. Young, Jr.

Donors
A. Robert Davison
Frank L. Dell'Acqua

Sheldon N. Dobres
Marsha N. Cohen
Philip E. Epstein
Charles Freeland
Allen B. Jacobson
Louis I. Kaplan
David C. Palmer
Sheldon P. Schuman
James D. Stone
Paul H. Voreacos
William B. Whiteford

1966
Partners
Thomas A. Lisle

Counselors
Neal D. Borden
Theodore B. Cornblatt
Robert E. L. Eaton, Jr.
Gordon D. Fronk
John P. Greenspan

Advocates
Donald J. Crawford
Daniel H. Crowley
The Hon. Kathleen O'Ferrall
Friedman

David R. Glickman
Gerald M. Richman

Donors
Stanley D. Abrams
The Hon. John Carroll Byrnes
S. Elliott Cohan
Nancy A. Coleman
Herbert Goldman
Lawrence M. Kloze
Mary Alice Richardson
Stanley B. Rohd
Stephen A. Schneeberger
Robert W. Shook
Ronald E. Strine
James F. Truitt, Jr.

1967
Partners
F. Edward Johnson
Milton R. Smith, Jr.
William C. Stifler, III

Counselors
The Hon. Richard A. Cooper
Stephen C. Winter

Advocates
Richard O. Berndt
Walter R. Stone
Arthur W. Trump, Jr.

Donors
The Hon. H. Gary Bass
William S. Beard

Russell J. Bennett
Monte Fried
Alan N. Gamse
Thomas W. W. Haines
Robert Barker Harrison, III
The Hon. Barry D. Richmond
Melvin L. Schneider
Charles L. Whitham

1968
Major Campaign Donors
Henry H. Hopkins

Founder’s Society
Henry H. Hopkins

Partners
The Hon. John F. Fader, II

Counselors
Herbert Better
The Hon. Donald C. Davis
Michael A. Meredith
The Hon. James T. Smith, Jr.

Advocates
Gerald H. Lean
Joseph E. Moore
Stephen C. Orenstein
Robert R. Winter

Donors
The Hon. John P. Corderman
Dennis J. Dimsey
John H. Doud, III
Stanley S. Fine
W. Thomas Fountain
Kenneth Gubin
Arnold E. Jablon
Arnold Janofsky
Aaron C. Kadish
George G. Loveless
C. Keith Meiser
Alex P. Rasin, III

1969
Major Campaign Donors
The Hon. Barbara Kerr Howe
The Hon. William H. Murphy, Jr.

Founder’s Society
The Hon. William H. Murphy, Jr.

Barristers
The Hon. Barbara Kerr Howe

Partners
Lawrence D. Coppel
John C. Eidleman

Counselors
Peter H. Gunst

The Hon. Robert H. Mason
Bernard G. Peter, Jr.

Advocates
Aaron R. Asrael
Leonard M. Linton, Jr.
K. Donald Proctor

Donors
Philip L. Asplen, Jr.
John R. Buchleitner
Richard G. Butchok
Michael G. Chatzky
The Hon. John T. Clark, III
Mareen L. Duvall, Jr.
John J. Ghingher, III
Carroll R. Hebbel
James I. Keenan, Jr.
The Hon. Warren J. Krug
The Hon. James L. Mann, Jr.
T. Edgie Russell, III
Thomas E. Spath
Jesse C. Strickland, Jr.
Carol S. Sugar
Judith K. Sykes
Wade P. Thomas, Jr.
The Hon. Bright K. Walker
The Hon. Gerald W.
Winegrad

1970
Dean’s Circle
Jeffrey W. Bolotin

Partners
George R. Walls

Counselors
John F. Kelly

Advocates
Harvey J. Berger
Robert A. Manzi
Jerald J. Oppel
Thomas J. Renner
The Hon. David K. Rumsey

Donors
Mark P. Cohen*
Herbert I. Dunn
The Hon. Glenn T. Harrell, Jr.
Michael D. Jackley
A. Stephen Kalinsky
Ellis J. Koch
Walter E. Laake, Jr.
Harold J. Leigh
Randall M. Lutz
The Hon. Floyd L. Parks, Jr.
Thomas G. Peter
Douglas V. Pope
Dorothy J. Sykes
Wilkin E. Thomas, Jr.
John H. Treadway
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1971
Major Campaign Donors
Paul D. Bekman
Donna R. Blaustein
Mary Elizabeth Kurz Bright
David A. Levin
Stuart M. Salsbury

Founder’s Society
Paul D. Bekman
Donna R. Blaustein
David A. Levin
Stuart M. Salsbury

Partners
E. Dale Adkins, III
Thomas M. Wilson, III

Counselors
Paul S. Christian
Stephen N. Goldberg
Mark H. Kolman
Charles R. Moran

Advocates
Judith A. Armold
Richard Bloch
Wallace Kleid
Otho M. Thompson

Donors
William P. Baker
A. Gwynn Bowie, Jr.
Victor L. Cohen
Gerald W. Dibble
Alfred J. Dirska
The Hon. G. Edward
Dwyer, Jr.

Allan J. Gibber
Ivar Goldart
Brian A. Goldman
The Hon. Robert H. Heller, Jr.
Robert J. Marchick
Eugene L. Miles, III
Bernard H. Mower
Samuel Podberesky
Louis I. Rosen
Howard C. Sigler
Lawrence B. Steele, III
Robert W. Warfield
William I. Weston

1972
Major Campaign Donors
Edward J. Adkins

Dean’s Circle
Edward J. Adkins

Counselors
James J. Gitomer
Wayne T. Kosmerl
Joseph T. Moran, Jr.

Advocates
James E. Carbine
Ann F. Hoffman
Susan P. Leviton
The Hon. W. Milnor Roberts

Donors
Benjamin M. Adler
Gary R. Anderson
Charles B. Frey
Roberta L. Gill
Howard Gofreed
Craig M. Ingram
Marilyn Lowney Johnson
The Hon. D. Adam Kline
Alvin J. Kraft
Alan H. Legum
Jean B. Mauro
William R. Robinson
Sanford D. Schreiber
Anthony J. Tirone

1973
Major Campaign Donors
Phillip A. Proger
Suzanne B. Salsbury
Edward Manno Shumsky

Founder’s Society
Phillip A. Proger
Suzanne B. Salsbury

Barristers
Edward Manno Shumsky

Dean’s Circle
Robert M. Parker, Jr.
John M. Sipple, Jr.

Partners
Kevin P. Fay

Counselors
Lewis J. Baker
Donald L. DeVries, Jr.
Robert R. Kern, Jr.

Advocates
Glenn M. Cooper
Henry E. Dugan, Jr.
Jerald B. Lurie
The Hon. Albert J. Matricciani, Jr.
The Hon. W. Michel Pierson
James A. Schondebare
J. Thomas Wolfe

Donors
David L. Anderson
Marc A. Appel
Keith W. Bell
Richard V. Boswell
Jeffrey D. Bresee
The Hon. William O. Carr

Ward B. Coe, III
Arthur Delano, Jr.
Thomas L. Francy
Beverly K. Freeland
James C. Gleason
David B. Irwin
Richard W. Krempasky
The Hon. M. Kenneth Long, Jr.
Edward J. Makowski, Jr.
Louis J. Mancuso
Susan A. Nicholson
David L. Palmer
G. Douglas Reinhard
David W. Skeen
Deborah A. Vollmer
Robert J. Weinstein
The Hon. Robert C. Wilcox
The Hon. William L. Witham, Jr.
Gordon A. D. Zubrod

1974
Major Campaign Donors
Francis B. Burch, Jr.

Founder’s Society
Francis B. Burch, Jr.

Dean’s Circle
H. William Schab, Jr.

Partners
Robert B. Curran
Christopher G. Gellner
Gary E. Klausner
Christopher J. Ranck
Frederick W. Runge, Jr.
Robert W. Skelton
Judith S. Waranch
John N. Wetzelberger, III

Counselors
The Hon. Lynne A. Battaglia
Sidney S. Friedman
Timothy J. Hynes, III
John A. Picciotto
R. Wayne Sweney

Advocates
John J. Zarych

Donors
Donald S. Bauman
J. Douglas Campbell
H. Mark Colvin
Jonathan Eisenberg
Kirk J. Emge
Alvin M. Feit
Steven J. Fox
Martin Goozman
Joan Gottfried
The Hon. Ann S. Harrington
Patrick D. Malloy
The Hon. Richard W. Manning

Randall C. Morgan
Roger J. Pedersen
Phillip L. Potts
Philip H. Seymour
The Hon. Nancy B. Shuger
Max S. Stadfeld
Steven VanGrack
Alan R. Weinstein
Bernard J. Williams

1975
Major Campaign Donors
Lewis E. Leibowitz

Founder’s Society
Lewis E. Leibowitz

Dean’s Circle
Richard E. Levine
Earl S. Wellschlager

Partners
James K. Archibald
Howard K. Kurman
Richard Rubin

Advocates
Salvatore E. Anello, III
Stephen F. Fruin
Glenn M. Grossman
Deborah F. Maury
William M. Richman
Merle Ann Siegelman
Edward Smith, Jr.

Donors
Michael S. Birch
Alice C. Cherbonnier
Ann M. Fligsten
Dale B. Garbutt
Douglas R. Hartzell
Gary M. Hyman
The Hon. Duncan W. Keir
E. Robert Kent, Jr.
David M. Lyon
Michael F. McAllister
Richard J. McCloskey
Charles H. Palmer, III
Michael S. Pearl
Henry E. Schwartz
The Hon. Charles A. Stark

1976
Major Campaign Donors
Joanne E. Pollak

Founder’s Society
Joanne E. Pollak

Dean’s Circle
Robert G. Brewer, Jr.
Natalie R. de Maar

Partners
Charles E. Bradford, Jr.
James A. & Ann Clary Gordon
Paula M. Junghans
John S. Karas
Thomas B. Lewis

Counselors
Sally B. Gold

Advocates
Jana R. Barnett
Kathleen E. Barry
Wesley D. Blakeslee
Jerome G. Geraghty
Saul E. Gilstein
The Hon. Clayton
Greene, Jr.

Mark J. Hardcastle
Gregory K. Hare
Robin F. Kaplan
Abram J. Kronsberg
Stephen J. Nolan
Stephen D. Terman
Lawrence I. Wachtel

Donors
John A. Andryszak
Pamela Baldwin
Alan Betten
E. Trippe Callahan, Jr.
Thomas J. Davis
WilliamW. Downes, Jr.
Angus R. Everton
David M. Fleishman
Patrick D. Hanley
Kenneth A. Isen
Charles J. Long
William B. Marker
C. Keith McLendon
The Hon. Alfred Nance
Stuart M. Nathan
Jeffrey D. Ross
Katherine R. White

1977
Major Campaign Donors
The Hon. Ellen M. Heller
Edward F. Houff
John B. Isbister
Bruce S. Mendelsohn

Founder’s Society
The Hon. Ellen M. Heller
Edward F. Houff
John B. Isbister

Barristers
Bruce S. Mendelsohn

Dean’s Circle
Stephen J. Immelt

Robert W. Smith, Jr.
Jeffrey A. Wyand

Partners
Steven D. Frenkil
Phyllis C. Friedman

Counselors
Robert R. Bowie, Jr.
John D. North

Advocates
Victoria S. Berghel
John A. Gaughan
Andrew G. Levy
Joshua E. Raff
The Hon. Martin P.
Wasserman

Donors
Lee E. Barrett
Philip D. Cooper
Mary R. Craig
Stephen M. Goldberg
Robert W. Hesselbacher, Jr.
Franklin W. Hunt
Philip S. Kauffman
Gary M. Kelly
Florence A. Kessler
The Hon. Theresa A. Lawler
Stephen M. LeGendre
Sherie Brook Libber
Patricia A. Logan
Michael F. Lohr
Robert M. McCaig
Marna L. McLendon
William J. Riina
David E. Stevenson
Charles L. Willis
Michael D. Willis
W. Paul Zampol

1978
Major Campaign Donors
Jamie D. McCourt

Founder’s Society
Jamie D. McCourt

Barristers
Migsie Richlin

Dean’s Circle
Harriet E. Cooperman
The Hon. Andre M. Davis
Lawrence L. Hooper, Jr.

Partners
David M. Abramson
James S. Jacobs

Counselors
S. Ann Brobst

Advocates
Raymond D. Burke
George S. Lawler
J. Michael McGuire
Ilene J. Nathan
Edward L. Sanford
Lee A. Sheller
Paul W. Spence
Irving E. Walker
Susan L. Whaley
Phillip R. Zuber

Donors
David L. Bennett
William G. Christoforo
Nissim Dahan
Marvin C. Gaer
Cassandra Tsintolas Johnson
James L. Katz
Nancy Knisley
Victor H. & Jean S. Laws, III
Jonathan D. Libber
James D. Neilson
Alvin M. Sandler
Robert E. Scher
Ronald E. Shapiro
George H. Spangler
David J. Stander
Todd E. Stevenson
Louis P. Willemin

1980
Partners
Joan G. Boros

Counselors
Sean C. Connors
Julie E. Landau
W. Charles Rogers, III
Jonathan D. Smith
W. Robert Zinkham

Advocates
John L. Clark, Jr.
Carol S. Craig
Edward J. Gilliss
Franklin M. Lee
Thomas J. Mulrenin
Steven R. Smith
Rosetta Kerr Wilson

Donors
Alan A. Abramowitz
Douglas J. Antonio
Meri Arnett-Kremian
Dan A. Blakinger
Linda Bourquin
Robert M. Ercole
Sandra F. Haines
Harriet J. Halper
The Hon. Edward R. K.
Hargadon

Timothy W. Josiah
David P. Kennedy
John L. Kopolow
Jonathan R. Krasnoff
Barbara F. Loughman
Patricia Lyman McLean
Jeffrey H. Myers
Elizabeth M. Pendleton
Timmy F. Ruppersberger
The Hon. Jillyn K. Schulze
Catherine M. Shultz
John M. Smallwood

1981
Partners
Denise A. Andrews
Marjorie A. Corwin
Neil J. Schechter
Mitchell W. Shapiro
Adena W. Testa

Counselors
The Hon. Nathan Braverman
Andrew D. Levy
Lynn B. Sassin

Advocates
Jack L. B. Gohn
Daniel J. Mellin
The Hon. Marc H. Nachman
Marie H. Razulis
The Hon. Melanie M. Shaw Geter

Donors
Sherry B. Berlin
Guy J. Bingham
Patricia A. Cole-Smith
Eugene W. Cunningham, Jr.
Diane J. Curran
Louis Brendan Curran
Andrew H. Deranger
The Hon. Deborah S. Eyler
Denise H. Feder
Jeanette P. Fitzpatrick
David S. Holzer
Sarah R. Kaplan
Mark D. McCurdy
John H. Mitnick
G. Macy Nelson
Howard P. Nicholson
Patricia F. O’Connor
Kay B. Partridge
Tyrone D. Press
Sherry L. Rhodes
Barry K. Salisbury
Leah J. Seaton
Paul D. Shelton
Romaine N. Williams

1982
Partners
Jonathan M. Genn
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Advocates
The Hon. Alice P. Clark
James E. Edwards, Jr.
David H. Gamble
Constance A. Junghans
John R. Rutledge

Donors
William R. Bailey
Brian C. Denton
Mary Alane Downs
T. Patrick Dulany
Meryl L. K. Eddy
Millicent D. Edwards-
Gordon

Patricia L. Gatling
Julie D. Goodwin
William K. Hammond
Richard W. Harris
Louis G. Hutt, Jr.
Robert E. Jacobson
Robin S. Kennedy
Mary M. Kramer
Ann MacNeille
WilliamW. McAllister, Jr.
M. Theresa McDonough
Jerold A. Moses
James E. Oltman, Jr.
David M. Porter
Gerald K. Ray
Robert S. Shreve
Henry A. Smith, III
Kenneth F. Spence, III
Nancy S. Spritz
Betty A. Stemley
Richard B. Stern
Catherine A. Stevens
Pamela Mallas Sulewski
Carol L. Swan
Steven G. Tyler
J. H. Wannamaker, III
Howard D. Wilson, Jr.
The Hon. Stanley C.
Wisnewski

Joyce L. Wright
Phyllis J. Ringler

1983
Major Campaign Donors
Rhonda Pindell Charles
Christine A. Edwards
Robert J. Kim
Raymond G. LaPlaca

Founder’s Society
Christine A. Edwards

Barristers
Robert J. Kim
Raymond G. LaPlaca

Dean’s Circle
AndrewW. Finley

Partners
John B. Frisch
Sarah S. Higgins
Elizabeth M. Kameen

Counselors
Richard J. Kypta

Advocates
The Hon. Kathleen M. Dumais
E. Philip Franke, III
Robert T. Franklin
Ruth A. Lusby
Doris M. Merrick
Roann Nichols
The Hon. Mary Louise Preis

Donors
John J. Andre
Andrew H. Baida
Robert Birdsong, Jr.
The Hon. William
L. Boulden

William E. Carlson
Ellis H. Davison, II
Amy L. Epstein
James M. Fensterwald
Carolyn E. Frazier
Hedy H. Gordon
Thomas H. Haller
Carole B. Hamlin
Brian P. Hochheimer
Craig J. & Karen S. Hornig
Douglas R. Irminger
The Hon. Michele Dane &
Richard L. Jaklitsch

Michael S. Karas
Bonnie A. Kirkland
Michele E. Loewenthal
Patricia L. Maggio
John T. Maguire, II
John F. Morkan, III
Sheryl J. Negron
Elizabeth G. Osterman
Mary E. Peitersen
Beth Pepper
Ann Reinsel Powell
D. Lee Rutland
Lisa P. Snyder
Jeffrey Turkel
Leslie Smith Turner
Barry Weiskopf
Patrick E. White

1984
Partners
Paul S. Novak
Harold Nussenfeld
Lucia D. Swanson

Counselors
Barry C. Greenberg
Daniel J. Ryan

Advocates
Abe A. Bailey
The Hon. Mary Ellen Barbera
Debora L. Clovis
David R. Durfee, Jr.

Donors
Michael P. Bell
Wayne A. Brooks
Debbie S. Buchwald
Gregory R. Caruso
Thomas B. Conway
Martha S. Cukor
Michael D. Dobbs
Mark A. Gaspar
Christine E. Keane
Suzanne M. Kourlesis
Diane M. Maloney
Patrick G. Martinez
Kevin J. Miller
Barbara J. Palmer
James D. Peterson
Martine B. Reed
Robert A. Shawver
Glenn D. Solomon
Priscilla Wilson-Milton

1985
Major Campaign Donors
Miriam L. Fisher

Founder’s Society
Miriam L. Fisher

Counselors
Mark P. Keener
Donald S. Meringer
Steven J. Sibel

Advocates
Gail G. Cooper
Stephen T. Galloway
The Hon. Susan M. Marzetta
Michael W. Skojec
Gina M. Zawitoski
Virginia A. Zrake

Donors
Betty Cockrill Bannat
Robert R. Brannan, Jr.
Joanne Saunders Brooks
David S. Cade
Sean L. Coleman
Yvette N. Diamond
Gregory M. Doudnikoff
Daphne D. Duverney
Amy Glatter Goodman
Jeffrey J. Hines
Peter J. Huang
Jay L. Jensen
Michael F. Le Mire
Donna M. Schaeffer
Christine Barilla Nell

Michael G. Otten
Donna M. Raffaele
Alice S. Ritchie
John J. Schneider
Natalie A. Shields
Cynthia L. Spell
Barbara A. Welsh

1986
Major Campaign Donors
Ava E. Lias-Booker
Hamish S. Osborne

Founder’s Society
Hamish S. Osborne

Barristers
Ava E. Lias-Booker

Counselors
Mary Helen McNeal
Dan R. Skowronski
Brenda J. Wilson

Advocates
Jane A. Canter
Michael Himes
Jennifer A. Smith

Donors
Steven J. Banks
N. K. Deshler Gould
Raymond A. Hein
Dean Kasian
Eileen M. Lunga
Cara J. Luther
Matthew J. Seiden
William A. Sherman, II
Katherine L. Taylor
Andrea R. S. Watkins
Kenneth M. Williams
Peter A. Woolson

1987
Major Campaign Donors
Joseph G. Finnerty III

Founder’s Society
Joseph G. Finnerty III

Dean’s Circle
Richard P. Rector

Partners
Kevin F. Arthur
Patrick L. Clancy
Mark K. Harrison

Counselors
Patricia D. Granados

Advocates
Rochelle B. Fowler
F. Philip Manns, Jr.

Donors
Janet K. Coleman
John R. Devine
Margaret M. Doane
Suzanne K. Farace
Nadine G. Felix
Ethel B. Hill
Margaret S. Jacks
Sharon S. Krevor-
Weisbaum

Linda S. Lebowitz
Dorothy J. Lennig
Michael A. Levin
Jean W. Oglethorpe
Suellen S. Poland
Valerie I. Shealer
Jonathan P. Stebenne
Robert Steinheimer
The Hon. Rodney C.
Warren

Theresa I. Zolet

1988
Major Campaign Donors
Lawrence J. Yumkas

Founder’s Society
Lawrence J. Yumkas

Partners
Matthew A. Egeli
Stephanie R. Harrison
Faith B. Roberts
Richard L. Roberts

Counselors
Darrell N. Braman, Jr.
Jeffrey P. Weiss

Advocates
Alemayehu G. Mariam
David M. Martin
Bonnie S. Gullatt Schneider
Rachel A. Wohl

Donors
David A. Baker
Mary C. Baldwin
Laura B. Black
Kathryn Webb Bradley
Stephanie L. Chaharbaghi
Danielle M. Cruttenden
Cindy R. Diamond
Karen J. Elliott
Judith C. Ensor
F. Gillis Green
Robert B. Hopkins
Charlton T. Howard, III
Susan B. McTighe
Anthony L. Meagher
Sheila Sullivan Newsom
Jane F. Polcen

Christopher M. Rolle
Maureen L. Rowland
Mary Ann Ryan
Vilma L. Sanchez
Leigh Swann-Halstad
Jonathan P. Van Hoven

1989
Partners
Marta D. Harting

Counselors
Vicki A. Margolis

Advocates
Elizabeth A. Cooper Block
Karen M. Crabtree
Richard B. Hill
Roseanne M. Matricciani

Donors
Debra Scurnick Block
Christopher Cook
Mary Malloy Dimaio
Leslie E. Goldsborough, III
Yvonne B. Herndon
Lauren D. Jones
Thomas E. Kane
Brian M. Reimer
Timothy U. & Lori R.
Sharpe

Henry Talavera
Victor K. Tervala
Joseph B. Tetrault
The Hon. Halee F.
Weinstein

1990
Partners
Deborah Lynne Potter
David A. Super

Counselors
Michele Levy Cohen
Kenneth R. Morrow
Melissa L. Peppe
Matthew S. Sturtz

Advocates
Elizabeth S. Donley
Marylee Hannan
Eva H. Hill

Donors
Steven F. Barley
Steven M. Berger
John H. Carter, III
Susan S. Chang
Thomas C. Dame &
Denise M. Duval

Joseph B. Espo
Timothy M. Gunning

Ronald S. Honberg
Anna S. Lee
Ann B. Lloyd
Margherita Luzzi
Cinda A. Massuda
Ruth F. Riley
Beverly B. Salmon
Jill R. Seidman
Richard B. Stofberg
Marilyn AnnWennes
Lisa B. Williams
Thomas N. Yeager

1991
Major Campaign Donors
Gilbert D. Mead*

Partners
Deborah Kravitz

Counselors
Ann S. Hobbs
Donna P. Sturtz

Advocates
Erin M. Fitzsimmons

Donors
Gale C. Bonanno
Janet L. Callis
Matthew B. Cooper
Patricia Gillis Cousins
Carol Lee Fogler
Jeanne M. Franklin
Colleen K. Heitkamp
David H. Hollander, Jr.
Douglas B. Hudson
Lynn A. Kohen
Patricia L. Konecke
Kyriakos P. Marudas
The Hon. Sherae M.
McNeal

Frank J. O'Donnell
Nayna D. Philipsen
Jeffrey S. Ray
Jonathan F. Saxton
Eric B. Schwartz
Claire S. Shea
John V. Sherwin
Walter E. Wilson
George A. Zachariah

1992
Dean’s Circle
Stacie E. Tobin

Partners
Marian L. Hogan
Virginia A. Hovermill

Advocates
Kenneth B. Abel
F. Robert Hunter III

Maureen J. Sanelli
Martin H. Schreiber II

Donors
Kathleen F. Costello
Kathleen Hoke Dachille
Christina B. Faass
Kelly Hughes Iverson
Cindy L. Johnson
Robin Frazier Kandel
Keith E. Kolodgie
Mark A. Neal
Bradley C. Plovan
Lawrence R. Seidman
Emily J. Vaias
Andrew G. Zehner

1993
Partners
Joseph W. Hovermill
Richard J. Marks

Counselors
Wilburn L. Chesser

Advocates
Jonathan P. Kagan
Sarah A. Leonhard
John F. Lessner
Scott A. Nelson
Mark T. Powell
Mary S. Raivel

Donors
Andrew D. Auerbach
Ruben G. Ballesteros
Dina Kargon Billian
Harvey D. Blacker
Stephen M. Bloor
Leonard F. Feldman
Andrew A. Gerber
Kamil Ismail
Karin M. Krchnak
Diane K. Mobley-Canova
Melisa M. C. Moonan
Stephen M. Pincus
Laurence A. Ruth
Joyce H. Stanley
Kenneth Talley
John P. Veschi
Kristin A. Young

1994
Major Campaign Donors
Yitai Hu

Partners
Brett Ingerman

Donors
Lori L. Bruun
Timothy J. Burch
Carrie H. Corcoran
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Vincent Daly
Timothy Karam Dole
Daniel Friedman
Jeffrey A. Friedman
Jeanne M. Grasso
William S. Heyman
Charles M. Hogg, Jr.
Lynn Dymond
Hutchinson

Elizabeth C. Lovoy
Shannon M. Miller
Kara M. Morgenstern
Christopher I. Moylan
Lauri McEntire Moylan
Jonathan D. Newman
James S. Pezzulla
Evelyn D. Pisegna-
Cook

Daniel W. Pugh
Robyn L. Reyes
Bryan Roslund
Rebecca A. Weaver
ChadW. Weddle
Meg B. Whiteford

1995
Partners
Teresa K. LaMaster

Counselors
Andrea Molette Brown
David M. Lynn

Advocates
Christopher R. Dollase

Donors
Rodolphe N. Brioche
Paul S. Caiola
Megan D. Dortenzo
Marion K. Goldberg
David W. Hotes
Siobhan R. Keenan
Rita Khanna
Suvita Melehy
Karen K. Pasciuto
M. Christine Sinelli-Lamos

1996
Counselors
Kenneth S. Aneckstein

Advocates
Matthew G. & Lara L.
Hjortsberg

Douglas A. Levy

Donors
Jocelyn C. Adkins
Maura L. DeMouy & Kevin
M. Robertson

Matthew P. Fitzpatrick
Tacey J. Himelfarb

Dinah S. Leventhal
Vicki L. Lyons
Elizabeth A. Milito
David E. Singer
Susan M. Speer
Frederick S. Vondy

1997
Counselors
F. Patrick Ostronic

Advocates
Carrie Anne Bland
Jennifer L. Lewis

Donors
Ronald E. Council, Jr.
Erik J. Lichter
Brian M. Perlberg
Judith Horowitz Richter
Claudia J. Zuckerman

1998
Advocates
Therese M. Goldsmith

Donors
Lynette P. Adams
Kirsten Andrews Woelper
Sherri L. Booye
Melody A. Brukiewa
Heather Doherty Clark
Renee M. Frank
Hillorie S. Morrison

1999
Partners
Eugenia L. Liu

Counselors
William & Rebecca G. Piermattei

Advocates
Henryka W. G. Craig
Brian R. Cyr & Lila G. Shapiro-Cyr
Kelly N. Reeves

Donors
Marcia E. Anderson
Steven P. Arnheim
Apple Chapman
Michael David
Philip F. Diamond
Kimberle E. Dodd
Gregg J. Fernandes
Thomas P. Fort
Jennifer Clarkson Halper
Joseph F. Key
Nicole M. Lacoste-Bowles
Anne S. Langley
Colleen M. Mallon
Mary R. Marta
Mary E. O’Byrne

Cynthia Blake Sanders
Peter J. Stackpole
Kenneth Y. Turnbull
Paul R. Versace

2000
Counselors
Denis C. Mitchell

Advocates
Jennifer L Marshall
Joshua Udler—Gift in
Memory of: Stanley
S. Herr

Patricia M. Zweibel

Donors
Aimee M. Aceto
John M. Bird
Christopher B. Edwards
Becky B. Fitzsimmons
Joanna Boettinger Goger
Gwen R. Grogan
Michael J. Lewis
Mark L. Matulef
Christina E. McDonald
Nicholas M. Murphy
Dawn P. Lanzalotti
O’Croinin

Louis Patalano, IV
Melanie Shepherdson
Leslie H. Spiegel
Einar Stole
Cynthia L Tippett

2001
Dean’s Circle
Dana A. Gausepohl

Partners
Arthur D. Peardon, Jr.
Wade B. Wilson

Donors
Orlando D. Barnes
James R. Benjamin, Jr.
The Hon. Jon S. Cardin
Sara R. Cohen Fidler
Khalilah Nugent Harris
Terry J. Harris
Jeremy A. Haugh
Jane M. Hauser
Mary Ellen R. Himes
Gregory A. Hope
Suzanne N. Hulthage
Charles F. Littleton
Luke C. McLaren
Rod M. Moskowitz
Laura A. Pierson
Scheinberg

Jennifer M. Schwartzott
Michael F. Strande

2002
Counselors
Juan M. Ocasio-Colon
Brett D. Rogers

Advocates
Michael L. Bouyea
Tracy D. Kulikowski

Donors
Shara L. Boonshaft
Andrew C. Brought
Robert A. Cage
Kathryn M. Christensen
Margaret H. Clune
Carol Ghinger Cooper
Kelly M. Fitzpatrick
Ronald S. McBride
Andrew T. Nichols
Luciene M. Parsley
Joanna Fong Yeh

2003
Advocates
Laura A. Skowronski
Bouyea

Megan K. Mechak
Heather L. Spurrier

Donors
Jacqueline G. Badders
Jeffrey A. Barmach
Stephanie Kaye Baron
Tracee Orlove Fruman
Shraga B. Goldenhersh
Eric A. Hale
William C. Hollis III
Shana E. Jones
Jon E. Kallen
Dismas N. Locaria
Robert M. Lohman
Matthew A. Maciarello
Meghan E. Maloney
Karyn B. Marsh
Timothy M. Mayfield
Julie A. Meawad
Ellen Rothschild
Rebecca L. Snyder
Tracy L. Steedman
Eden O. Terenzini
Holly J. Winter

2004
Counselors
Paul A. Solomon

Advocates
Barbara E. Larson

Donors
Gary M. Almeter
Katherine E. Baer

Emily E. Baine
Renita L. Collins
Ryan R. Dietrich
Edward S. Digges, III
Gregory D. Galli
Arielle A. Harry-Bess
Danielle E. Howarth
Yelee Y. Kim
Leigh M. Maddox
Anna Almon Mahaney
Ryane M. Necessary
Conor B. O’Croinin
Kelly E. Pfeifer
Amanda S. Pitcher
Jennifer R. Porter
Alison H. Prost
Yolanda J. Pruitt
Kimberly A. Roemer
Thomas H. Roman
Margaret Walsh
Rudmann

Paul L. Sorisio
Timothy G. Woodhouse

2005
Donors
Matthew R. Alsip
Lawrence J. Bullard
Cristina E. Dugan
Nathan Gardner-Andrews
Ulka P. Ghanta
Sorella U. Jacobs
Cortney L. Madea
Gregory S. McDonald
Ann C. Morrill
Charles M. Olmsted
Sharon M. Pusin
Darlene A. Skinner

2006
Partners
Vaughn Comeau
Matthew Shudtz

Counselors
Marshall J. Klein

Advocates
Abigail N. Bortnick
Edward P. Parent

Donors
Christopher S. Awad
Melissa Baum
Megan Rector Berger
Timothy F. Berger
David Robert Blazina
Laura K. Boone
James T. Carroll
Kristen L. Dorsey
Alexandra N. Freemire

Martha G. Gouel
Michael C. Heyse
Veronica R. Jennings
Iyanrick W. John
Rommel B. Loria
Steven G. Metzger
Katherine M. Rossi
Indira K. Sharma
Andrea L. Silvia

2007
Advocates
Adebowale O. Ayeni
James A. Goodwin
Christopher S. Hack
Joanne S. Hawana
Frances E. Huber
Daniel W. Ingersoll
Evan M. Isaacson
Andrew S. Katzenberg
Amy F. Lerman
Emily L. Levenson
Victor E. Leviste
Jill R. Marenberg
Cara L. McConville
Margalit Moche
Rhonda S. Neuhaus
Scott J. Richman
Margaret Lynch Selwood
Reena K. Shah
Elisabeth S. Walden
Allison B. Wettlaufer
Jessica M. Wible
Alicia L. Wilson
Aileen B. Xenakis

2008
Dean’s Circle
Marcus L. Wang

Partners
Elaine Q. S. Gill
Erin C. Miller

Advocates
Carrie A. Roll
Jaimin B. Shah
Ellen E. Smith
Thaila K. Sundaresan

Donors
Gwendolyn M. Allen
Emilie C. Aracil
Danielle C. Beasley
Sylvia A. Berry-Lewis
Jonathan H. Bliley
Christine Jochim Boote
Jessica B. Boston
Jack B. Boyd
Justin S. Brenner
Justin A. Browne
Rebecca L. Caldwell

Jonathan Cheng
Jodie L. Chilson
Colleen Clary
Chervonne E. Colon
Anne M. Deady
Carrie A. Durham
Gregory S. Emrick
Patrick W. Flavin
Thomas M. Grace
Jeffrey S. Greenberg
Puja Gupta
Ashley E. Hofmeister
Carla L. Jupiter
Jeremiah J. Kelly
Liraz Kolnik
Nazo L. Koulloukian
Jonathan M. Kucskar
Anna R. Kuperstein
Jeanne C. Lynch
Ana M. Manrara
Marc G. Marie
Melissa O. Martinez
David B. Misler
Kelly T. Moore
Jeane T. Nitsch
Thomas K. Prevas
Jennifer D. Rasmussen
Caroline A. Riedlinger
Jessica E. Sanet
Nina H. Schichor
Joshua E. Schultz
Cori M. Shepherd
Raymond K. Shin
John T. Stinson
Lewis J. Taylor
Kathryn E. Titford
Alicia H. Welch
Kedrick N. Whitmore

2009
(Includes gifts and 5-year
pledges to the class gift or
leadership scholars project)

Donors
Bernie Annor
Jebby Arnold
Gaddiel Baah
Rebecca Baden
Monique Bair
Osafo Barker
Natalie Baughman
Veronica Berruz
Hal Blatt
Dana C. Hayden Bingham
Elizabeth Cappiello
Maria Chavez
Andrew Chiang
Themis Chryssostomides
Robert Clemons
Stacey Cole
Kerry Cooperman
Edwin Cortes

Lindsey Dastrup
Mark Deboy
Shannon Decker
Jennifer Dickman
Christine Duggan
Lisa Elder
George Everly
Suzanne L. Ferrero
Scott Fithen
Joan Flaherty
Lauren Geisser
Danielle Marie Gifford
Joseph Githuku
Maryellen Gleeson
Sandra Goldberg
Alexander Gormley
Elizabeth Green
Lauren Grossman
Leslie Harrelson
Amy Hennen
Rebecca Herr
Candace Holmes
Katrin Hussmann
Jessica Iturriaga
Robin Jacobs
Danfeng Koon
Talley Kovacs
Laura Kowal
Geoff Kravitz
Adam Lerner
Katherine Lindo
Jennifer Liu
Julia Lloyd
Robert Maddox
Kevin Mattingly
Puja P. Mehta
Michael A. Miller
Edward E. Moawad
Mario Monopolis
Carl Lewis Moore
David Myers
Sarah Novak Nesbitt
Lydia Nussbaum
Valerie Nussenblatt
Miguel Palmeiro
Ryan Palmer
Rene Parks
Uyen Pham
Patrick Phelan
Erin Podolny
Nicholas Proy
Heather Pruger
Kara Rademacher
Edward Reilly
Brian Robinson
Elizabeth M. Ryan
Erin Sagransky
Bryan Saxton
Mira Scharf
Teresa Schell
Rebecca Schmitz
Matthew Schroll
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Advocacy Fund
E. Dale Adkins, III
David B. Allen
Scott Allen, Sr.
Duane & Donna Arbogast
James K. Archibald
Mr. & Mrs. Paul D. Bekman
Samuel Billups
Abigail N. Bortnick
The Hon. William L. Boulden
Christine M. Bowman
James F. Brungo
Jane A. Canter
The Hon. William O. Carr
The Hon. James P. Casey & Evelyn
Omega Cannon
The Hon. E. Mackall Childs
Carol Ghinger Cooper
Glenn M. Cooper
The Hon. John P. Corderman

Ronald E. Council, Jr.
James J. Debelius
Donald L. DeVries, Jr.
Dugan Babij Tolley & Spector, LLC
Henry E. Dugan, Jr.
M. Albert Figinski
George E. Fleming
Keith S. Franz
Dale B. Garbutt
Herbert S. Garten
Dana A. Gausepohl
James J. Gitomer
The Hon. Edward R. K. Hargadon
The Hon. Glenn T. Harrell, Jr.
Michael L. Haslup
Lynn Dymond Hutchinson
William J. Kobokovich, Jr.
Kramon & Graham, P.A.
Keith B. Krissoff
The Hon. Warren J. Krug

Walter E. Laake, Jr.
David A. Levin
Ronald Marryott
The Hon. Sherae M. McNeal
The Hon. Daniel W. Moylan
Douglas F. Murray
The Hon. Alfred Nance
National Institute for Trial
Advocacy

The Hon. William M. Nickerson
Barbara J. Palmer
The Hon. Floyd L. Parks, Jr.
Sharon M. Pusin
Scott J. Richman
Alice S. Ritchie
The Hon. W. Milnor Roberts
Christopher M. Rolle
Rosenberg Martin Greenberg, LLP
The Hon. Paul M. Rosenberg
The Hon. Allen L. Schwait

Howard C. Sigler
Skadden, Arps, Slate,
Meagher & Flom LLP

Patrick C. Smith
Paul A. Solomon
Tydings & Rosenberg, LLP
Marcus L. Wang
The Hon. Halee F. Weinstein
The Hon. WilliamW. Wenner
William B. Whiteford
The Hon. Alan M. Wilner
Alicia L. Wilson
The Hon. Charles W.
Woodward, Jr.

Peter A. Woolson

Byron & Max L. Berman Student
Fellowship Fund
Blair Berman
Frances T. Brown

In addition to
making a gift to an
endowed and/or

named fund
between July 1, 2008
and June 30, 2009,

donors listed in bold
also have made a
major gift to the

Making an Impact
campaign as of
June 30, 2009.

>> ENDOWED AND NAMED FUNDS

Endowments are a way to combine a donor’s vision with the needs of the School of Law, and a strong
endowment reduces the law school’s dependence on tuition revenues. Typically, a portion of income
generated by each endowment is spent every year, with any excess earnings reinvested to grow the
endowment and compensate for inflation.

ENDOWED AND NAMED FUNDS CONT I NUED >>

Robert & Heather Zavod—Gift in
Memory of: Byron Berman

Donna R. Blaustein &
Natalie R. de Maar
Scholarship Endowment

Donna R. Blaustein
Natalie R. de Maar

John Brumbaugh Memorial
Fund

Alice A. Brumbaugh
David B. Grahek
Robert I. Keller
Paula A. Monopoli
Peter E. Quint
Katherine L. Vaughns

Campbell Foundation-
Environmental Law Clinic
Enforcement Project

Keith Campbell Foundation for
the Environment Inc.

Benjamin R. Civiletti
Scholarship Fund

The Hon. Benjamin R. Civiletti
Patrick L. Clancy
Willard Hackerman
Laura Hoenig
Laura & Ronald H. Hoenig
Foundation

Vicki A. Margolis
The Whiting-Turner Contracting
Company

Class of 2008 Fund
Gwendolyn M. Allen
Emilie C. Aracil
Danielle C. Beasley
Sylvia A. Berry-Lewis
Jonathan H. Bliley
Jack B. Boyd
Justin S. Brenner
Justin A. Browne
Rebecca L. Caldwell
Jodie L. Chilson
Colleen Clary
Chervonne E. Colon
Carrie A. Durham
Gregory S. Emrick
Patrick W. Flavin
Erik Fulwider & Nicole Forel
Thomas M. Grace
Jeffrey S. Greenberg
Puja Gupta
Ashley E. Hofmeister
John B. Isbister
Carla L. Jupiter
Jeremiah J. Kelly
Liraz Kolnik
Nazo L. Koulloukian

Jonathan M. Kucskar
Anna R. Kuperstein
Jeanne C. Lynch
Marc G. Marie
Melissa O. Martinez
Erin C. Miller
David B. Misler
Jeane T. Nitsch
Thomas K. Prevas
Jennifer D. Rasmussen
Caroline A. Riedlinger
Carrie A. Roll
Jessica E. Sanet
Nina H. Schichor
Joshua E. Schultz
Jaimin B. Shah
Cori M. Shepherd
Raymond K. Shin
Ellen E. Smith
John T. Stinson
Thaila K. Sundaresan
Lewis J. Taylor
Kathryn E. Titford
Alicia H. Welch
Alleen Yu

Clinical Law Fund
Aimee M. Aceto
Alvaro J. Bellido de Luna
Brenda Bratton Blom
Laura K. Boone
Michael L. & Laura A.
Skowronski Bouyea

Andrew J. Chiang
Deutsche Bank Americas
Foundation

Nathan Gardner-Andrews
Patricia D. Granados
Marylee Hannan
Jane M. Hauser
Michael C. Heyse
Bonnie A. Kirkland
Deborah Kravitz
Barbara E. Larson
Susan P. Leviton
Dismas N. Locaria
Elizabeth C. Lovoy
Ruth A. Lusby
Cara J. Luther
Megan K. Mechak
Miller & Brasington, P.L.
Shannon M. Miller
Melisa M. C. Moonan
Sheryl J. Negron
Christine Barilla Nell
Evelyn D. Pisegna-Cook
Brett D. Rogers
Bryan Roslund
Maureen L. Rowland
Leah J. Seaton
The Hon. Nancy B. Shuger
& H. Mark Colvin

Jennifer A. Smith
Jenny L. Smith
Thomas E. Spath
Adrienne Williams-Conover
Roger C. Wolf

Paul Cordish Memorial
Writing Fund

David S. Cordish
Paul Cordish Memorial Fund

Charles Crane Family Foundation
Conflict Resolution Education
Program

Charles Crane Family
Foundation, Inc.

DLA Piper Scholarship Fund
Kenneth S. Aneckstein
Frank & Elisabeth Burch
DLA Piper
Joseph G. Finnerty III
Marta D. Harting
Brett Ingerman
Richard E. Levine
Richard J. Marks
Paul S. Novak
Richard P. Rector
Jonathan D. Smith
Robert W. Smith, Jr.
Stacie E. Tobin
Earl S. Wellschlager
Gina M. Zawitoski

Robert E. L. Eaton and Sue
T. Eaton Library Resource Fund

Robert E. L. Eaton, Jr.

Christine A. Edwards Scholarship
Fund

Christine A. Edwards

Catherine S. Edwards Memorial
Scholarship Fund

Kimberly A. Donaldson—Gift
in Memory of: Chrystal T.
Edwards

Business Law Program Fund
Wilbert H. Sirota

Environmental Defense Fund
Jocelyn C. Adkins
Lori L. Bruun
Richard G. Butchok
Robert J. Carson
Jonathan Cheng
Thomas B. Conway
Erin M. Fitzsimmons
Renee M. Frank
Ruthellen Hammer
Ann S. Hobbs

Daniel W. Ingersoll
Timothy W. Josiah
Jon E. Kallen
Charles F. Littleton
Mark L. Matulef
Elizabeth A. Milito
Robert V. Percival
Paul L. Sorisio
R. Wayne Sweney
Lewis J. Taylor

Special Gifts to the Laura Mrozek
Public Interest Grant in honor
of her retirement:

Carrie Anne Bland
Andrew C. Brought
Robert A. Cage
Susan S. Chang
Apple Chapman & Paul
R. Versace

Margaret H. Clune
Philip F. Diamond
Sara R. Cohen Fidler
Kimberle E. Dodd
Elizabeth S. Donley
Ulka P. Ghanta
Joanna Boettinger Goger
James A. Goodwin
Jeanne M. Grasso
Terry J. Harris
Gregory A. Hope
Evan M. Isaacson
Shana E. Jones
Karin M. Krchnak
Tracy D. Kulikowski
Jennifer L. Lewis
Cortney L. Madea
Karyn B. Marsh
Jennifer L Marshall
Laura V. Mrozek
Ryane M. Necessary
F. Patrick Ostronic
Brian M. Perlberg
Kelly E. Pfeifer
William & Rebecca
Piermattei

Alison H. Prost
Mary S. Raivel
Jennifer M. Schwartzott
Melanie Shepherdson
Matthew Shudtz
Andrea L. Silvia
Susan M. Speer
Michael F. Strande
Cynthia L Tippett
John C. Weiss, Jr.
Wade B. Wilson

John F. Fader, II Scholarship
Endowment Fund

Danoff & King
The Hon. John F. Fader, II

M A K I N G A N I M PA C T

Vanessa Schultz
Amanda Schwartzkopf
Jonathan Scruggs
Joseph Selba
Octavia Shulman
Clayton Solomon
Xochitl S. Strohbehn
Caleisha Stuckey
Karlyn Sweetman
Melissa Thompson
Anne Tinoco
Jessica Trinh
Danielle Turnipseed
Adriana Verleysen
Chris Villator
Radiance Walters
Teva Weissman
Rhona Williams

2010
(Current students)
Donors
Michelle D. Albert
Anne P. Blackfield
Christine M. Bowman
M. Jason Brooke
Justin C. Callaway
Caroline L. Farrell
Anthony M. Gallegos
Duty D. Greene
Benjamin H. Huh
Jessica L. A. Marks
Keith A. Shebairo
Alexis P. Slater
Joanne E. Spilich
Heather A. Talley
Maximilian L. Tondro

2011
(Current students)
Donors
Karinna M. Arroyo
Marita O. Ayodele
Amy B. Caiazza
Daniella Casseres
Kathryn L. D'Adamo
Helen M. Dalphonse
Alexander C. Huggins
Emily C. Jaskot
Helena C. Mastrogianis
Jennifer McManus
Alexandra E. Millard
Theresa C. Morse
April M. Morton
Jasmin A. Nunez
David Pantzer

Matthew L. Peters
Edward J. Reilly
Alison M. Rosholt
Shauna L. Stringham
Javier Tirado
James F. Van Der Schalie
George R. Waddington
Perry N. Wasserman

2012
(Current students)
Donors
Adam D. Block
Andrea N. Johnson
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David B. Grahek
William L. & Theodora H.
Reynolds, II
Lipmon C. Woon

Fedder Environment Fund for the
School of Law

Joel D. & Ellen S. Fedder—Gift
in Honor of: Herbert S. Garten

Robert G. & Amy F. Pollokoff

Marc Feldman Memorial Fund
Taunya L. Banks
Douglas L. Colbert
David B. Grahek
Robert I. Keller
Peter E. Quint
Katherine L. Vaughns

John E. Fetzer Institute, Inc. Law,
Leadership and Professionalism
Initiative

The John E. Fetzer Institute, Inc.

Charles O. Fisher Scholarship
Fund

Charles O. & Margaret G.
Fisher, Sr.—Gift in Honor of:
Miriam L. Fisher & Lawrence
J. Yumkas

Miriam L. Fisher & Lawrence
J. Yumkas

Charles & Gail B. Yumkas—Gift
in Honor of: Charles O. &
Margaret G. Fisher, Sr.

Miriam L. Fisher & Lawrence
J. Yumkas

Forensic Scholarship Fund
Center for Forensic Economic
Studies

Ronald P. Fish Memorial Fund
R. Kelvin Antill
Joseph J. Bellinger
Paul K. & Kathleen Casey
Robert B. Curran
Sophie M. Dagenais
A. Robert Davison & Paula Katz
Eugene A. Diprinzio
Geri Elias
Philip G. Enstice
Jay A. Epstien
Robert M. & Maureen M. Ercole
Stuart & Ellen H. Fine
Vicki Finkelstein
Monte & Eileen Fried
Roger K. & Harriet H. Garfink
David Good & Lori A. Nicolle
Mrs. Marci I. Gordon
The Hon. Kingdon & Mary
Gould, Jr.

Barry C. Greenberg & Brenda
Wilson

Peter H. & Ulrike Gunst
Ardyth L. Hall
Richard J. & Margaret C.
Himelfarb

Charles S. Hirsch
Jacqueline L. Hirsh
Theodore W. Hirsh
Philip M. Horowitz
James F. Knott Realty Group
Nicole M. Lacoste-Bowles
Lipman, Frizzell & Mitchell
Sylvia T. Marcus
Timothy F. McCormack
Ronald D. & Carol C. Mettam
Norman E. Parker, Jr.
Benton Pumpian
Russell R. Reno, Jr.
J. Paul Rieger
John H. & Susan Obrecht Riehl, IV
Richard Rubin
Lawrence R. & Jill R. Seidman
Brian R. Cyr & Lila G. Shapiro-Cyr
Kevin L. Shepherd
Sher, Garner, Cahill, Richter, Klein
& Hilbert, L.L.C.
Sherwood Partners LLC
Alexander & Patricia Short
Shulman Rogers Gandal Pordy
& Ecker PA

Sidney Silber
Michael W. Skojec
Mary K. Tilghman & Raymond
G. Truitt

Judith Tortora
Charles & Mary Jo Wagandt
Judith S. Waranch
S. Nelson & Barbara K. Weeks
Dorrit F. Westheimer
Wexford Science and
Technology, LLC

Kelly M. Wrenn

France-Merrick Foundation Fund
for Linking Law and Art

Sigmund G. Libowitz

Bennett Gilbert Gaines
Scholarship Fund

Leon D. Katz
J. Thomas Wolfe

Gallagher, Evelius & Jones, LLP
Endowed Fund

Gallagher, Evelius & Jones, LLP
Thomas B. Lewis

General Scholarship Fund
David A. Baker
The Hon. Lynne A. Battaglia
Jack F. Billig

Janet L. Callis
John H. Carter, III
Stanton J. Collins, Jr.
The Hon. Andre M. Davis &
Jessica Strauss

Meryl L. K. Eddy
Christopher B. Edwards
Samuel E. & Margaret P. Fauver
Robert T. Franklin
David H. Gamble
Elaine Q. S. Gill
David S. Iannucci
Yelee Y. Kim
Stephen M. LeGendre
The Hon. Benson E. Legg
Ava E. Lias-Booker &

Earl Thomas Booker, IV
Patricia A. Logan
David C. Palmer
Melissa L. Peppe
Estate of Louis M. Riehl
William J. Riina
The Hon. George L. Russell, Jr.
Jonathan P. Stebenne
The Hon. Joseph D. Tydings
Joyce L. Wright
Claudia J. Zuckerman

Larry S. Gibson Legacy
Fellowship Fund

Lynette P. Adams
The Hon. M. Christine
Allen-Jackson

Steven J. Anderson
Abe A. Bailey
Orlando D. Barnes
Robert Birdsong, Jr.
Rodolphe N. Brioche
Wayne A. & Joanne
Saunders Brooks

Andrea Molette Brown
Lawrence J. Bullard
Clarence L. Campbell
Eileen A. Carpenter
The Hon. Alice P. & John
L. Clark, Jr.

The Hon. Brenda A. Clark
Patricia A. Cole-Smith
The Hon. Andre M. Davis
Emerson L. Dorsey, Jr.
Daphne D. Duverney
Millicent D. Edwards-Gordon
Jeanne M. Franklin
Carolyn E. Frazier
Patricia L. Gatling
The Hon. Melanie M.
Shaw Geter

Roberta L. Gill
Julie D. Goodwin
David B. Grahek
Frederick C. Grant
The Hon. Clayton Greene, Jr.

Khalilah Nugent Harris
Arielle A. Harry-Bess
Yvonne B. Herndon
Linda W. Hurd
Louis G. Hutt, Jr.
Lisa L. Jackson
Franklin M. Lee
Jacques E. & Martha W.
Leeds, Sr.

Ronald P. Locke
Cara J. Luther
Alemayehu G. Mariam
Belinda Matlock
Patricia Minikon
The Hon. Kenneth C.
Montague, Jr.

Howard P. Nicholson
Tyrone D. Press
Solomon Reddick
Robyn L. Reyes
William A. Sherman, II
DeHaven L. Smith
Edward Smith, Jr.
Joyce H. Stanley
Betty A. Stemley
Kenneth Talley
Katherine L. Vaughns
The Hon. Rodney C. Warren
Kenneth M. Williams
Romaine N. Williams
Rosetta Kerr Wilson
Priscilla Wilson-Milton

Everett Goldberg Fund
David B. Grahek
Robert I. Keller
Peter E. Quint
Katherine L. Vaughns

Robert M. Goldman Scholarship
Fund

Robert M. Goldman

Joseph R. Hardiman Scholarship
Endowment

Joseph R. Hardiman

Law & Health Care Fund
John M. Bird
Jane E. Cappiello
E. Philip Franke, III
Iyanrick W. John
Anne S. Langley
John F. Lessner
Eugenia L. Liu
Roseanne M. Matricciani
J. Michael McGuire
William I. Weston

Isaac & Catharine S. Hecht
Scholarship Fund

Catharine S. Hecht*

Dr. Richard H. Heller Fund
The Hon. Ellen M. Heller & Shale

D. Stiller

Judge Ellen M. Heller and Shale
D. Stiller, Esq. Scholarship
Endowment

The Hon. Ellen M. Heller & Shale
D. Stiller

Professor Stanley S. Herr Fund
for Disability Rights and
Social Justice

Douglas L. Colbert
Lily Gold
Robert I. Keller
Peter E. Quint
Joshua Udler
Katherine L. Vaughns

HIV Legal Representation Fund
Maryland Legal Services

Corporation

Samuel and Anne Hopkins
Scholarship Fund

Henry & Nancy Hopkins
T. Rowe Price Associates, Inc.

Houff Scholarship Fund
Edward F. Houff

International and Comparative
Law Program

Chrystal T. Edwards*
William L. & Theodora H.
Reynolds, II
Roger D. & Karen Winston

Maryland Katrina and Indigent
Defense Fund

Sedira Banan
Lawrence Bendik—Gift
in Honor of: Veronica Berruz

Mary Berg
Juanita Berruz—Gift in Honor of:
Veronica Berruz

Veronica Berruz
Evelyn Brumsted
Gustavo Gutierrez
Jennifer C. Haire
Michael Haire
Frank R. Hubbard
Michele Jacklin
Teresa K. LaMaster
Bob & Mary Jo Loftus
Tom Loftus
Lourdes Maldonado
Melisa M. C. Moonan
Yvette Oquendo-Berruz
Nancy F. Rheingrover
Tom & Yvonne Ricciuti

Vicki Schieber
Laurie E. Scudder
Maureen A. Sweeney
Holly Syrrakos
Douglas G. Tilley
Michael P. & Lisa Burton
Van Alstine

Alicia H. Welch

Leadership Scholars Legacy
Endowment

Michelle D. Albert
Karinna M. Arroyo
Marita O. Ayodele
Veronica Berruz
Anne P. Blackfield
Adam D. Block
M. Jason Brooke
Amy B. Caiazza
Justin C. Callaway
Daniella Casseres
Paulina Casseres
Kathryn L. D’Adamo
Helen M. Dalphonse
Caroline L. Farrell
Anthony M. Gallegos
Vince Gallegos
Duty D. Greene
Joanne S. Hawana
Henry & Nancy Hopkins
Alexander C. Huggins
Benjamin H. Huh
Daniel W. Ingersoll
Emily C. Jaskot
Andrea N. Johnson
Danfeng Koon
Jonathan M. Kucskar
Anna R. Kuperstein
Emily L. Levenson
Kathryn Mallon
Jessica L. A. Marks
Ronald Marryott
Helena C. Mastrogianis
Puja P. Mehta
Alexandra E. Millard
Theresa C. Morse
April M. Morton
Jasmin A. Nunez
David Pantzer
Matthew L. Peters
Edward J. Reilly
Alison M. Rosholt
Bryan K. Saxton
Nina H. Schichor
Reena K. Shah
Keith A. Shebairo
Alexis P. Slater
Joanne E. Spilich
John T. Stinson
Shauna L. Stringham
Heather A. Talley
Lewis J. Taylor

Javier Tirado
Maximilian L. Tondro
James F. Van Der Schalie
Roberto Vela
George R. Waddington
Elisabeth S. Walden
Marcus L. Wang
Perry N. Wasserman
Alicia H. Welch
Alicia L. Wilson
Aileen B. Xenakis

Levin and Gann Award for
Excellence

Levin & Gann, P.A.

Andrew D. Levy Scholarship Fund
(Gifts in Memory of: The Hon.
Stanley M. Levy)

Frank & Pam Baglieri
Rachelle F. Bernstecker
The Hon. Nathan Braverman
& Lynn B. Sassin

Edythe C. Brienza
Brown, Goldstein & Levy, LLP
Christine AnnWest Cataldo—
Gift in Memory of: Harold West

Edwin L. Colodny
Ann L. Dyer
Allen J. Farrar
Marian Fisher
Gordon Croft Foundation
Dorothy Guttman
Allan P. Hillman
H. Judith Jarrell
Andrew D. & Sandra R. Levy
The Hon. Stanley M.* & Harriet
Z. Levy—Gift in Memory of:
Morton Blumberg

Roberta Levy-Dodge
Patricia F. O’Connor
Abigail S. Reed
Linda Shiffman
Francine F. Sobon
Stephen J. Wagner
Edith Weisdorf
Harold West
Laura Williams
Susan C. Zimmerman

Law Library Fund
Stanley D. Abrams
Taunya L. Banks
Christine Jochim Boote
James T. Carroll
Kristine Easley—Gift in
Memory of: Ryan H. Easley

Martin Flajnik
Charles & Beverly K. Freeland
Caroline M. French
Andrew A. Gerber
Asst. Dean Barbara S. Gontrum

Barbara S. Gontrum
David B. Grahek
Tacey J. Himelfarb
F. Robert Hunter, III
Malloy & Malloy Attorneys
Patrick D. Malloy
Emilie Martinko—Gift in
Memory of: Ryan H. Easley

Thomas D. Ranck
DeHaven L. Smith
Pamela Bluh Van Oosten
Lipmon C. Woon

Loan Repayment Assistance
Progam

Taunya L. Banks
Melissa Baum
Dawna Cobb
Emerson L. Dorsey, Jr.
David B. Grahek
David S. Iannucci
Ronald Kasl
Robert I. Keller
Lewis J. Taylor
Ellen M. Weber
Patricia M. Zweibel

Morton & Sophia Macht Dean’s
Fund

The Macht Philanthropic Fund
of The Associated: Jewish
Community Federation of
Baltimore

Amy Macht
Lois K. & Phillip Macht

The Gilbert and Jaylee Mead
Scholarship and Fellowship
Fund

Citi Global Impact Funding
Trust, Inc.

Jaylee Mead

Miles & Stockbridge Endowment
for Excellence in Business Law

Anonymous
Mr. & Mrs. Edward J. Adkins
Charles T. Bowyer
Timothy R. Casgar
Michele Levy Cohen
Henryka W. G. Craig
John R. Devine
Steven D. Frenkil
John B. Frisch
Joseph W. & Virginia A.
Hovermill

Michael F. Le Mire
WilliamW. McAllister, Jr.
Miles & Stockbridge

Foundation, Inc.
John H. Murray
Bernard G. Peter, Jr.
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In addition tomaking
an annual gift between

July 1, 2008 and
June 30, 2009, donors

listed in bold also
have made amajor

gift to theMaking an
Impact campaign

as of June 30, 2009.

>>

Anonymous

Gina M. Adams

Cheryl Adkins

Bonnie E. Allen

Scott Allen, Sr.

R. Kelvin Antill

Suzanne W. Applefeld

Duane & Donna Arbogast

Gloria L. Asrael

Patricia A. Atkinson-Wagner

Frank & Pam Baglieri

Dean Jose Bahamonde-Gonzalez

E. Clinton & Katharine E.

Bamberger

Sedira Banan

Taunya L. Banks

Richard P. Barth

Carol U. Barton

Arlene J. Bekman

The Hon. Robert M. Bell

M A K I N G A N I M PA C T

F R I E NDS

Friends are individuals that contribute their time, effort and finacncial resources to advancing our
mission. Friends include parents, spouses, family members, legal professionals and more. The School
of Law thanks all its friends for their generous contributions.

Frederick W. Runge, Jr.
John R. Rutledge
Mitchell W. Shapiro
Ronald E. & Ellen Shapiro
Milton R. Smith, Jr.
John A. Stalfort
Matthew S. & Donna P. Sturtz
J. W. ThompsonWebb
Stephen C. Winter
Jefferson V. Wright

M. Peter Moser Fund for Law,
Ethics and Public Service

Moser Family Foundation, Inc
Elizabeth K. Moser—Gift in
Memory of: M. Peter Moser

The Honorable William H. and
Madeline W. Murphy
Scholarship Endowment

Anonymous
The Hon. William H. Murphy, Jr.

Donald Murray Loan Assistance
Fund

Baltimore Community Foundation
The Honorable Samuel I.

Rosenberg

Leonard C. Homer/Ober|Kaler
Law and Health Care Fund

Ober | Kaler

Osborne Family Scholarship
Fund

Hamish S. & Christine Osborne

Nathan Patz Law Center Fund
(Gifts in Memory of:
Doris Patz)

Suzanne W. Applefeld
Jack F. Billig
Shirley B. Brown
Jane W. Cohen
Community Foundation of
New Jersey

Norman Du Bois
Hackerman Foundation
Willard Hackerman
Barbara J. Hament
H. Thomas Howell
Joseph J. Katz
William G. & Susan M. Kolodner
Morris A. Mechanic Foundation,
Inc.—Gift in Memory of:
Morris A. Mechanic

Clarisse B. Mechanic
Allen R. & Ellen P. Myers
Robert Myers
Doris Patz*—Gift in Honor of:
Andrew Heller

Gerry C. Heller

Thomas P. Heller
Mary Katherine & Charles

Scheeler
Lois K. Sigethy
Lynne E. Starman
Suzanne L. Wolfson

Roger Redden Memorial Fund
Carol U. Barton
Frank & Elisabeth Burch
David Knox
Elizabeth K. Moser
Gretchen Redden
William L. & Theodora H.
Reynolds, II
Frederick Steinmann
Ann M. Stiller
The Hon.Thomas J. Waxter, Jr.
The Hon. WilliamW. Wenner

Rifkin, Livingston, Levitan &
Silver, LLC/Edgar Silver
Scholarship Fund

Rifkin, Livingston, Levitan
& Silver LLC

Rothenberg Memorial
Scholarship Fund

Lawrence D. Rogers
Jack L. Rothenberg

Karen H. Rothenberg Fund for
Public Service

Gina M. Adams
Bonnie E. Allen
Kirsten Andrews Woelper
Kenneth S. Aneckstein
James K. Archibald
Associated Jewish Community
Federation

Katherine E. Baer
Jose Bahamonde-Gonzalez
Mary C. Baldwin
E. Clinton & Katharine E.
Bamberger

Betty Cockrill Bannat
Richard P. Barth
Mary Patricia Baxter
Mr. & Mrs. Paul D. Bekman
James R. Benjamin, Jr.
Timothy F. & Megan Rector
Berger

Richard O. Berndt
Rosanne F. Bernstein
Dina Kargon Billian
Laura B. Black
Brenda Bratton Blom
David S. Bogen & Patricia
Y. Ciricillo

Jeffrey W. Bolotin
Robert R. Bowie, Jr.
Kathryn Webb Bradley

Debbie S. Buchwald
Raymond D. Burke
The Hon. John Carroll Byrnes
Paul S. Caiola
E. Trippe Callahan, Jr.
J. Douglas Campbell
Rhonda Pindell Charles
The Hon. Howard S. & The Hon.
Deborah K. Chasanow
Danielle & Louis Citron
Heather Doherty Clark
Dawna Cobb
Ward B. Coe, III
Sean C. Connors
Mark D. & Judith Coplin
Brian R. Cyr & Lila G. Shapiro-Cyr
Thomas C. Dame & Denise
M. Duval

Anne M. Deady
Maura L. DeMouy & Kevin M.
Robertson
DLA Piper
Kathleen Donohue
Evert Weathersby Houff
Martha Ertman
Lisa M. Fairfax
Joel D. & Ellen S. Fedder
James M. Fensterwald
Joseph G. Finnerty III
Miriam L. Fisher & Lawrence

J. Yumkas—Gift in Honor of:
Charles & Gail Yumkas

James F. Forsyth
Gordon D. Fronk
Erik Fulwider & Nicole Forel
Gallagher, Evelius & Jones, LLP
Herbert S. Garten
Jamie & Andrea Seltzer Gillespie
Saul E. Gilstein
T. Sue Gladhill
Marion K. & Daniel S. Goldberg
Barbara S. Gontrum
Sarajane Greenfeld
Peter H. & Ulrike Gunst
Susan Hankin
Hilary Hansen
Joseph R. Hardiman
Deborah Hellman & Derek Brown
Michael M. Henigan
Ethel B. Hill
Diane E. Hoffmann
Mary Alice Hohing
David H. Hollander, Jr.
Henry & Nancy Hopkins
Edward F. Houff
Danielle E. Howarth
Renee Hutchins
John B. Isbister
Veronica R. Jennings
Joe Tydings Family Foundation
Elizabeth M. Kameen
Sarah R. Kaplan

Sherri Keene
Peter E. Keith
Robert R. Kern, Jr.
Andrew King
James W. Kirk
Gary E. Klausner
Frances Knopf
Alvin J. Kraft
Kramon & Graham, P.A.
John W. Kraus
Sharon S. Krevor-Weisbaum
Teresa K. LaMaster
Jessica B. Lang
Victor H. & Jean S. Laws, III
Susan P. Leviton
Jill A. Lion
Mary R. Marta
Jamie D. McCourt
James M. McDowell
McGuire Woods LLP
Mary Helen McNeal
Bruce S. Mendelsohn
Linda J. Meng
Miles & Stockbridge, P.C.
Michael Millemann
Paula A. Monopoli
Harold & Barbara
Mordkofsky

Dana L. Morris
Elizabeth K. Moser—Gift in
Memory of: M. Peter Moser

Kelly A. Casey Mullally
The Hon. William H. Murphy, Jr.
William H. Murphy, III
Rhonda S. Neuhaus
Lewis A. Noonberg
Shelley R. Nyman
MatthewW. Oakey
Mary E. O’Byrne
Hamish S. & Christine Osborne
Mr. & Mrs. Glenn C. Parker, Sr.
Karen K. Pasciuto
Louis Patalano, IV
Robert V. Percival
Michael Pinard
Matthew L. Pirnot
Joanne & Mark Pollak
Deborah Lynne Potter
Bryan Thomas Pugh
Constance K. Putzel
Peter E. Quint
David E. Raderman
Marie H. Razulis
William L. & Theodora H.
Reynolds, II
Mary Alice Richardson
Judith Horowitz Richter
Trish Rider
Mary Jo Rodney
The Hon. Samuel I. Rosenberg
The Hon. David & Phyllis
Cheek Ross

Eleanor Rothenberg
Karen H. Rothenberg & Jeffrey

Seltzer
Mark A. & Laura Rothstein
Margaret Walsh Rudmann
Stuart M. & Suzanne B.

Salsbury
Saul Ewing LLP
Mary Katherine & Charles

Scheeler
Eugene H. & Alice A.

Schreiber
Sheldon P. Schuman
The Schwab Fund for
Charitable Giving

Becky Seltzer
Jana Singer
James R. Smith
Heather L. Spurrier
Maxwell Stearns
William C. Stifler, III
Student Bar Association
Robert E. Suggs
David A. Super
Judith K. Sykes
Otho M. Thompson
Maximilian L. Tondro
The Hon. Joseph D. Tydings
Michael P. & Lisa Burton
Van Alstine

Irving E. Walker
Andrea R. S. Watkins
Rebecca A. Weaver
Ellen M. Weber

Cyril H. Wecht
Deborah J. Weimer
Marley S. Weiss
Marilyn AnnWennes
Lisa B. Williams
Howard D. Wilson, Jr.
Rachel A. Wohl
Roger C. Wolf
Gordon G. & Ruth Fleischer
Young

Charles & Gail B. Yumkas
Zuckerman Spaeder, LLP

Karen Rothenberg and Jeffrey
Seltzer Law & Health Care
Program Endowment

Karen H. Rothenberg & Jeffrey
Seltzer

Stuart M. and Suzanne B.
Salsbury Trial Advocacy Fund

Stuart M. & Suzanne B. Salsbury

Schochor, Federico, & Staton
Scholarship Fund

Schochor, Federico and
Staton, P.A.

Ronald L. and Faith M. Schreiber
Scholarship Fund

Edgar L. & Faith Schreiber
Feingold—Gift in Memory of:
Melvin Berger

Rochelle Lipsitz

Eugene H. & Alice A. Schreiber
Martin H. Schreiber II
Mr. & Mrs. Frank Terracina

Larry B. Shoda Award Fund
Alton A. Shoda

Lucy Wing-Yee ShumMemorial
Fund

Amarillo Children’s Clinic
Kevin M. Capinpin
Ingrid Loh
Erica Mah
Joanna Fong Yeh

Carole & Hanan Sibel Family
Fund

Hanan Y. & Carole Sibel

Judge Simon Sobeloff Prize Fund
Community Foundation of
Frederick County

Michael J. & Sally Kliegman
Katherine L. Vaughns
Steven E. Zalesch

Joseph D. Tydings Fellowship
ToddW. Donaldson
J.S. Plank and D.M. Dicarlo
Family Foundation, Inc.

Martha R. Lancaster
The Hon. Timothy F.
Maloney

Ciaran P. McCarron

Preximco Inc.
The Hon. Joseph D. Tydings

Venable Dean’s Fund for
Excellence Endowment

William A. Agee
Gary M. Almeter
Matthew R. Alsip
James K. Archibald
Jessica B. Boston
Michael L. & Laura A.
Skowronski Bouyea

George E. Constantine
Gregory D. Galli
James & Sabine Hanks
Mary Ellen R. Himes
John B. Howard
Arnold E. Jablon
Sigmund G. Libowitz
Colleen M. Mallon
Meghan E. Maloney
Viktoriya Mikityanskaya
Shpigelman

Timmy F. Ruppersberger
James L. & Barbara B. Shea
Venable Foundation, Inc.
Kedrick N. Whitmore
Timothy G. Woodhouse
W. Robert Zinkham

Women, Leadership & Equality
Program

Migsie Richlin
Roger D. & Karen Winston
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Joseph J. Bellinger
Lawrence Bendik
Mary Berg
Blair Berman
Rachelle F. Bernstecker
Juanita Berruz
Samuel Billups
Brenda Bratton Blom
Natalie Blum—Gift in
Memory of: David Blum

David S. Bogen & Patricia
Y. Ciricillo

Earl Thomas Booker, IV
Charles T. Bowyer
Edythe C. Brienza
Robert & Frances T. Brown
Gloria G. Brown
Shirley B. Brown
Alice A. Brumbaugh
Evelyn Brumsted
James F. Brungo
Elisabeth Harper Burch
Evelyn Omega Cannon
Kevin M. Capinpin
Jane Cappiello
Paul K. & Kathleen L. Casey
Timothy R. Casgar
Paulina Casseres
Christine AnnWest Cataldo
The Hon. Deborah K. Chasanow
Phyllis Cheek Ross
MeeHo Chin
Danielle & Louis Citron
Dawna Cobb
Jane W. Cohen
Douglas L. Colbert
Edwin L. Colodny
Karen Czapanskiy
Sophie M. Dagenais
Rosetta K. DeVito
Michael I. Diamond
Eugene A. Diprinzio
Kristin C. Dollase
Kimberly A. Donaldson
ToddW. Donaldson
Kathleen Donohue
Norman Du Bois
Ann L. Dyer
Kristine Easley
Crystal Edwards
Kathleen A. Egeli
Geri Elias
Philip G. Enstice
Jay A. Epstien
Maureen M. Ercole
Martha Ertman
John Everett
Lisa M. Fairfax
Allen J. Farrar
Samuel E. & Margaret
P. Fauver

Ellen S. Fedder
Faith Schreiber Feingold
Stuart & Ellen H. Fine

Vicki Finkelstein
Mitzi Fish
Margaret G. Fisher
Marian Fisher
Morton P. Fisher, Jr.
Martin Flajnik
George E. Fleming
James F. Forsyth
Newton B. Fowler, III
Eileen Fried
Erik Fulwider & Nicole Forel
Vince Gallegos
Roger K. & Harriet H. Garfink
Donald G. Gifford
Jamie & Andrea Seltzer
Gillespie

Barbara S. Gilliss
T. Sue Gladhill
Lily Gold
Daniel S. Goldberg
Barbara S. Gontrum
David Good & Lori A. Nicolle
Marci I. Gordon
Francis X. Gormley
The Hon. Kingdon &
Mary Gould, Jr.

David B. Grahek
Oscar Gray
I. Michael Greenberger
Sarajane Greenfeld
Maxine Z. Grosshans
Ulrike Gunst
Gustavo Gutierrez
Dorothy Guttman
Willard Hackerman
Jennifer C. Haire
Michael Haire
Ardyth L. Hall
Barbara J. Hament
Susan Hankin
Sabine Hanks
Hilary Hansen
Deborah Hellman &
Derek Brown

Michael M. Henigan
Amy Hennen
Allan P. Hillman
Richard J. & Margaret C.
Himelfarb

Charles S. Hirsch
Jacqueline L. Hirsh
Theodore W. & Beatrice
E. Hirsh

Laura Hoenig
Diane E. Hoffmann
Mary Alice Hohing
Nancy Hopkins
Alan D. & Brenda Hornstein
Philip M. Horowitz
John B. Howard
H. Thomas Howell
Frank R. Hubbard
Renee Hutchins
Sherrilyn A. Ifill

Karen Jackley
Michele Jacklin
Hillary Jacobs
H. Judith Jarrell
Ronald Kasl
Joseph J. & Barbara Katz
Leon D. Katz
Paula Katz
Sandra L. Katz
Sherri Keene
Peter E. Keith
Robert I. Keller
Marguerite Kelley
Andrew King
Michael J. & Sally Kliegman
Charles R. Knisley
David Knox
Susan D. Kronick
Martha R. Lancaster
Rose C. LaPlaca
Selma Rozga Lean
Martha W. Leeds
The Hon. Benson E. Legg
Patricia Leibowitz
Harriet Z. Levy
Sandra R. Levy
Roberta Levy-Dodge
Jill A. Lion
Rochelle Lipsitz
Bob & Mary Jo Loftus
Tom Loftus
Ingrid Loh
Katharine M. Lyon
Amy Macht
Phillip Macht
Erica Mah
Lourdes Maldonado
Kathryn Mallon
The Hon. Timothy F. Maloney
Sylvia T. Marcus
Shirlee A. Marrs
Emilie Martinko—Gift in
Memory of: Ryan H. Easley

Ciaran P. McCarron
George B. McCeney
Timothy F. McCormack
Jennifer McManus
Yvonne V. McMorris
Jaylee M. Mead
Clarisse B. Mechanic
Carolyn F. Meredith
Carol C. Mettam
Ronald D. Mettam
Michael Millemann
Edward E. Moawad
Paula A. Monopoli
Barbara Mordkofsky
Dana L. Morris
Elizabeth K. Moser—
Gift in Memory of:
M. Peter Moser

Laura V. Mrozek
Kelly A. Casey Mullally
John H. Murray

Allen R. Myers
Gail R. Myers
Robert Myers
Shelley R. Nyman
MatthewW. Oakey
Yvette Oquendo-Berruz
Andreas John Ortmeyer
Christine Osborne
Dorothy Parker
Norman E. Parker, Jr.
Barbara Patz
Doris Patz*—Gift in
Honor of: Andrew Heller

Gerry C. Heller
Thomas P. Heller
Robert V. Percival
Michael Pinard
Matthew L. Pirnot
Morton Poland
Mark Pollak
Robert G. & Amy F. Pollokoff—
Gift in Honor of: Joel
D. Fedder

Margaret A. Powell
Garrett Power
Lois Proger
Norman E. Pruitt
Bryan Thomas Pugh
Benton Pumpian
Peter E. Quint
David E. Raderman
Gretchen Redden
Sharon Reece
Abigail S. Reed
Brian Reeves
Russell R. Reno, Jr.
William L. & Theodora H.
Reynolds, II
Nancy F. Rheingrover
Tom & Yvonne Ricciuti
Trish Rider
J. Paul Rieger
John H. & Susan Obrecht
Riehl, IV

Mary Jo Rodney
Lawrence D. Rogers
The Hon. Samuel I. Rosenberg
Lora A. Rosenthal
Eleanor Rothenberg
Jack L. Rothenberg
Karen H. Rothenberg &

Jeffrey Seltzer
Mark A. & Laura Rothstein
Vicki Schieber
Alice A. Schreiber
Laurie E. Scudder
Becky Seltzer
Ellen Shapiro
Gerald T. Shea
James L. & Barbara B. Shea
G. Daniel Shealer, Jr.
Tina H. Sheller
Kevin L. Shepherd
Linda Shiffman

>>
Membership in the
Legacy Council is
extended to all

individuals who have
included the School

of Law in their
estate planning.

Donors listed in bold
have made amajor

gift to theMaking an
Imapact campaign
as of June 30, 2009.

JuneW. Auerbach
John H. Barrett*
Frederick E. Beachley*
Mary Elizabeth Kurz Bright
T. Carroll Brown
William M. Canby*
The Hon. Clayton C. Carter
A. Samuel Cook
Gerald H. * & Phyllis N. Cooper
Mark D. & Judith Coplin
Chrystal T. Edwards*
Robert Farkas*
Joel D. Fedder

Edgar L. & Faith Schreiber
Feingold

Stanford G. Gann, Sr.
Martha L. Ham*
Joseph R. Hardiman
The Hon. Joel A. Harmatz
Emma Ruth Hedeman*
Stanley Herr*
Alan D. & Brenda Hornstein
Francis N. Iglehart, Jr.*
Victor H. Laws, Sr.
Ava E. Lias-Booker
James B. Maginnis*

M. Jacqueline McCurdy
Abel J. Merrill
Elizabeth Moser
Helen Katona Neel*
Philip E. Nuttle, Jr.*
Leonard A. Orman
Hamish S. & Christine Osborne
Glenn & Dorothy Parker
Doris Patz*
William J. Pittler
James C. Praley
Constance K. Putzel
John Corey Qua

Gretchen Redden
Charles P. Revoile
Louis M. Riehl*
Jean G. Rogers
Karen Rothenberg & Jeffrey

Seltzer
Milton Saul*
Eugene H. Schreiber
Mary W. Stanton*
Michael P. & Lisa Burton
Van Alstine

Daniel E. Wagner
Paul F. Wooden*

M A K I N G A N I M PA C T

LEGACY COUNC I L

The Legacy Council recognized generous, forward-looking donors who have included the School
of Law in their estate planning. Through long-range gift planning, graduates and friends leave a
lasting legacy at the law school in the form of bequests, gift annuities, charitable remainder trusts
and donations of life insurance.

Alton A. Shoda
Alexander & Patricia Short
Carole Sibel
Lois K. Sigethy
Sidney Silber
Jana Singer
James R. Smith
Francine F. Sobon
John A. Stalfort
Lynne E. Starman
Maxwell Stearns
Marc I. Steinberg
Gail M. Stern
Ann M. Stiller

Shale D. Stiller
Jessica Strauss
Robert E. Suggs
Lawrence M. Sung
Maureen A. Sweeney
Holly Syrrakos
Douglas G. Tilley
Elysia Tomlinson
Judith Tortora
Raymond G.Truitt & Mary
K. Tilghman

E. Nancy Tuckett
Michael P. & Lisa Burton
Van Alstine

Pamela Bluh Van Oosten
Katherine L. Vaughns
Sarah E. Vogelhut
Charles & Mary Jo Wagandt
Stephen J. Wagner
Nancy E. Walls
J. W. ThompsonWebb
Ellen M. Weber
S. Nelson & Barbara K. Weeks
Deborah J. Weimer
ArleenWeiner
Edith Weisdorf
Marley S. Weiss
Dorrit F. Westheimer

Laura Williams
Adrienne Williams-Conover
Karen Winston
Roger C. Wolf
Suzanne L. Wolfson
Lipmon C. Woon
Kelly M. Wrenn
Jefferson V. Wright
Frances M. Young
Gordon G. & Ruth Fleischer Young
Gail B. Yumkas
Steven E. Zalesch
Robert & Heather Zavod
Susan C. Zimmerman

M A K I N G A N I M PA C T
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CHAIR

PAUL BEKMAN, ESQ. (’71)
Salsbury ClementsBekmanMarder& Adkins, LLC
300West Pratt Street, Suite 450
Baltimore, MD 21201

MEMBERS

ALISON L. ASTI (’79)
Gordon, Feinblatt, Rothman,
Hoffberger & Hollander
233 East Redwood Street
Baltimore, MD 21202

THE HON. LYNNE A. BATTAGLIA (’74)
Court of Appeals of Maryland
361 Rowe Boulevard, Third Floor
Annapolis, MD 21401

THE HON. ROBERTM. BELL
Chief Judge
Court of Appeals of Maryland
111 North Calvert Street, Room 634
Baltimore, MD 21202

THE HON. RICHARD D. BENNETT (’73)
U.S. District Court of Maryland
101 West Lombard Street
Baltimore, MD 21201

LAURA BLACK (’88)
Baltimore, MD

DONNA R. BLAUSTEIN (’71)
Law Office of Donna R. Blaustein
One Aventura Executive Center
20900 NE 30th Avenue
Suite 403
Aventura, FL 33180

THE HON. BENJAMIN L. CARDIN (’67)
U. S. Senate
509 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

HARRIET E. COOPERMAN (’78)
Saul, Ewing LLP
100 South Charles Street
Baltimore, MD 21201-2773

THE HON. ANDRE M. DAVIS (’78)
U.S. District Court of Maryland
101 West Lombard Street, Room 520
Baltimore, MD 21201

CHRISTINE A. EDWARDS (’83)
Winston & Strawn
35West Wacker Drive
Chicago, IL 60601

JOSEPH G. FINNERTY III (’87)
DLA Piper
1251 Avenue of the Americas
New York, NY 10020-1104

MIRIAM L. FISHER (’85)
Morgan Lewis & Bockius, LLP
1111 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20004

JAMES J. HANKS, JR. (’67)
Venable, LLP
Two Hopkins Plaza, Suite 1800
Baltimore, MD 21201
THE HON. ELLEN M. HELLER (’77)
Baltimore, MD

THE HON. MARCELLA A. HOLLAND (’83)
Baltimore City Circuit Court
111N. Calvert Street, Room 412
Baltimore, MD 21202

HENRY H. HOPKINS (’68)
Baltimore, MD 21202

ALAN D. HORNSTEIN
Professor Emeritus
University of Maryland School of Law
500W. Baltimore Street
Baltimore, MD 21201

EDWARD F. HOUFF (’77)
Evert Weathersby Houff
120 E. Baltimore Street, Suite 1300
Baltimore, MD 21202

THE HON. BARBARA KERR HOWE (’69)
Baltimore, MD

JOHN B. ISBISTER (’77)
Tydings & Rosenberg, LLP
100 East Pratt Street, 26th Floor
Baltimore, MD 21202

ROBERT J. KIM (’83)
McNamee, Hosea, Jernigan, Kim,
Greenan &Walker, PA
6411 Ivy Lane, Suite 200
Greenbelt, MD 20770

RAYMOND G. LAPLACA (’83)
Knight, Manzi, Nussbaum& LaPlaca, PA
14440 Old Mill Road
Upper Marlboro, MD 20772

LEWIS LEIBOWITZ (’75)
Hogan & Hartson
555 13th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20004

THOMAS B. LEWIS (’76)
Gallagher, Evelius & Jones
218 North Charles Street, Suite 400
Baltimore, MD 21201

AVA E. LIAS-BOOKER (’86)
McGuire Woods
7 Saint Paul Street, Suite 1000
Baltimore, MD 21202

BRUCE S. MENDELSOHN (’77)
Akin Gump Strauss Hauer & Feld LLP
590 Madison Avenue
New York, NY 10022

WILLIAMMURPHY, III
William H. Murphy, Jr. & Associates
12 West Madison Street
Baltimore, MD 21201
HAMISH S. OSBORNE (’86)
Vero Beach, FL

GEORGE F. PAPPAS (’75)
Covington & Burling
1201 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20004-2401

JOANNE E. POLLAK (’76)
Johns Hopkins Health System Corporation
600 North Wolfe Street
Administration 414
Baltimore, MD 21287-1914

PHILLIP A. PROGER (’73)
Jones Day
51 Louisiana Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20001

STUARTM. SALSBURY (’71)
Salsbury Clements Bekman
Marder & Adkins
300West Pratt Street, Suite 450
Baltimore, MD 21201

MARY KATHERINE SCHEELER (’53)
Scheeler & Scheeler
714 East Seminary Avenue
Towson, MD 21286

EDWARD MANNO SHUMSKY (’73)
Partner and CAO
Rabin|Alexander, LLC
4000 Ponce de Leon Blvd., Suite 470
Coral Gables, Florida 33146

HANAN Y. SIBEL (’58)
Lutherville, MD

ARNOLD M.WEINER, ESQ. (’57)
Law Offices of Arnold M. Weiner
2002 Clipper Park Road
Unit #108
Baltimore, MD 21211

Ex-Officio Members
JOSEPH R. HARDIMAN (’62)
(Chair Emeritus)
Baltimore, MD 21212-1053

FRANCIS B. BURCH, JR. (’74)
(Chair Emeritus)
DLA Piper Rudnick Gray Cary
6225 Smith Avenue
Baltimore, MD 21209-3600

| BOARD OF VISITORS |

In addition to making
an annual gift between

July 1, 2007 and
June 30, 2008, donors

listed in bold also
have made amajor gift

to theMaking an
Impact campaign as

of Nov. 12, 2008.

>>

Anonymous (2)
Abraham L. Adler, P.A.
Adrian & Vondy, P.L.C.
ALH Foundation, Inc.
Amarillo Children's Clinic
Associated Jewish

Community Federation
Abe A. Bailey, P.A.
Baker & Baker, P.A.
Mary C. Baldwin, P.A.
Baltimore Community
Foundation

Bank of America United Way
Campaign

Black & Decker Corporation
Law Office of Donna R. Blaustein
Brown, Goldstein & Levy, LLP
Bowie & Jensen, LLC
Center for Forensic Economic
Studies

Charles Crane Family
Foundation, Inc.

Citi Global Impact Funding
Trust, Inc.

Community Foundation of
Frederick Co.

Community Foundation of
New Jersey

Dibble & Miller, P.C.
DLA Piper
Dugan Babij Tolley &
Spector, LLC

Law Offices of Mareen L.
Duvall, Jr.

Evert Weathersby Houff
Fidelity Charitable Gift Fund
Freishtat, Burke, Mullen &
Dubnow, LLC

Friedman & Friedman
Foundation

Gordon D. Fronk, P.A.
Gallagher, Evelius &

Jones, LLP
Christopher G. Gellner, PC
E. Paul Gibson, PC
Gohn, Hankey and Stichel, LLP
Gordon Croft Foundation
Law Offices of Timothy M.
Gunning

Hackerman Foundation
Hanan & Carole Sibel Family
Foundation

Law Offices of Howard M.
Heneson P.A.

Hollis, Cronan & Coale, LLP
J.S. Plank and D.M. Dicarlo
Family Foundation, Inc.

James F. Knott Realty Group
Joe Tydings Family Foundation
John E. Fetzer Institute, Inc.
Karas & Bradford
Law Offices of James Lee
Katz, P.A.

Keith Campbell Foundation
for the Environment

Kramon & Graham, P.A.
Laura & Ronald H. Hoenig
Foundation

Alan Hilliard Legum, P.A.
Lipman, Frizzell & Mitchell
Ruth Atkinson Lusby, P.A.
The Macht Philanthropic Fund
of The Associated: Jewish
Community Federation of
Baltimore

Malloy & Malloy Attorneys

Maryland Charity Campaign
Maryland Legal Services

Corporation
Maryland State Bar
Association, Inc.

Sheryl Gandel Mazur, P.C.
McGuire Woods LLP
Morris A. Mechanic

Foundation, Inc.
Law Offices Merrill &
Cruttenden, P.A.

Miles & Stockbridge
Foundation, Inc.

Miller & Brasington, P.L.
Moser Family Foundation, Inc.
Murphy & Falcon, P.C.
Nash & Associates
National Institute for Trial
Advocacy

Law Offices of Stephen J.
Nolan, Chartered

Ober | Kaler
Paul Cordish Memorial Fund
Deborah L. Potter, P.A.
Potts & Potts P.A.
Preximco Inc.
Proctor & McKee, P.A.
Pyle and Entwistle, Attorney
at Law

Rifkin, Livingston, Levitan &
Silver LLC

Rochlin, Settleman &
Dobres, P.A.

Rosenberg Martin Greenberg, LLP
Saar Associates, Inc.
Saul Ewing LLP
Schochor, Federico and
Staton, P.A.

Law Office of Martin H.
Schreiber II, LLC

The Schwab Fund for
Charitable Giving

Henry E. Schwartz LLC
Select Title & Escrow, Inc.
Sher, Garner, Cahill, Richter,
Klein & Hilbert, L.L.C.

Sherwood Partners LLC
Shulman Rogers Gandal Pordy
& Ecker PA

Southwest Florida Community
Foundation

Paul W. Spence, P.A.
Lawrence B. Steele, III P.A.
Structure Group LLC
Student Bar Association
T. Rowe Price Associates, Inc.—
Gift in Honor of: Henry Hopkins

TRP Program for Charitable Giving
Tydings & Rosenberg, LLP
USWellness, Inc.
Law Offices of Jonathan P.
Van Hoven, P.A.

Venable Foundation, Inc.
Wexford Science and
Technology, LLC

The Whiting-Turner Contracting
Company

William G. Kolodner Attorney, P.A.
Williams, Moore, Shockley,
Harrison, LLP

Workers’ Comp Law Firm, LLC
Law Office of Virginia A.
Zrake, LLC

Zuckerman Spaeder, LLP

M A K I N G A N I M PA C T

ORGAN I ZAT IONAL DONORS

The School of law thanks our corporation, foundation, law firm and other organization partners.
These organizations are committed to advancing the future o flaw in the states of Maryland and
beyond, and together, we continue to serve our communities and accomplish great things.
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MORE THAN 200 GRADUATES GATHERED last fall for
the School of Law’s second Black Law Alumni Reunion,
enjoying a weekend of fun, fellowship, and substantive
discussions about race, law, and society. A highlight of
the weekend was the unveiling of “Thurgood Marshall’s
Early Career in Maryland: 1933-1937,” in the Marshall
Law Library. Drawing on three decades of research by
Professor Larry Gibson, the permanent exhibit reveals
little-known facts and stories about the formative years
of Marshall’s early law practice, and was unveiled by his
widow Cecilia Marshall in a rare public appearance.

A companion exhibit depicted the leadership efforts
of Emerson Dorsey ’79 and Judge Andre Davis ’78, with
student leaders of the Black Law Students Association, to
have the Law Library named in honor of JusticeMarshall.
“Our first reunion five years ago was such a success,
that we had to have another. At the same time, we
sought to make this onemore substantive, more mean-
ingful, andmore fun. I think we succeeded on all counts,”
said Dorsey. “We discussed some very important issues
in the African American community today, raised
awareness about how the Law School faculty is address-
ing these issues, and reconnected with friend and
colleagues from all over the country.”

University of Maryland
School of Law
Black Alumni Second
Reunion and Symposium



October 1
Law & Health Care Program 25th Anniversary Celebration.

October 3
The School of Law will celebrate the appointment of Dean Phoebe A.
Haddon with “The Global Economy, PoliticalWill, and Challenges for
International Trade,” featuring a keynote address by Ambassador Ron
Kirk, U.S. Trade Representative, and an address by Dean Haddon.

October 8
The Environmental Law Program’s annual Ward Kershaw Conference,
“Regulatory Dysfunction in 3D—Toxic Substances Control Act,
Consumer Product Safety Act, and Occupational Health and Safety
Act,” will explore novel concepts for regulating toxic substances
in our homes, workplaces, and natural environment.

October 19-22
UMB Founders Week.

November 4-6
Maryland Public Policy Fellows Program.

November 12-13
The International & Comparative Law Program Conference “Global
Governance and Multilateralism” will feature a keynote address by
Madeline Albright, U.S. Secretary of State from 1997-2001.

November 13
Environmental Law ProgramWinetasting Party.

For an updated and comprehensive list of happenings at the School of Law, visit www.law.umaryland.edu/docket
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