Law Quadrangle (formerly Law Quad Notes)
Volume 48

Number 3

Article 7

Spring 2006

Briefs
University of Michigan Law School

Follow this and additional works at: https://repository.law.umich.edu/lqnotes

Recommended Citation
University of Michigan Law School, Briefs, 48 Law Quadrangle (formerly Law Quad Notes) - (2006).
Available at: https://repository.law.umich.edu/lqnotes/vol48/iss3/7

This Brief is brought to you for free and open access by University of Michigan Law School Scholarship Repository.
It has been accepted for inclusion in Law Quadrangle (formerly Law Quad Notes) by an authorized editor of
University of Michigan Law School Scholarship Repository. For more information, please contact
mlaw.repository@umich.edu.

BRIEFS
IN DETAIL
1(i

Voting Rights Act still needed

17

Refugee and Asylum Fellows

I!)

Consensus guides WTO's Appellate Body

Law School report shows
Voting Rights Act still needed
The.fo/1011 mg story i, reprinted II ith permission .from the
Uni, crsity Record qf \'orernbcr 1-J, 2005.
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Panelists: Katrina disabled already ailing legal system
Saving the Great Lakes
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December Commencement

Panelists Nina Perales, associate regional counsel for the Mexican American Legal Defense and Education Fund, and Jon Greenbaum, Voting Rights
Project director for the Lawyers' Committee for Civil Rights Under Law, at
the public presentation ofVoting Rights Initiative f,ndings.

orty years after Congress outlined provisions to prevent
racial discrimination in electoral practices, a U-M report
released November 10 indicates violations persist.
The Voting Rights Act (VRA) of 1965 guaranteed equal
opportunity for all Americans in the voting process, and
Congress reauthorized provisions in 1970, 1975, and 1982.
With the central provisions of the VRA expiring in 2007,
Congress must determine whether it should renew these provisions, make substantive alterations, or let them lapse. To make
this determination, Congress needs information about the past
and present status of minority participation in the political
process- the impetus for the U-M report.
"Four decades after the enactment of the Voting Rights Act,
racial discrimination in voting is far from over," says Ellen Katz,
a professor of law and faculty director of the Voting Rights
Initiative, a cooperative student/ faculty research effort.
The findings were released a week after the Judiciary
Committee of the U .S. House of Representatives held VRA
renewal hearings. The U-M report is entitled "Documenting
Discrimination in Voting: Judicial Findings under the Voting
Rights Act Since 1982" and is available at: www. votingreport.
org. The report provides the first catalogue of findings of voting
discrimination made by federal judges in published lawsuits
brought under Section 2 of the VRA since 1982. It also provides
a snapshot of complex cases under this provision, representing
a larger set of lawsuits filed, since only an estimated 1 in 5 filed
VRA lawsuits ended in a court decision that may be analyzed.
The findings included examples of persistent racial discrimination in voting during the past 2 3 years. Courts found 114

F

instances in which electoral laws and
practices must be changed to remedy
discrimination against minorities,
including a higher number of statutory
violations in jurisdictions subject to
Section 5.
Section 5 freezes changes in election
practices or procedures in certain states
until the new procedures have been
determined, either after administrative
review by the U.S. Attorney General or
after a lawsuit before the U.S. District
Court for the District of Columbia.
Some examples of voting discrimination:
• The 2004 decision in a South Dakota
lawsuit documents how county officials
purposely blocked Native Americans
from register.ing to vote and from casting
ballots;
• The Charleston County litigation in
South Carolina reveals deliberate and
systematic efforts by county officials to
harass and intimidate African American
residents seeking to vote;
• A Philadelphia lawsuit describes a
deliberate and collusive effort by party
officials and city election commissioners
to trick Latino and African American
voters into casting illegitimate absentee
ballots that would never be counted;
• Other cases tell of state and local
authorities drawing district lines for
the express purpose of diminishing
the influence of minority voters, or to

protect partisan interests knowing that
doing so would hinder minority voting
strength.
One significant report finding
concluded that racially polarized voting,
or "bloc voting" persists today, with 91
cases since 1982 that ended in a court
decision finding racial polarization. In
addition, federal judges have identified
racial prejudicial campaign tactics in 31
lawsuits nationwide, such as manipulating photographs to darken the skin
of opposing candidates, allusions or
threats of minority group "take over"
or imminent racial strife, and cynical
attempts to increase turnout among
voters perceived to be "anti-black."
The courts also have found significant
racial polarization in voting at partisan
primaries, which can affect the results in
the general election .
Congress must include an assess ment of the conduct of political party
primaries, not just general election
outcomes, in considering the reauthorization of the VRA, the study indicated.
More than 100 law students examined
Section 2 cases nationwide and identified
323 lawsuits in which plaintiffs failed to
pursue their claims; many settled, and
others saw their cases go to judgment,
but the courts involved did not issue any
published opinion or ancillary ruling,
according to the electronic databases
surveyed.
- Jared Wadley, University lriformation
Services

Professor Ellen Katz, advisor to the student-faculty
research project, introduces the program.

Refugee and Asylum
Fellows Program
names recipients,
welcomes new locations
I

S

ix law students will work in refugee

programs here and abroad this
summer as Michigan Fellows in Refugee
and Asylum Law.
James E. and Sarah A. Degan Professor
of Law James C. Hathaway, who directs
the Law School's Program in Refugee
and Asylum Law, said he is especially
pleased to add two new partner organizations to the program's roster. One
Michigan Fellow will spend her six-week
internship at the Canadian government's
Refugee Policy Development Division in
Ottawa, while another Fellow will assist
in the drafting of national legislation on
asylum as part of the staff of the United
Nations High Commissioner for Refugees
in Sarajevo, Bosnia, and Herzegovina. In
each case, Michigan students will for the
first time have a direct role in the devel opment of government asylum policy.
In Hathaway's view, the Law School's
increased emphasis on the importance
of public service broadly conceived
meant that the time was right to expose
Michigan students to the value of careers
in which refugee law can be creatively
promoted within government- thus
adding to the non-governmental and
judicial internship opportunities traditionally at the heart of the Program in
Refugee and Asylum Law.
While national governments may not
seem to be on the "front lines" of refugee
protection in the same way as organizations working in refugee camps or
judges working in hearing rooms, their
decisions and policies have major impacts
on virtually all aspects of refugee life,
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Refugee and Asylum Fellows Program

according to Hathaway. He explained
that interning with Citizenship and
Immigration Canada will allow Fellow
Allison D. Kent to see up close how
government officials wrestle with
different and often competing issues
as they try to fashion policies that both
meet refugee needs and respect the
priorities of the societies that receive
them . Kent will, in particular, take part
in the drafting of proposed new international standards on refugee law, to be

at the national office of Jesuit Refugee
Service in Lusaka, Zambia.

presented by Canada in July to the intergovernmental Standing Committee of
the United Nations High Commissioner
for Refugees (UNHCR), in Geneva .
Much the ·same is true of the opportunities afforded through the program's
other new partner, the Sarajevo office of
the UNHCR. According to Hathaway,
Fellow Carly Goldstone (who came from
Australia to study in the Law School's
Refugee and Asylum Law Program and
take part in its fellowship program ) will,
among other duties, help draft national
legislation on asylum-related issues and
see how UNHCR functions as the intergovernmental organization charged with
supervising how the Refugee Convention
functions in the specific, highly charged
environments of rebuilding post-conflict
societies in Bosnia and neighboring
states.
Other fellows will do their internships in Brussels; Washington, D.C.;
Lusaka, Zambia; and Auckland, New
Zealand. This vear's fellows and their
assignments are:

• Carly Goldstone, who holds

✓

• Chad Doobay, who earned his
master's degree in public affairs at
Princeton University and his bachelor's
in global studies at the University
of Iowa and also has studied at the
Universite de Haute-Bretagne in Rennes,
France, has won the fellowship to intern

•Talia Dobovi, a graduate of Amherst
College who also has attended the
Middlebury College School in Spain and
interned in 2004 with the prosecutor's
office of the International Criminal
Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia in
The Hague, will do her internship with
the Refugee Policy Program of Human
Rights Watch in Washington, D. C.

bachelor's and law degrees from Monash
University in Melbourne, Australia, and
in 2004-05 was the refugee advocate
and coordinator of the gender persecution program for the Asylum Seeker
Resource Center in Melbourne, will do
her internship with UNHCR's office in
Sarajevo.

• Allison D. Kent, who earned her
bachelor's degree at Harvard University,
studied anthropology in Bolivia as a
Fulbright Scholar, and worked as a legal
intern in Sierra Leone last summer,
will do her internship with the Refugee
Policy Development Division of
Citizenship and Immigration Canada in
Ottawa.
• Alicia Kinsey, a graduate in Russian
studies from Grinnell College who
also has studied at St. Petersburg State
Pedagogical University in St. Petersburg,
Russia, and at Middlebury College's
Intensive Russian Summer Institute, will
spend her internship with the European
Union office of the non-governmental
European Council on Refugees and
Exiles in Brussels.
• Scott Risner, who earned his bachelor's degree in international relations
and Hispanic language and literature at
Michigan State University, worked as a

The six Michigan Fellows in Refugee and Asylum Law for 2006, from left, front row:Allison
D. Kent.Alicia K. Kinsey, and Scott A. Risner.
Back row, from le~: Chad Doobay, Talia Dubovi,
and Carly Goldstone.

legal intern with the U.S. Department
of State in Geneva, Switzerland, last
summer, and plans to clerk in the U.S.
District Court for the Western District
ofTexas in 2006-07, will do his internship with the New Zealand Refugee
Status Appeals Authority in Auckland .
The competitive fellowships are
awarded on the basis of a joint recommendation from Hathaway and Assistant
Dean for International Programs
Virginia Gordan. Each recipient receives
a stipend adjusted to the local cost of
living at the internship location and
reimbursement for airfare from Detroit
to the internship site. Past Michigan
Fellows in Refugee Law now work with
UNHCR and other intergovernmental
agencies, hold positions in key nongovernmental organizations concerned
with refugee protection and human
rights, and frequently take the lead on
important pro bono litigation in the
United States and abroad.

Consensus guides WTO's Appellate Body

W

orld Trade Organization (WTO)

Appellate Body member and
Brazilian international law professor
Luiz Olavo Baptista had a long-delayed
homecoming when he returned to the
Law School last fall as the DeRoy Fellow
to deliver the Dean's Special Lecture,
visit a class in International Trade Law,
enjoy Michigan Law's hospitality, and
participate in an interdisciplinary conference on the WTO's Dohar development
agenda at the Ross School of Business.
Baptista, recently named to a second
term on the WTO 's Appellate Body, was
a visiting professor at Michigan Law in
I 978-79, early in a stellar career that
Dean Evan ·H. Caminker described as
"truly global in scope." In addition to his
current Appellate Body service, Baptista
also is a professor of international law at
the University of Sao Paulo in his native
Brazil.
In his Dean's Special Lecture,
"Facts and Rules in the WTO," Baptista
described the Appellate Body as a panel
whose members strive to understand
each other's varying viewpoints and to
search out the common ground that
leads them to consensual agreement.
Yes, he acknowledged, a minority
group "can make a dissenting opinion,
and it has happened, but we do not wish
it to happen. If there is dissent, that
shows we didn't agree."
Agreement isn't easy to reach, he
noted. It means making your way

through the minefield of differing
cultural and historical approaches,
different interpretations of a law, even
different interpretations of what a word
means. "Many people laugh when we use
dictionaries," he confessed, but sharing
the understanding of a word's meaning is
critical to the Appellate Body's work.
"We must use English," he said of the
Body's language of discussion. "Words
have different meanings to different
countries. Every word in a law has a
meaning to a particular system."
The Appellate Body's members
come from many countries and many
disciplines- for example, there's an
Australian solicitor / banker, Italian
and American law professors, an
Egyptian professor of public international law, Baptista explained. "It's a
mosaic of different cultures, and when
its members reach consensus, it is the
consensus of every other people of every
other culture that has evolved to this
point . . .. It is the law of all countries at
the same time ."
"We have to decide by consensus," he
continued. "By deciding by consensus we
must convince all the others that we are

for all of us," he explained.
During his visit to the Law School
Baptista also visited Professor Donald
Regan's International Trade Law class
and lunched with faculty members . After
visiting the Law School, he participated
in the conference "Perspectives on the
WTO Doha Development Agenda" at
the Ross School of Business. The conference was presented by Michigan Law,
the International Policy Center, the
Gerald R. Ford School of Public Policy,
and the U -M Department of Economics,
with co-sponsorship from the William
Davidson Institute, Butzcl Long, and
Merck Pharmaceuticals.

WTO Appellate Body member Luiz Olavo
Baptista answers questions from students in
Professor Donald Regan's International Trade
Law course.

acting wisely."
Negotiating to consensus can be
arduous and frustrating, but in the end
leads to better decisions, according to
Baptista. "You can agree with people,
you can build consensus with people .. .
which makes it better and easier to live

Consensus is the best way to reach
decisions, WTO Appellate Body member
Luiz Olavo Baptista explains in his
Dean's Special Lecture, delivered last fall
while he was the DeRoy Fellow
at Michigan Law. His talk was titled
"Facts and Rules in the WTO."
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Putting "boilerplate" under the microscope

"Boilerplate." We all know what it is,

Via video conferencing equipment, Ronald Mann
(at upper le~) participates from the University
of Texas ot Austin, Lucian Bebchuk (at upper
right) takes port from Harvard University, and
participants in Room 116 of Hutchins Hall
(lower image, above) hear and converse with
both panelists _at their remote locations.
Be/ow, Oren Bar-Gill of New York University
discusses Mann's work on credit cards, and
(bottom) listens with Professor Omri BenShahar, the conference's organizer and director
of the Law School's John M. Olin Center for
Law and Economics.

Preview
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those words at the end, in the fine
print or the software user agreement,
that we never read. Like actually
agreeing to automatic subscription
renewal when we think we're using our
credit card to only renew for one year.
Right?
Yes, usually, but when you take a
closer look, as a group of scholars did
at a Law School conference last fall, you
find boilerplate to be what Professor
Omri Ben-Shahar call "the non-negotiable building blocks of standard form
contracts." He identified these hallmarks
of boilerplate:
• It's usually not read.
• It seems to be objective, but often
is one -sided and may favor the
seller or the buyer.
• It is solicited and shaped to meet
an agenda and is not negotiated.
Boilerplate holds at least a theoretical
distinction from negotiated portions of a
contract, according to Bcn-Shahar, who
organized the conference "Boilerplate:
Foundations of Market Contracts" and
is director of Michigan Law's John M.
Olin Center for Law and Economics.
The center sponsored the conference
in cooperation with the Michi9an Law
Review, which is printing the proceedings
in Volume 104 (March 2006).
Conference panel discussions
focused on "Boilerplate in Consumer
Contracts," "Boilerplate and Market
Power," "Production of Boilerplate," and
"Boilerplate vs. Contract."
Panelist Robert Hillman, of Cornell
University, noted how quickly online
shoppers click and make purchases and
proposed that terms in the contracts be
available before any transaction begins.
He said he is working with the American

Law Institute to forge a proposal for
greater discloser of online terms in
contracts.
"Disclosure would probably be helpful
over the long run," he predicted .
In a special aspect of the conference,
organizers were able to use the conference
room's video conferencing equipment,
installed with funding provided through
the Sam Zell Dean's Tactical Fund, to
present a discussion that included two
panelists at remote locations. (Donor Sam
Zell, '66, received an honorary degree at
U-M's commencement ceremonies last
December. See story on page 5 1 . )
Using the special equipment in Room
116 of Hutchins Hall that facilitates video
conferencing with participants in different
locations, panelists Ronald Mann and

Conference participant Lucian Bebchuk of
Harvard University also delivered the Olin
Lecture at Michigan Law last fall (below),
speaking on "The Political Economy of Investor
Protection."

Panelists:
Katrina disabled already ailing legal system
Lucian Bebchuk were able to discuss
"Boilerplate in Consumer Contracts" in
real time even though neither actually
was at the Law School. Mann, a former
Law School professor, took part from
an office at the University ofTexas at
Austin, where he is a Law School faculty
member, and Bebchuk took part from an
office at Harvard University, where he
teaches.
Mann, who noted his concern over
"broader social concerns in the use
of credit cards," said "the core of the
contracting problem" is that there are
many different terms that consumers
aren't facing the issue on.
Bebchuk, citing his own book
contracts that allow his publisher to go
ahead and print his book if he misses his
deadline to return proofs, noted that
many contracts carry boilerplate like this
that no one expects to be enforced. For
example, Bebchuk said, such a "reputational restraint" usually means you are
not charged for another day if you check
out of your hotel room an hour or two
late, even though the hotel operator's
contract gives him the right to levy such
a charge.
Bebchuck also delivered the Olin
Lecture at the Law School in November,
speaking on "The Political Economy of
Investor Protection." His lecture dealt
with his research to develop a measure
of how corporations and other large
organizations use their assets to influence
laws and regulations that govern investor
protection.

P

rison inmates in Louisiana got scant
attention as Hurricane Katrina

ripped through the state last year, and
the storm aggravated the weaknesses
of the state's already limping justice
system, according to a panel of scholars
and professionals who spoke at the Law
School last fall.
The Pelican State already had
"probably the most dysfunctional
correctional system in the United States"
when Katrina hit, said Stuart P. Green,
a visiting professor at the Law School
from Louisiana State University, where
he is the Louis B. Porterie Professor of
Law and director of the Pugh Institute
for Justice.
Katrina's wake left the state's legal
and correctional system in "a very sorry
situation," he said.
Green and fellow panelists G. Ben
Cohen, '96, of the Capital Appeals
Project, and HilaryTaylor, '99, a public
defender in Jefferson and Orleans
Parishes in Louisiana, described a legal
and correctional system that already was
substandard when it was knocked to its
knees by Katrina.
By executive order, Louisiana
suspended the statute of limitations, and
the federal district court in New Orleans
suspended speedy trial provisions, moves
that put anyone caught in the justice
system into a kind of
legal limbo, according
to Green.
The storm also
shut down the state's
public defender
program, which is
funded through traffic
citations, he reported.
No traffic. No citations. When public
defenders were asked

to return, they were o~fered half their
previous wages, according to Taylor.
Cohen and Taylor reported that
people awaiting legal action for minor
violations and misdemeanors were
held instead of being released. Nor did
authorities release prisoners who had
served their time. Other people were
held because charges against them could
not be processed.
At one correctional facility, prisoners
appeared to have been forgotten as the
storm waters rose, according to Cohen.
"Ultimately, they escaped from the
third floor by breaking windows and
swimming out," he recounted.
Files, evidence, and witnesses- even
inmates and people facing trial- could
not be located, according to Taylor. At
first officials said trials could resume
in November, "now they say April," she
observed.
Samuel R. Gross, the Thomas G.
and Mabel Long Professor of Law,
moderated the discussion, which was
presented by the Law School's Office of
Public Service.

Visiting Professor Stuart Green of Louisiana
State University, G. Ben Cohen, '96, Professor
Samuel R. Gross (moderator), and Hilary Taylor,
'99, discuss the havoc that Hurricane Katrina
brought to the New Orleans area justice
system last year.
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Saving the Great Lakes

Major principles of water use
•

Every new project must include
all reasonable feasible water
conservation measures.

•

No new project can cause
significant harm-individually or
in combination with other
projects-to the Great Lakes.
their t_ributaries, or the people or
wildlife they support.

arly this year legislatures in the
eight states that touch the Great
Lakes began considering a new plan to
safeguard the huge inland lakes while
also guaranteeing that their precious
water- nearly 20 percent of the earth's
fresh water supply- is used in an evenhanded way both within and outside of
the Great Lakes Basin.
The proposal is the result of four
years of intense negotiations to satisfy
the variety of needs for the lakes' water,
from huge commercial uses to small
communities' drinking water, according
to Andrew P. Buchsbaum, who discussed

E

the proposal in a program presented
at the Law School last fall by the
Environmental Law Association.
Buchsbaum is director of the National
Wildlife Federation's Great Lakes
Natural Resource Center in Ann Arbor
and teaches Federal Litigation: An
Environmental Case Study at the Law
School. He said the current proposal,
which aims to avoid discrimination in
how Great Lakes water is used within
the lakes' basin and outside it, is based
on these major principles:
• Every new project must include all
reasonable feasible water conservation measures.
• No new project can cause signifi cant harm- individually or in
combination with other
projects- to the Great Lakes,
their tributaries, or the people or
wildlife they support.
Governors of the eight Great
Lakes states- Illinois, Indiana,
Michigan, Minnesota, New York, Ohio,
Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin- and

1

premiers of Quebec and Ontario signed
the proposed Great Lakes -St. Lawrence
River Basin Water Resources Compact
and Regional Agreement in December.
The Compact binds the eight states
and requires congressional approval
after all the state legislatures accept it;
the Agreement is a non-binding pact
among the states and the two Canadian
provinces.
A third pillar of the original proposal
that grew out of the four -year negotiations- that every project must be
designed to actually improve the great
Lakes and the tributary lakes, streams,
and underground aquifers- does not
appear in the proposed Compact and
Agreement because of a lack of clarity
on how it could be put into action.
"It's a tough principle to understand, and once you understand it, it's
a hard principle to apply," Buchsbaum
explained.
Farm, business, municipal, recreation,
and a host of other interests make claims
on Great Lakes water, according to
Buchsbaum. Agreeing on the overriding
principles came fairly early in the lengthy
negotiations, he said. But each one of
the states wants something different, and
"for the last year it's felt like we were in
a massive UN negotiation."
Buchsbaum stressed that negotiators
tried to fashion a proposal that applies
the same standards- does not discriminate- for water being used in Ann
Arbor, for instance, which lies within
the Great Lakes Basin, as for water used
in locations like Waukesha, Wisconsin,
which draws water from the Great Lakes
Basin but has sunk several hundred feet
within the last century and now drains

water out of the Basin, and locations
far enough away to lie unambiguously
outside of the Basin.
It was the potential for discriminatory
regulations that launched the project,
called the Great Lakes Charter Annex,
according to Buchsbaum. In 1998,
when a small Canadian company was
denied permission to use Lake Superior
water for hotels in Asia, observers like
Buchsbaum realized there was a need to
strengthen the existing Water Resources
Conservati_o n Act's Great Lakes protection as well as to make its regulation
even-handed for in-Basin and out-ofBasin users.
Water shortages affect many parts
of the United States, in the Northwest,
Southwest and West, the Great Plains,
even Florida, where some observers are
warning that the state may have to draw
from its lakes, streams, and springs to
satisfy its booming population. Great
Lakes water naturally can look very
attractive to such areas.
But water shortages also are occurring
within the Great Lakes Basin, according
to Buchsbaum. Chicago's aquifer, for
example, lies lower than Lake Michigan,
so the city "is essentially sucking water
out of Lake Michigan," he observed.
Groundwater drainage and contamination in the Great Lakes Basin also has
caused water shortages in Wisconsin,
Ohio, New York, and Ontario.

This map from the National Oceanographic and Atmospheric Administration shows
the Great Lakes Basin and the states and Canadian provinces that border the lakes.
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ew lawyers are entering a complex
world that demands their legal
skills more than ever, and Michigan
Law has given them the tools to see
beyond the obvious and solve issues with
new and unique insights, speakers told
graduates at the Law School's December
commencement.
Issues of constitutional protections
vs. security needs recur throughout U.S.
history, and this is "particularly so in this
day and age, when the appropriate line
to draw between liberty and security
seems ever more debatable and elusive,"
Dean Evan H. Caminker told the
graduates and well-wishers.
"This week's headlines alone raised
questions whether the President has
power, absent clear approval from
Congress, to detain indefinitely persons
he labels enemy combatants; whether the
President has power, again without clear
approval from Congress, to eavesdrop
on conversations between Americans

on U.S. soil and others abroad without
prior judicial permission; and whether
Congress, for its part, may strip courts
of their jurisdiction to review the legality
of some of these presidential decisions.
"When this much is at stake, and
legal precedents are this uncertain, it
is critical that people versed in the law
and trained to argue about its justice
and usefulness play an active role in
shaping our societal responses to the
ever-growing pressures from within and
without."
Complexities characterize the
modern world, which demands of those
who succeed in it the ability to understand that, as commencement speaker
Omri Ben-Shahar put it, "reality is not
always as obvious as it seems."
Ben-Shahar, a professor oflaw and
director of the Law School's Olin
Center for Law and Economics, told
the graduates that the Law School has

given each of them the tools to become
a "truly excellent" attorney: "The
ability to go beyond your intuition; to
explore what lies beneath the surface;
to recognize, counterintuitively, that
things are not always as one would first
predict."
Using his specialty of contracts as a
metaphor- and drawing on a recent
study that showed in-the-box contracts
that buyer~ could not read before
buying the contract
product were more
pro-buyer than
traditional contracts
that could be read
prior to purchase- Ben-Shahar stressed
the value of what Law School students
have learned: the ability to think beyond
traditional confines.
"As attorneys, and perhaps in
other capacities of your life, you will

face questions for which there will
be standard solutions, obvious and
intuitive," he explained. "You will see
others address challenges by invoking
slogans, jumping to conclusions,
conforming to standard templates.
"But the reality in which these challenges are set is often more subtle,
hiding more possibilities and perhaps
more solutions than the naked eye can
easily see. It is what distinguishes the

Graduates, y ou 're ready
to take on the worlds complexities
outstanding attorney from the mediocre
- what distinguishes you, Michigan Law
graduates, from so many other attorneys
- the ability to search and to uncover
the nuanced, textured, counter-intuitive
arguments."

