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Our hearts go out 
to the victims of the 
Squirrel Hill shoot-
ing.

Thumbs down 
to the new weather 
notifications from 
Allen D. Groves. 

Who is this? Has there been a 
coup in the heavens? Where 
are our weather notifications 
from STEPHEN T. PARR??

Thumbs up to 
the 1Ls synchroniz-
ing their zombie 
costumes for Hal-

loween this year. Those dark 
bags under all your eyes? 
Truly spoooooky.

Thumbs down 
to the calendar for 
putting Halloween 
on Wednesday this 

week. ANG is annoyed, but 
it’s not the first time ANG 
has sat alone at Bilt in a sexy 
Handmaid’s Tale costume—
and it won’t be the last.

Thumbs up to 
ANG’s parent for 
killing ANG’s cold 
call in class last 

week. This thanksgiving sea-
son, ANG is thankful for the 
cool embrace of humiliation 
on and off the curve.  

Thumbs down to 
the death of Whis-
per, Queen Eliza-
beth’s 12 year-old 

Corgi. ANG felt a very per-
sonal connection to the last 
royal corgi and hopes The 
Crown will spend an entire 
episode on his life.  

Thumbs down to 
the lack of the Diet 
Coke in the build-
ing. As determined 

in ANG v. Golubuff, access to 
Diet Coke is a fundamental 
right under the Fourteenth 
Amendment’s Due Process 
Clause subject to strict scru-
tiny. IS THIS SCRUTINY 
STRICT ENOUGH FOR 
YOU??  

Thumbs up to 
the Chris “Hop 
Lobster/Lobster” 
Hopper for making 

his triumphant return to the 
lives of the 1Ls. ANG is very 
jealous of Hop Lobster’s lob-
ster sweatshirt. Where can 
ANG get one?

Thumbs down 
to softball play-
offs for continu-
ing to happen. 

All of these people make it 
very hard for ANG to hide in 
ANG’s hole under the bleach-
ers. ANG does appreciate the 
leftover Busch Lite, though.

Lena Welch  ’20
New Media Editor
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On Thursday, November 25, 1Ls far and near gathered round 
to hear softball bats ringing loud for all to hear. The Co-Rec 

and Regular League All-Star games were held at 6 and 7 p.m., 
respectively, under the lights of Park Field 1. After a softball 
season of rainouts, NGSL was thrilled to have some softball-
brainwashed 1Ls willing to leave the library and duke it out in 

the name of pure competition to finish off the 1L regular season. 
This year’s co-rec game was special, with several sections sending 
two women instead of just one, allowing a more diverse crew to 
show up and showcase their skills. A hard-fought battle ended 

before the regular league players took their positions on the field. 
Standouts of the regular league game included the guy who 

could get around the bases in a flat 4.2 seconds, the man who 
managed to hit the ball so it landed directly on top of the outfield 
fence before popping out of the park for a homerun, and the guy 
who hit a pop-up to outer space before having the ball fall almost 
right in front of home plate. A close game with lots of home runs 
left the regular league players fist-bumping and chest-puffing in 
celebration of re-living their high school baseball glory days. In a 
season marred by rainouts and cancellations, the all-star games 
ended the season on a high note. Photos Kolleen Gladden ’21 /  
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Scenes of Softball UVA Law students trekked 
up to Crystal City, Virginia for 
the Equal Justice Works Con-
ference and Career Fair Fri-
day and Saturday. Students 
took part in a couple of mara-
thon days, interviewing for 
public interest jobs, introduc-
ing themselves to employers 
through table talks, and learn-
ing more about some of the 
social justice issues facing the 
legal profession. The students 
also had the opportunity to 
listen to a conversation with 
former Deputy Attorney Gen-
eral Sally Yates, moderated by 
Judge Ann Claire Williams.

Yates voiced a clear message 
to the aspiring public interest 
lawyers: unlock justice. Yates 
recounted not only her 27-year 
career as a public servant, but 
her early exposure to the legal 
profession through her father 
and grandfather, who both 
served as judges in her na-
tive state of Georgia. Although 
Yates initially tried to resist the 
family business, after two years 
working on Capitol Hill, she 
began law school. 

Yates maintained an interest 
in government. She developed 
the interest at a young age, rec-
ognizing that people “want to 
have a voice in the things that 
are impacting you day-to-day.” 
She also maintained a fondness 
for Washington, D.C., because 
she said it was always exciting. 
“Our local news in D.C. was ev-
erybody else’s national news, 
and I liked sort of being in the 
center of that.” 

After discussing meeting her 
husband when they were as-
sociates at King & Spalding, 
Yates took a moment to reflect 
on losing her father––just days 
before her law school gradua-
tion. 

“My dad was a high-achiev-
ing, Type A kind of person, and 
he had suffered from depres-
sion for a number of years,” 
Yates said. “My mom and my 
sister and I really pushed him 
hard to get help. But, particu-
larly for men at that time, he 
felt like there was a real stigma 
associated with any kind of 
mental illness, and so he re-
sisted getting help. It was an 
up-an-down kind of thing, and 
in the months leading up to his 
death, it was particularly acute. 
And gosh, I just think back now 
of just what an incredible race 
that was. We know that depres-
sion can often times be treated 
as long as people seek the help 
that they need, and so after sort 
of this time when I seemed to 
have some sort of––I guess I’m 
not entirely sure what this is––

but my thought was if I can do 
anything to help destigmatize 
mental illness and depression, 
to encourage people who are 
suffering to get help, or family 
members or friends of those 
who are suffering to be able to 
get help, that’s the most impor-
tant thing I can do now.”

Yates also offered some ad-
vice for students during their 
time in law school. Remind-
ing them not to get caught up 
in the ugly side of competition, 
Yates noted that someone else’s 
failure is not your accomplish-
ment, and in fact, “that’s such 
a really lousy way of thinking 
or a lousy type of person to be.” 
She also implored the students 
to take their charge seriously; 
lawyers are entrusted with pur-
suing justice. 

“The fact of the matter is, 
you’re not just a regular per-
son anymore when you’re a 
lawyer,” Yates said. “You have 
an ability to be able to obtain 
justice for people that regular 
folks just don’t have. You have 
to be a lawyer, whether it’s in a 
civil context or a criminal con-
text, to be able to do that. So, 
there are people out there who 
are counting on all of us, and in 
my view that’s different from 
any other profession. There’s 
lots of other worthy occupa-
tions out there, but there’s not 
really another occupation that 
is essential for everybody else 
in the world to be able to obtain 
justice, and that’s really going 
to be in your hands.”

Yates noted that the big, 
headline-grabbing cases are 
not what define you as a law-
yer; it’s the opposite. The rou-
tine cases profoundly impact 
ordinary people, according to 
Yates, and those are the cases 
that move the gears of our jus-
tice system.

Yates and Williams recount-
ed some such cases during 
Yates’s career, including a case 
which relied on a theory of ad-
verse possession that returned 
a verdict by an all-white jury in 
Georgia for her black clients. 
The pair also discussed the im-
portance of being a trustworthy 
lawyer as they examined Yates’s 
prosecution of Eric Rudolph, 
the Olympic Park bomber, and 
her work with his attorney to 
identify where he had buried 
the remaining dynamite.

The two touched on Yates’s 
brief time serving as acting 
Attorney General and her 
thought process behind com-
ing out against President Don-
ald Trump’s first travel ban. 
Yates noted that she was not 

Unlocking Justice 
Yates Addresses Public Service Students 
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convinced that it was “lawful 
or constitutional,” and could 
not allow her attorneys to ar-
gue that this ban had nothing 
to do with religion because “no 
lawyer should go into court 
and argue something that’s 
not grounded in truth. The 
Department of Justice surely 
shouldn’t do that, and particu-
larly when you’re talking about 
something that’s as fundamen-
tal as freedom of religion.”

Yates closed by tasking the 
students in the audience with 
unlocking justice themselves. 

“I think you’re going to find 
during the time of your career,” 
Yates said, “that the work that 
you’re gravitating toward now, 
public interest work, will be the 
most satisfying way that you 
can use the legal diploma that 
you’re getting. You know, I’ve 
told people before: it’s worth 
every penny you don’t make 
because there is nothing like 
a mission to be satisfied. And 
look, I know lots of lawyers in 
lots of different roles that make 
a ton of money, and that is ab-
solutely miserable. . .Having a 
mission, something you believe 
in, and knowing that you are 
using this special ability as a 
lawyer to make the world a bet-
ter place, you’re going to find it 
to be the most gratifying pro-
fessional choice you’re going to 
make.”

----
lw8vd@virginia.edu

Law and Tech Collide at Meta CTF 
Cybersecurity Event 

Mezeh vs Cava: The Great Debate
For Mezeh

It is among the classic Law 
School debates: old ScoCo 
food or new ScoCo food? 

Risa or Leslie? 
Chex Mix or 
Goldfish in the 
snack office? Cava or Me-
zeh? This may be an unpop-
ular opinion now that Cava 
has made its Charlottesville 
debut, but I am fully Team 
Mezeh. In the world of fast, 
casual Mediterranean fare, 
Mezeh gets it right. Because 
it is located in Stonefield 
shopping center, I love to get 
Mezeh before making a trip 
to Trader Joe’s. (Pro tip: Go 
to Mezeh before so you don’t 
overspend on weekly grocery 
shopping.) The Mezeh menu 
is simple, but that’s because 
they don’t need to get too 
fancy with the offerings for 
the food to be delicious. The 
line is sometimes almost out 
the door (hint hint: it’s pop-
ular), but the staff is a well-
oiled machine that gets you 
your food in a timely fashion. 

What’s on the menu, you 
ask? First, you can choose 
from a bowl, a pita pocket, 
or a wrap. I usually choose 
a bowl. I get half greens 
and half grains. Although 
you can get this at Cava, I 
find the greens at Mezeh to 
be fresher—in fact, I find 
the ingredients at Mezeh to 
be fresher generally. Next, 

you choose your protein. 
The seasoning on both the 
chicken and falafel tastes 
like it came from the out-
door markets in Israel. Af-
ter choosing a protein, you 
get your unlimited choice of 
toppings. Here’s a quick run-
down: The couscous is the 
perfect texture, the Turkish 
salad is a fresh combination 
of tomatoes and cucumbers, 
and the spicy feta dip adds a 
fantastic kick. You get your 
pick of multiple hummus 
flavors—OG hummus, cilan-
tro, and spicy. There is one 
ingredient in particular that 
makes Mezeh the ultimate 
Mediterranean dining spot: 
the eggplant. It is delicious. 
The restaurant slices egg-
plant and bakes it to per-
fect caramelized perfection. 
They’re always pulling an-
other batch out of the oven 
because it is such a crowd 
pleaser. It’s crisp but not too 
crisp and kind of sweet. Seri-
ously, I could write this en-
tire article about it, but I will 
refrain. After I ask for extra 
eggplant, I top off my bowl 
with sauces. Depending on 
how much of a kick I want, 
I either ask for Tzatziki or 
Harissa sauce—sometimes I 
get both if I’m feeling crazy. 
At the end of the ordering 
process, the magician who 
has put together your Medi-
terranean feast will ask you 
if you want some pita. You 
should absolutely answer 
“yes.” Now you’re ready to 
eat a fantastic meal from the 

far superior Mezeh. 
I would like to admit to 

some personal reasons why 
I am not Cava’s biggest fan. 
First off, I hate bell pep-
pers. So many things on the 
Cava menu have peppers in 
them that it keeps me away 
from a lot of toppings I may 
otherwise be into. Also, two 
times I ordered Cava on the 
app. And two times it was 
not ready when I got there. 
So that was kind of annoy-
ing. The parking is garbage 
and it is very difficult to get 
into the lot. For such a close 
a proximity to Barracks, it is 
incredibly difficult to get to.  

I know that my Cava-lov-
ing counterpart will sing the 
restaurant’s praises about 
proximity to his Pavilion 
apartment, but really he just 
likes to be able to get back to 
play another game of Fort-
nite. Such dedication to his 
PlayStation may be clouding 
his judgment and taste bud 
accuracy. All of this to say: 
Mezeh forever. 

----
jer6ua@virginia.edu

For Cava
Cava is amazing.  Cava im-

proves quality of life.  Cava 

is better than 
Mezeh.

Cava is short for Califor-
nia-Virginia, as its name 
pays homage to the two 
states that I have called 
home, an exceptional com-
bination and sound business 
decision. Although far from 
the wonders of the Mediter-
ranean Sea, Cava allows each 
of us to enjoy the rich flavors 
of its exquisite cuisine right 
here in C’ville, just minutes 
from school.

It all starts with its ex-
tremely convenient location 
just across Emmet street 
from the Barracks Road 
Shopping Center in a brand-
new building complex, a 
huge upgrade from the aban-
doned field that occupied the 
area for the last two years. 
Immediately upon entering 
the finest fast-casual restau-
rant Charlottesville has to 
offer, the guest is welcomed 
with a wonderful aroma full 
of Mediterranean spices and 
warm pita bread. As you 
then walk through the taste-
fully decorated space and up 
to the counter, you are gra-
ciously greeted by the kind, 
talented Cava-ians, or as I 
like to call them, friends. 
These amazing people are 
with you every step of the 
way as you must make some 
tough choices on your jour-
ney to the perfect bowl, but 
their charm and generos-
ity quickly erase any and all 
stress you might be carrying 
from Slaughter Hall. These 
people exemplify the sig-
nificance of choosing such a 

quality establishment when 
it’s time to eat, but what sets 
Cava apart from its fake, 
lackluster competitors is the 
food.

After you have decided if 
the day calls for greens or 
grains as the base of your 
meal, you are blessed with 
the option of picking three 
different dips or spreads to 
begin the flavor explosion 
in what once was just an or-
dinary bowl made entirely 
from recycled material. Ex-
perimenting is key here as 
each choice has the potential 
to change the way you look 
at your sad homemade sal-
ads moving forward, and you 
cannot go wrong. You then 
select a protein to be heaped 
into the mix, and of course 
an endless supply of incred-
ible toppings and dressings 
to finish it off. The Cava 
menu is always changing to 
match the flavors of the cur-
rent season, so go in today 
for a little taste of fall with 
their seasonal vegetables 
and red-pepper dressing.

Once you’ve finished 
coaching up your team of 
assembly-line workers and 
grabbed your free mini pita, 
whip out the Cava app to col-
lect those points, thank your 
new homie for hooking you 
up with extra chicken, and 
go have a great rest of your 
day.  More Cava = More life.

----
nap2hn@virginia.edu

Jill Rubinger ‘19
Mezeh Enthusiast

Nick Prukop ‘19 
Cava Enthusiast

On a recent Saturday, a 
group of about 300 people 
gathered at UVA’s Darden 

School of Busi-
ness. Some 
were accom-
plished professionals with 
decades of experience; others 
came armed with only a keen 
interest to learn. Regardless, 
everyone had one thing in 
common: a passion for cyber-
security.

On October 20, students, 
government officials, private 
attorneys, and tech profes-
sionals convened to take part 
in Meta CTF, a cyber capture-
the-flag competition address-
ing challenges in cyberse-
curity and data protection. 
Students met with leading 
attorneys, responded to simu-
lated data breaches, and dis-
cussed cybersecurity issues 
with industry professionals.

Through this event, stu-
dents learned about crisis re-
sponse, legal exposure, and 
the tools companies utilize 
to counter malicious hackers. 
One problem involved a hy-
pothetical ransomware attack 
in which hackers encrypted 
sensitive files from a corpora-
tion and demanded money in 
exchange for the decryption 
key. These problems required 

Conor Hargen ‘20
Guest Contributor

students to make business de-
cisions, determine civil and 
criminal liability, comply with 
regulations, and recommend 
policy responses. 

John Woods Jr. ’95 and 
David Lashway, Co-Glob-
al Heads of Cyber Security 
practice for Baker McKenzie, 
helped advise students during 
the event. Woods has spent 
years leading investigative 
and legal responses to some 
of the biggest data breaches 
in the country and advising 
clients on how to avoid them. 
Lashway counsels Fortune 
100 companies on data secu-
rity and network breaches, 
in addition to serving as lead 
counsel to the cyber investi-
gation firm in the 2016 U.S. 
presidential election hack. 

Over lunch, Woods and 
Lashway shared insights from 
their years at the forefront 
of cybersecurity law. They 
stressed the importance of 
giving clients a comprehen-
sive approach to data security 
and investigating breaches. 
Students also learned about 
the shifting landscape of 
cybersecurity law and, in 
Woods’s experience, how it 
intersects with corporate gov-
ernance, litigation exposure, 
and insurance liability. 

Also in attendance were 
representatives from Sony, 
Capital One, Google, Raythe-
on, General Electric, Crowd-
Strike, and FireEye. The key-

note address was delivered by 
NSA Deputy National Manag-
er for National Security Sys-
tems Marianne Bailey.

Among the attendees was 
Grace Tang ’21. A 1L with a 
Bachelor’s degree from the 
University of Waterloo and a 
CPA certification, Grace was 
keen to learn more about data 
protection and the security 
issues of major corporations. 
After the event, Grace was 
surprised by the availability 
of industry professionals and 
the cutting-edge nature of 
their work. 

“I came out of the event 
with a better understand-
ing of the importance and 
scope of cybersecurity in the 
modern age through reading 
statutes, analyzing cases, and 
consulting secondary sources 
. . . CTF was an incredible op-
portunity to hear from some 
of the brightest minds in the 
field.”

LIST teamed up with mem-
bers of the UVA Computer 
and Network Security Club 
to organize this year’s Meta 
CTF. The group has been 
running a purely technically 
focused event for years, but 
approached LIST last year to 
collaborate on an event that 
would include legal and busi-
ness dimensions.

“We wanted to integrate 
legal and policy components 
into the CTF this year in order 
to create a more real-world 

environment and give stu-
dents a more complete view of 
the entire cybersecurity field 
and possible career paths,” 
said Jake Smith ’20, who 
helped organize the event. 
“In addition, it’s crucial that 
technical people understand 
the business aspects and vice 
versa to work together effec-
tively.”

When asked about plans for 
next year’s events, LIST Pres-
ident Jeremy Gordon said, 
“The event was truly an in-
credible experience—not only 
were LIST members able to 
gain exposure to the technical 
side of cybersecurity, but they 
were able to do so in an inte-
grated environment by work-
ing alongside people who will 
likely be their future clients. 
This valuable to be a one-off, 
and I look forward to working 
to grow and expand it in the 
future.”

----
cjh4zn@virginia.edu
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Each week, the Law Weekly showcases a Law School affinity group in a feature we call “Spotlight.” Our goal is to give leaders a regular platform to inform 
readers about their goals and to educate the UVA Law community about their diverse perspectives.

LAW WEEKLY FEATURE: Organization Spotlight—
Lambda Law Alliance 

Letters of interest to the Law School community may be sent to editor@lawweekly.org. Letters may be published at the discretion of the Editorial 
Board and are subject to editing for grammar, style, and clarity, but not content or viewpoint. The Law Weekly does not necessarily endorse the content 

or viewpoint of any letter herein published. 
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Oppose Anti-Semitism 
in All its Forms

By Jewish Law Student As-
sociation (JLSA) Board

This letter was written 
prior to the mass shooting 
in a Pittsburgh synagogue 
that killed eleven Jews. The 
victims were gunned down 
while reciting their Shab-
bat morning prayers. Many 
of those killed were elderly. 
Their deaths tragically rein-
force the need to condemn an-
ti-Semitic and bigoted rheto-
ric before it metastasizes into 
acts of violence. This letter is 
dedicated to the memories of 
the victims—may their mem-
ories forever be a source of 
blessings.

As Jewish students in Char-
lottesville, we feel a particular 
duty to identify anti-Semitism 
both on the political left and 
right. While Jewish law stu-
dents and the broader Char-
lottesville Jewish community 
experienced right-wing anti-
Semitism directly in August 
2017, we also feel a strong 
need to point out the degree 
to which anti-Semitism has 
been normalized on the politi-
cal left in the form of virulent 
anti-Zionism. It is with this 
educational goal that we write 
this piece.

Anti-Semitism on the right 
is relatively easy to see. It 
comes in the form that we saw 
last August: swastikas, chants 

of “Jews will not replace us,” 
and the specific targeting of 
Congregation Beth Israel in 
downtown Charlottesville. 
This anti-Semitism fits into 
Prince William County Super-
visor and U.S. Senate candi-
date Corey Stewart’s broader 
white nationalist worldview. 
Stewart has engaged in inex-
cusable racial dog-whistling 
for years. He has repeatedly 
downplayed the role of slav-
ery in the Civil War and the 
prevalence of racism today. In 
2017, at the Old South Ball in 
Danville, Va., he spoke about 
the importance of Virginia’s 
Confederate heritage and 
identity at great length. In his 
sordid courtship of neo-Con-
federates, he never paused to 
mention the evils of slavery 
and racism that have played 
such a tragic part in Virginia’s 
history.

Stewart has sought support 
from Jason Kessler, the white 
nationalist leader who helped 
organize last year’s Unite the 
Right rally. Kessler paid UVA 
Law multiple unwelcome 
visits last semester, ranting 
about the “Jewish-looking” 
students who were follow-
ing him. After getting banned 
from UVA following his visits, 
he bemoaned UVA Law’s re-
ceipt of its largest ever dona-
tion from “Jewish” investors 
Bruce and Marsha Karsh as 
evidence that “our rights can 
be sold to the highest bidder.”

In early 2017, Stewart at-
tended an event hosted by 

Kessler and his organization, 
Unity and Security for Amer-
ica. He listened as members 
discussed the importance of 
allowing immigrants from 
Western countries and ex-
cluding Middle Easterners. 
He also held a press confer-
ence with Kessler to support 
Kessler’s efforts to retain 
Charlottesville’s Confeder-
ate statues, praising Kessler’s 
group for standing up to “real 
racism” while Kessler de-
clared that the statue of Lee 
held “ethnic significant to 
Southern white people.” Kes-
sler rewarded Stewart for his 
courtship by endorsing Stew-
art during his failed 2017 gu-
bernatorial bid. 

Almost a year later, about a 
week before this year’s June 
primary, Stewart finally re-
pudiated Kessler, claiming 
“I didn’t know who he was 
when I met with him.” This 
should be convincing to no 
one, since it is far from Stew-
art’s only dalliance with white 
supremacists. In January 
2017, he appeared with Paul 
Nehlen, an unsuccessful can-
didate in Wisconsin’s First 
U.S. Congressional District’s 
last two primaries. Stewart 
told Nehlen that Nehlen was 
“one of my personal heroes . 
. . I can’t tell you how much I 
was inspired by you.” Nehlen 
has supported considering 
deporting all Muslims from 
the United States, and be-
came notorious for attacking 
the “Jewish media,” as well 

as bizarrely tweeting, “Poop, 
incest, and pedophilia. Why 
are those common themes re-
peated so often with Jews?”

Most pertinent to the Jew-
ish community, Stewart was 
quick to attack Republicans 
who denounced racism in the 
wake of the Unite the Right 
Rally. In our eyes, he crystal-
lized his sympathy for anti-
Semites when he said that 
those who denounced the ral-
ly were “weak . . . they couldn’t 
apologize fast enough.” Stew-
art’s anti-Semitism is situated 
firmly in his broader white 
nationalist views. For people 
like Stewart, Kessler, and Ne-
hlen, the centrality of anti-
Semitism to their worldview 
cannot be overstated. 

It is also incumbent upon us 
to point out the ways in which 
anti-Semitism manifests in 
the political left. While it does 
not usually come in the easily-
identifiable form of Nazi im-
agery and outward racism, its 
underlying principles are still 
insidious. Unfortunately, U.S. 
Congressional candidate for 
Virginia’s Fifth District Les-
lie Cockburn has a troubling 
track record of propagating 
anti-Semitic canards that 
have disturbing historical ori-
gins. While we are aware that 
Cockburn in no way exhibits 
the outward anti-Semitism 
that Corey Stewart seems to 
be comfortable with, we feel 
uncomfortable with the de-
gree to which anti-Semitism 
has been normalized on the 

political left. 
Much of the Jewish com-

munity (though not the en-
tirety) is deeply concerned 
about Cockburn’s 1991 book 
Dangerous Liaison: The In-
side Story of the U.S.–Israeli 
Covert Relationship. In the 
book, Cockburn describes 
Jewish control over U.S. for-
eign affairs in ways that mir-
ror the narrative of the Pro-
tocols of the Elders of Zion. 
Protocols, published in the 
Russian Empire in 1903, is a 
fabricated text that purports 
to describe Jewish schemes 
for world domination. Anti-
Semites have used its core 
theme ever since to peddle 
conspiracy theories about 
Jewish domination of finance, 
the media, politics, and the in-
ternational system. Protocols’ 
ideas were used by the Tsars 
to instigate pogroms and by 
the Nazis to justify genocide. 
Today’s anti-Semites use 
Protocols to accuse Jews and 
Israel of causing everything 
from 9/11 to the 2008 finan-
cial crisis.

In Dangerous Liaison, 
Leslie Cockburn offered her 
variation on the Protocols 
theme, including accusing Is-
rael of helping Saddam mas-
sacre the Kurds, training a 
Colombian drug cartel, and 
dominating U.S. politics. The 
New York Times published a 
review excoriating the book 
for being “largely dedicated 

As many of you know, 
Lambda Law Alliance is the 
Law School’s LGBTQ+ stu-

dent organiza-
tion; providing 
professional, so-
cial, and academ-
ic support for LG-
BTQ+ students. But Lambda 
is more than just a student 
organization—Lambda is a 
family for both LGBTQ+ peo-
ple and straight allies. 

Relocating for law school is 
a daunting process for many 
students, especially those 
who identify as LGBTQ+. Our 
goal is to ensure that there is 
a supportive group ready to 
welcome these students when 
they arrive. In fact, Lambda 
was one of the reasons I was 
so excited to come to UVA 
Law. I attended Lambda’s 
welcome party during Admit-
ted Students Weekend and 
was blown away by welcom-
ing and friendly community. 
I left knowing that I had an 
immediate group of friends 
and mentors to lean on when 
I started my first year. 

Our 14-member Executive 
Board works tirelessly to al-
low us to host a wide range of 
activities—from social events 
to career panels to network-
ing events—and I am incred-
ibly honored to be a part 
of such a wonderful group. 
My role on the board is Vice 

President, a new position this 
year, and my primary role 
is to support the President 
and other Board members 
on their projects. One of my 
responsibilities is managing 
Executive Board elections, 
and I am excited to oversee 
our transition from a plural-
ity voting system to instant 
runoff voting. 

Eleanora Kaloyeropoulou 
is the President of Lambda 
this year. She is a fantastic 
leader and has made great 
strides to promote Lambda 
across the Law School com-
munity. She knew every 1L 
almost instantly, not only 
their names but also their in-
terests and backgrounds. 

Hanaa Khan and Taz Jones 
are tasked with alumni and 
law firm relations. Among 
their responsibilities are co-
ordinating the mentorship 
program, which matches 
Lambda members with prac-
ticing attorneys to discuss 
their careers and what it 
means to be LGBTQ+ in the 
legal profession. Taz and 
Hanna also worked together 
to plan an incredibly suc-
cessful Career Day, which al-
lowed 1L Lambda members 
to network with attorneys 
from a number of law firms.

Alex Downie and Alyssa 
Daniels are our social coor-
dinators. They are respon-
sible for planning many of 
our great events, including 
the Welcome Back Barbeque 

mixer with other graduate 
schools, the Charlottesville 
Pride brunch, movie nights, 
last week’s HalloQueen par-
ty, and Lambda’s famous 
Taste the Rainbow FebClub 
party, one of the most popu-
lar events of the month. 

Adele Stichel is our Inclu-
sivity Chair, another new po-
sition this year. Adele was an 
integral part of the “What I 
Wish I Had Known as a 1L” 
panel where she, along with 
other Lambda members Ha-
naa, Taz, Robbie Pomeroy, 
David Goldman, and Emma-
line Rees provided 1Ls with 
tips about how to survive and 
succeed in law school.

Alex Viner is our Allyship 
Chair, working to engage 
more students around the 
school. He was a competi-
tive ballroom dancer before 
law school and taught a fan-
tastic dance class for straight 
and LGBTQ+ students. Alex 
helped organize our “Bring 
an Ally” potluck and plans to 
host mixers with other stu-
dent groups as the year pro-
gresses. 

Chandler Walpole and Mi-
chael Denton are our Pro-
gramming Chairs. Chandler 
is the representative of the 
LGBT Bar, both for our law 
school and the tristate area. 
She plans monthly events 
based off themes from the 
LGBT Bar. In September 
she led an event where stu-
dents told stories of times 

they felt uncomfortable being 
LGBTQ+ at the Law School 
and discussed strategies to 
make the Law School more 
inclusive. This October, she 
and Michael are planning an 
event around the history and 
politics behind the concept 
of coming out. Michael orga-
nizes the student mentorship 
program, pairing 1Ls with 
2Ls and 3Ls who have simi-
lar backgrounds for informal 
mentorship and friendship. 
He also leads our inaugural 
book club, where we most 
recently read “Covering” by 
Kenji Yoshino. Michael and 
Chandler also worked to table 
with the Domestic Violence 
Project to raise money for do-
mestic violence shelters that 
support LGBTQ+ people. 

Joe LoPresti is our Com-
munications Chair. He is re-
sponsible for collecting and 
disseminating news about 
Lambda events and other 
event of interest within the 
Law School community. One 
of the most popular features 
of his emails (besides the 
lovely use of color and high-
lighting) is the “In the News” 
section, where he shares im-
portant news about LGBTQ+ 
rights worldwide—a great 
resource for learning about 
topics ranging from the role 
of tech companies in censor-
ing LGBTQ+ content to U.S. 
policy on granting visas to 
same-sex couples.  

Taylor Mitchell is our 

VP of Finance, managing a 
large budget provided by the 
Law School and our nearly 
70 dues-paying members. 
Lambda usually hosts at least 
two events per week, and 
sometimes as many as four, 
meaning money changes 
hands often. Taylor is an in-
tegral part of Lambda, and 
our organization would not 
be able to function without 
him managing the budget, 
collecting receipts, and en-
suring our bills are paid on 
time. 

Jameil Brown and Jess 
Feinberg are our 1L Repre-
sentatives. As new members 
of Lambda and the Executive 
Board, they keep us informed 
of what’s going on in the 1L 
class, share their perspec-
tives, and suggest areas for 
improvement. They will be 
planning a canned food drive 
this November for the Law 
School. 

Lambda continues to grow 
each year as more LGBTQ+ 
identifying students come to 
the Law School. Just a few 
short years ago the number 
of out LGBTQ+ students at 
the school was merely four; 
now LGBTQ+ students rep-
resent between eight and 
ten percent of each incoming 
class. As the student popu-
lation continues to grow, so 
will Lambda. 

----
dar8v@virginia.edu

Dana Raphael ‘20 
Guest Columnist
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English law—which is written 
in more or less English...”

J. Harrison: “Any time you 
think about your pants falling 
down, the idea of belt and sus-
penders is probably not a bad 
idea.”

R. Hynes: “Efficiency IS 
justice!”

R. Schragger: “I just want 
to be a media star and nobody’s 
calling me!”

Heard a good professor quote? 
Email editor@lawweekly.org!
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A. Woolhandler: “The em-
ployer’s name was Chairman. 
I always think that’s funny. 
… We’re desperate for humor 
here, OK?”

J. Platania: “Clogs are not 
covered under Batson.”

K. Kordana: “I should have 
hired some friends with baseball 
bats to show up at this woman’s 
door. I call that ‘Alternative Dis-
pute Resolution.’” 

L. Kendrick: “I got a-run 
over by a Lexuuuuus!!”

F. Schauer: “The court, feel-
ing itself competent to interpret 

Class of 2021 v. Doe

903 U.Va. 12 (2018)

VanderMeulen, C. J., de-
livered the opinion of the 
unanimous Court. SchMalzl, 
J., filed a concurring opin-

ion.

Chief Justice VanderMeu-
len delivered the opinion of 
the Court.

A bright-eyed, smiling 
young woman laden with 
heavy textbooks reserves 
a room on the second floor 
of the Law Library on a Sat-
urday morning. She sets up 
her laptop and her books, 
readies her PowerPoint, and 
starts writing her equations 
on the . . . wait a second . . . 
equations? Smiling?? Is that 
a . . . chemistry book?! 

That’s right, folks: they’re 
back. Once more, the un-
dergrads of UVA are mak-
ing felt their presence in our 
quaint northern outpost. 
Before you know it, we’ll 
be inundated with soror-
ity sweatshirts, Roots-to-go, 
and Juuling in the library.1 
Fortunately, forward-look-
ing plaintiffs have brought 
the issue before this Court, 
which is determined to act 
to protect the Law School.

I

The instant dispute reads 
like so many others: appel-
lants Sarah-Jane Lorenzo 
’21 and Jacob Jones ’21, rep-
resenting the Class of 2021, 
found themselves in the li-
brary last Saturday morn-
ing2 grappling with vexing 

1  The Court once witnessed 
an undergrad vaping “sur-
reptitiously” on the second 
floor. She looked like a teapot, 
vapor streaming slowly out 
of her nostrils. All hail Queen 
Davies and the benevolent 
SEC-028.

2  The Court takes no po-
sition on whether plaintiffs 

questions about proximate 
cause. As they approached 
the doors of the Mason 
Room, they saw a brown-
haired, glasses-clad wom-
an occupying a seat at the 
long table in the center of 
the room. According to ap-

pellants’ brief, they imme-
diately realized something 
was amiss when they saw 
the woman’s PowerPoint 
was entitled, “DNA Repair 
and Genomic Instability: 
Cells, Tissues, and Mecha-
nisms of Disease.” While ap-
pellants’ brief admits they 
“have no idea what’s going 
on in any of [their] classes” 
and “couldn’t tell a railroad 
turntable from rum-ship 
explosion,” they insist that 
what they saw “had nothing 
to do with law ’cause it was, 
like, numbers and stuff.” 
Appellants allege this occu-

violated this Court’s anti-
Gunning injunction, but we’re 
going to keep an eye on these 
lads, don’t you worry.

pation of the Mason Room 
constituted false imprison-
ment and a violation of their 
property right to access Law 
School facilities. They argue 
for a categorical ruling bar-
ring undergrads from using 
Law School spaces.

In the court below, appel-
lee Dane Joe—whose identi-
ty has been shielded for fear 
of threats to her person—
moved to dismiss plaintiffs’ 
suit, arguing it failed to state 
a claim upon which petty re-
lief could be granted. Judge 
Davies granted the motion, 
ruling for appellee that ap-
pellants had failed to state 
a claim in their complaint. 
Appellants timely appealed 
and we granted them a hear-
ing. We now, shockingly, re-
verse.

II

First, we address appel-
lee’s motion to dismiss. Pet-
ty Rule of Civil Procedure 

12(b)(5)3 allows for dis-
missal of a plaintiff’s suit if 
the pleading fails to state a 
claim upon which relief may 
be granted.4 In reviewing a 
granted motion to dismiss, 
this Court views all evidence 
in the light most favorable to 

3  Yeah, that’s right, 5. We 
do what we want.

4  This standard should be 
familiar to anyone who paid 
attention in Civ Pro, aka that 
one weird kid with the UVA 
undergrad ring and no one 
else.

the non-moving party. See 
Davies v. SBA, 718 U.Va. 221 
(2015) (“The keg is not, as 
defendant contends, ‘with-
out any redeeming value 
whatsoever.’ It has at least 
a teentsy-weentsy bit of re-
deeming value! The lower 
court is reversed.”) Here, 
the lower court held appel-
lants’ false imprisonment 
claim “completely without 
merit because they were not 
imprisoned.” Appellants 
contend being locked out 
of the Mason Room counts 
as imprisonment, and also 
note that they endured “ex-
cruciating mental imprison-
ment” at being reminded of 
their inferiority in the hard 
sciences.

As for the property claim, 
appellants present a novel 
claim in their petition, ar-
guing that law students 
should have a unique right 
to enter Law School prem-
ises, including a right to 
exclude undergrads from 
those premises. Appellants 
claim the Law School’s 1974 
move from Main Grounds to 
North Grounds established 
a unique “stick” in the pro-
verbial bundle that Profes-
sor Doran so adores. They 
propose that any Law School 
student, faculty member, 
or staff member should 
have the right to exclude 
from Law School premises 
any “Obvious Undergrad.” 
Judge Davies dismissed this 
claim as well, holding there 
is “no such thing” as an “Ob-
vious Undergrad.”

“A p p e l l a n t s ’ 
b r ie f  admi t s 

they  ‘have  no  idea 
what ’s  go ing  on  in  any 
o f  [ the i r ]  c l a s ses ’  and 
‘ cou ldn ’ t  te l l  a  r a i l road 
tu r n tab le  f rom a  rum-
sh ip  exp los ion . . .  ‘ ” 

  —C.J. VanderMeulen 
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  continued from page 

1. Have you ever had a 
nickname?

I grew up being called Bel-
ron, it’s always a bit confusing 
when people call me Ben. 

2. Where did you grow 
up?

Charlottesville, Virginia. 

3. What’s the best meal 
you’ve ever had?

I once spent a month wil-
derness-kayaking in the Ke-
nai Fjords. Tents, sleeping on 
icebergs, no resupplies, the 
whole nine yards. After week 
three, we were eating nothing 
but preserved/powdered food. 
On our final day we walked 
straight from the dock to the 
closest restaurant––some 
random pizzeria in Seward, 
Alaska restaurant–– and or-
dered an entire pizza each. We 
all got very sick, but it was still 
the best pizza I’ve ever had. 

4. What’s your favorite 
hobby to avoid the stress 
of law school? 

I work as an Emergency 
Medical Technician on the 
local Rescue Squad, which is 

actually quite stress-reducing. 
I think it has something to do 
with taking something that’s 
wrong and fixing it (vs. the law, 
where we take things that are 
wrong and argue about them). 

5. Where is your favorite 
place to vacation?

Anywhere without cell 
phone service. Usually On-
tario. 

6. What did you have for 
breakfast this morning?

Pav machine-coffee and 
those fruit snacks in Student 
Affairs. 

7. If you owned a sports 
team, what/who would be 
the mascot?

It would be a team of Bat-
tling Robots, and the mascot 
would be Kristen Stewart. 

8. Blueberries or straw-
berries?

Whichever one they decide 
to throw on the firm reception 
cheeseboard. . .

9. What is the best con-
cert you have ever been 
to?

John Legend at a small, pri-
vate event in San Francisco. 
He was great, but it was the 
best concert because of the 
person I was with. 

10. What’s your favorite 
thing to do in Charlottes-
ville?

Close out the Virginian. I 
was raised in Charlottesville, 
but I grew up standing on 
those booths. 

11. Backstreet Boys or 
*NSYNC? 

Justin Timberlake is as close 
to perfect as pop celebrities 
can get. 

12. What’s your favorite 
food(s)?

Egg and feta bagel at Bo-
do’s (THE MAGIC IS IN THE 
FETA). Also, bacon-wrapped 
dates at Mas, house dressing 
at Take-it-Away, anything at 
Lampo. Alternatively, any-
thing I get to eat while sitting 
next to good people. 

13. What’s the longest. 
you’ve gone without sleep 
and why?

42 hours during a search-
and-rescue for a lost child (we 
found him). 

14. If you won the lot-
tery, what would you do 
with it?

Drive to CVS, buy a dispos-
able camera, take a picture of 
the ticket (so it doesn’t exist 
digitally anywhere). Drive to 
Bank of America, open a safety 
deposit box and put it in there. 
Immediately find a lawyer with 
expertise in this matter and fly 
to see her. Tell nobody. Claim 
the prize in the name of a trust 
a day before the deadline. 
Found a new political party, 
take control of the House and 
pay off Trump’s taxes as a ges-
ture of goodwill. . .(jk). 

15. If you had Matrix-
like learning, what would 
you learn?

How to go back and take the 
Blue Pill. 

----

ebe8ca@virginia.edu

HOT 
BENCH

Ben Elron ‘20

LETTERS
  continued from page 5

LETTERS page 6

Fake News: 1Ls Resent 
All Who Dared Compare 
This Place to Disneyland

“First of all, I haven’t seen a single [expletive] 
teacup,” observes one first-year student

CHARLOTTESVILLE – As 
exams approach, first-year 
students at the purported 

“Disneyland of 
Law Schools” 
are search-
ing for secluded locations 
to cry on grounds, having 
concluded that law school 
is nothing more than an ab-
solute anxiety-ridden hells-
cape.

“When I was choosing 
among schools, the whole 
‘Disneyland of law schools’ 
thing tipped the scales in 
favor of UVA,” said Co-
lin Smith ’21, who recently 
broke a blood vessel in his 
eye after watching an Insta-
gram story in which a sec-
tion mate showed off her 
nearly-finished outlines. “If 
this is Disneyland, my god… 
what is Harvard like?!”

In lieu of regularly-
scheduled appointments, 
the entire staff of the Of-
fice of Career Services has 
fled Charlottesville for the 
remainder of the semester, 
leaving behind nothing but 
a single copy of the school’s 
ABA Employment Summary 

Report that indicates aver-
age employment levels of 
97.4 percent. In the mar-
gins, a handwritten message 
apparently scrawled by a 
staff member reads, “Seri-
ously, what more could you 
possibly want from us?” 

Dean Risa Goluboff ex-
pressed a lack of sympathy 
for those who believed any 
law school on earth would 
be anything like Disney-
land, remarking, “I think 
it’s pretty obvious Mickey 
Mouse would have gone to 
Darden.”

The Admissions team will 
continue to conduct tours 
of the law school through 
November 30 as scheduled, 
but has asked first-year stu-
dents to muffle their sobs in 
the presence of prospective 
applicants.

----
kar5zn@virginia.edu

III

A

We’ll be honest: These 
claims are pretty weak 
sauce. Normally, for a claim 
of false imprisonment, we 
require a showing of, well, 
“imprisonment.” See, e.g., 
Section A v. Verkerke, 810 
U.Va. 445 (2017) (“You were 
stuck in that exam room for 
how many hours??”). Per-
haps, in some circumstanc-
es, anguish alone might do. 
See, e.g., Malkowski v. Co-
hen, 811 U.Va. 907 (2017) 
(“Though the door was tech-
nically open, appellant’s in-
ability to escape discussion 
of securities violations in a 
Professional Responsibility 
course rendered her suffi-
ciently imprisoned to state a 
claim.”) Never have we held 
that plaintiffs were falsely 
imprisoned for a mere in-
ability to enter the premises 
of the Law School. 

Nonetheless, here we must 
reverse the lower court. Ap-
pellants’ claim may be a bit, 
eh, creative, but the dam-
age done to them is real. 
By occupying the space re-
served for law students, Doe 
locked Lorenzo and Jones 
out of space to which they 
had a lawful right. By cov-
ering the white board with 
her accursed and befuddling 
equations, Doe imprisoned 
appellants in the confines of 
their own inferiority. That 
must count for something. 
And besides, Doe is an un-
dergrad. Is there any more 
proud a boast than that we 

are a government “not of 
laws, but of men”? Were 
we to allow Doe to stand 
on equal footing before the 
law, would that law even be 
petty?

B

Similarly, appellants’ 
property law claim must 
be reinstated. We declare 
categorically that denizens 
of the Law School have 
the right to exclude “Obvi-
ous Undergrads” from any 
study premise, library ta-
ble, or coffee-machine line 
within the School of Law. 
Contrary to Judge Davies’ 
holding below, we find that 
there is such a thing as an 
“Obvious Undergrad.” Tell-
tale signs include open dis-
play of Greek letters; Main 
Grounds student-organiza-
tion laptop stickers; math 
and science textbooks; pic-
ture books (!); vaping in the 
library5; untrodden spirit; 
and “’Potle” bowls, as these 
despicable cads call Chipo-
tle. Law School denizens are 
urged to use caution: this 
right to exclude applies only 
to OBVIOUS undergrads. If 
the sneaky lads and lasses 
manage to disguise their un-
diminished souls and chem-
istry homework, they must 
be allowed to remain. 

IV

Stay vigilant, Law School-
ers! The invasion is upon us. 
Left unchecked, our way of 

5  Sorry, Shanna.

life is at risk. Some under-
grads, we assume, are good 
people. But they are not us. 
And lurking among them 
is an even greater threat: 
Darden students disguised 
as undergrads. Make no 
mistake: we will grant no 
safe harbor to these invad-
ers. The lower court’s hold-
ing is reversed, and appel-
lants’ complaint is restored.

It is so ordered.

SchMalzl, J., concurring.

I join the Court’s thor-
ough opinion in full, but 
write separately to note 
what I think is a glaring 
omission from the Court’s 
decision: the snacks and the 
coffee. Undergrads who oc-
cupy study rooms are bad, 
yes. No one would deny this. 
But what about the ones 
who take snacks! Is there 
anything more sacred to us 
than snacks and coffee? And 
these children come north 
and just take them. It’s 
disgusting. And by ignor-
ing the threat posed to law 
students’ ongoing ability to 
be adequately fed and sug-
ared, the Court kicks the can 
down the road once more, 
leaving for others a threat it 
should address itself.

On this basis, I object.

----

jmv5af@virginia.edu

to Israel-bashing for its own 
sake,” and for suggesting “win 
or lose, smart or dumb, right 
or wrong, suave or boorish, 
Israelis are a menace . . . the 
Israeli-American connection 
is somewhere behind just 
about everything that ails us.” 
Many of us see Cockburn’s 
book as part of a long tradi-
tion of scapegoating Jews for 
social problems and believe 
her use of the terms “Israel” 
and “Zionists” instead of Jews 
should not give her cover. Im-
portantly, we acknowledge 
that not all criticisms of Israel 
constitute anti-Semitism. But 
sometimes the demonization 
is so strong and the conspira-
cy theories are so potent that 
Jews realize that criticism of 
Israel is a thin veil for well-
known anti-Semitic tropes.

To her credit, Cockburn has 
reached out and received the 
support of some in the local 
Jewish community. While 
her outreach is laudable, she 
has yet to fully repudiate her 
book or even acknowledge 
why Jewish individuals feel 
that her book touches a nerve 
in ways that Jewish individu-
als uniquely understand. Our 
group has a wide range of 
viewpoints, but some of us 
feel that she treated her meet-
ings with the community as a 
perfunctory campaign stop, 
aiming to secure support from 
a key constituency rather than 
deeply engage with concerns 
about her problematic book. 

To be clear, this article is 
not a call to take political ac-
tion against Leslie Cockburn. 
Despite the problematic na-

ture of her book, some Jewish 
students, including some of 
us, continue to support Cock-
burn. Some of us believe her 
commitments to progressive 
values will better serve the 
minority communities of her 
district. Nevertheless, as a 
whole, we are deeply troubled 
by the way in which anti-Sem-
itism has gone unquestioned 
in the political left, not just in 
the United States but globally 
within liberal democracies. 
We hope that we can help 
educate others so we do not 
reach the point that the Brit-
ish Labour party has, where 
politicians including the 
leader of the party, Jeremy 
Corbyn, have proven worry-
ingly tolerant of widespread 
anti-Semitic themes and ste-
reotypes. 

We feel a moral responsi-
bility—especially after Au-
gust 2017—to identify anti-
Semitism on the left and on 
the right. While Nazi imagery 
from the right is easy to iden-
tify, anti-Semitism from the 
left is often intertwined with 
virulent anti-Israel senti-
ment. 

We write this piece fully 
aware of the complex, multi-
dimensional political world in 
which we live, vote, and ad-
vocate. But we also write this 
piece inspired by the words 
of the great Rabbi Hillel, who 
said “If I am not for myself, 
who will be for me? But if I am 
only for myself, who am I? If 
not now, when?”

--- 
jk2wr@virginia.edu

Kristen Ridgway ‘19
Guest Satirist



Wednesday,   31   October  2018VIRGINIA LAW WEEKLY6

SUDOKU

The Back Page
T

h
e

 D
o

c
k

e
T

5 9 3

7 8

8 6 9 2 3

4 7 2

2 5 9 3

8 3 1

2 5 1 8 4

1 3

8 2 7

Puzzle 1 (Hard, difficulty rating 0.62)

Generated by http://www.opensky.ca/sudoku on Mon Oct 29 19:55:40 2018 GMT. Enjoy!

TIME EVENT LOCATION COST FOOD?
WEDNESDAY – October 31

11:00 –
13:00

Law Vets Bar Crawl 
Tickets + T Shirt Sale

Grid 
17SQC184147 Varies by date ----

11:30 Winter Pro Bono 
Orientation Session

WB154 Free ----

11:30 –
14:00

FedSoc: ‘Mr. Madison 
Goes to Washington’

WB 101 Free The inevitable 
Chick-Fil-A

THURSDAY – November 1

11:30 Law Repubs Present: Will 
Free Speech Survive? Purcell Free Lunch

12:00 FLF: Women in Midterm 
Elections WB 126 Free Lunch served

12:00 Consumer Law: Seth 
Frotman WB 114 Free

Lunch 
w/Symplicity 

RSVP

17:30 –
19:30

Norton Rose Fulbright 
Presents: Practice Team 

Perspectives
Junction

RSVP 
dallasrecruiting@nortonrosef

ulbright.com
Hors d’oeuvres

18:00 –
22:00 3L Bonfire Buses at Law 

School
$10, (on sale next to the Law 

Vets in H&W)
S’mores, 

Wayside, drinks
FRIDAY – November 2

8:30 –
9:30

Law School Foundation 
Coffee & Conversation

Student Ctr. 
Lobby Free Bagels + joe

9:00 –
13:15

VELF: Historic 
Preservation in the 21st 

Century Symposium
Purcell Free Breakfast & 

Lunch

12:00 –
13:00

Immigration Internships 
Panel WB 119 Free Chipotle

SATURDAY – November 3

19:30 –
22:00

Kluge-Ruhe Museum 
Pres: Yolgnu Films w/ 

Director Ishmael Marika

Jefferson Sch. 
Af-Am. 

Heritage Ctr. 
$11 ----

SUNDAY – November 4
15:30 –
17:00

Baroque Orchestra Fall 
Concert Old Cabell Hall Free w/ advance reg ----

MONDAY – November 5
13:00 –
14:00 Exam Panel WB 154 Free Snacks

13:00 –
14:00

Animal Law Soc: Factory 
Farms Panel Purcell Free Not likely to be 

veal

18:00 –
20:15

LPS/CARE:Circles 
Screening + Q&A with 

Director Cassidy Freeman 
& Eric Butler

Caplin Pavilion RSVP to CARE/LPS Dinner served 

TUESDAY – November 6

6:00 –
19:00 Election Day Various

Varies, see Title 26 USC +
local restrictions on 

franchise
Sticker

11:30 –
13:00

FedSoc: Reforming the 
Machinery of Criminal 

Justice
Purcell Free Chick-Fil-A

12:00 –
13:00 Lexis Lunch WB 126 Free

adv: “cheese” OR 
“pepperoni” w/2 

“pizza”
16:00 –
17:30 Lile Finals Caplin Pavilion Free ----

WEDNESDAY – November 7
12:00 –
13:00 Lexis Lunch WB 126 How many of you have 

heard of Shepard’s®?
adv: “Pizza” w/p 

“swiss rolls”
16:30 –
20:30

VLW: Women in Public 
Service Caplin Pavilion Free ----

Cartoon By Jenny Lamberth

Solution

Puzzle 1 (Hard, difficulty rating 0.62)

251936748
734518692
869427315
413795826
625841937
987263451
372659184
598174263
146382579
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Softball Scores: LETTERS
  continued from page 5

Hoos on 2nd and Green 
Machine 14-14
Fed Sox over DDD 16-6

Cases Loaded over 
DDD 12-4
Section I ‘19 over In-
glawrious Batters 17-10

CRG over Stranger 
Swings 23-0
Bam’s Is over Good Not 
Great 6-4

Keep Campus Speech 
Open

 By Virginia Law 
Republicans

Say someone were to pen an 
op-ed in this paper discussing 
some of the terms surround-
ing the immigration debate. 
Say this were to spark outrage, 
resulting in some students re-
moving all copies of this paper 
from its places of distribution. 
What ought to be the conse-
quences of doing so? Is the 
removal of copies, prevent-
ing students from exposure to 
such expression, a violation of 
campus free-speech rights or 
an expression of them? 

This Thursday, November 1 
from 11:30 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. in 
the Purcell Reading Room, the 
Law Republicans will co-host 
a debate with the Goldwater 
Institute, beginning a conver-
sation on some of these ques-
tions. 

In early January of 2017, 
the Goldwater Institute issued 
model campus free-speech 
legislation which has been ad-
opted in whole or part in over 
a dozen states, including Vir-
ginia in 2018. 

The model provides that 
campus administrators cannot 
disinvite speakers, no mat-
ter how controversial. It sets 
up disciplinary sanctions for 
students who interfere with 
the campus free speech rights 
of others and, interestingly, 
permits students whose rights 
were improperly infringed 

by the university to recover 
court and attorney’s fees. For 
many, this seems like a step in 
the right direction—an indica-
tion that campuses will be le-
gally required to take the free 
speech rights of all students, 
no matter their political af-
filiation, seriously. Goldwater 
Institute Senior Fellow, Heri-
tage Foundation Senior Edu-
cational Policy Analyst, and 
co-author of the model legis-
lation Jonathan Butcher be-
lieves that turning to the law 
to protect students’ rights on 
campus is the best solution to 
the current free speech crisis. 

Some, however, like Profes-
sor Michael Behrent of Appa-
lachian State University, view 
laws of this kind and the cam-
pus free-speech movement as 
“false friends,” undermining 
the fundamental values and 
benefits of free speech with 
political ends. By emphasizing 
punishment, the fear is that 
genuine freedom of expression 
will be chilled. 

So, are campus free-speech 
laws a help or hindrance to the 
free speech cause?

I welcome you to join the 
Law Republicans for what will 
be a totally non-partisan and 
nuanced debate about an issue 
that impacts every student on 
Grounds and beyond. If we be-
lieve that freedom of expres-
sion is a good, then how ought 
we to go about protecting it 
for all students on campuses 
across the country? Let’s de-
bate!

----
caa9at@virginia.edu


