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As the Paul M. Hebert Law Center’s 
academic year fades from fall into spring, its 
direction and leadership for presumably the 
next several years is now being determined.  
Specifically, a new administrative head of 
the Law Center will be appointed before the 
end of the spring semester.  The deanship 

is a new position created in the wake of the 
campus reorganization that saw the Law Center 

merged back into the main campus; it had been an autonomous 
institution with its own chancellor until 2015.  
The new dean will face a number of challenges immediately 
upon assuming office.  First, the ongoing budget crises that 
have plagued Louisiana higher education for the past several 
years will continue to affect the Law Center, albeit indirectly as 
a result of any cuts to the Louisiana State University system’s 
budget.  Second, the new dean will need to grapple with recent 
faculty resolutions regarding diversity matters.  Finally, the 
overall direction of the Law Center and its educational program 
looms large, as the civil and comparative law portion of the law 
degree becomes optional, and the balance between producing 
practice-ready attorneys trained by experienced practitioners 
and legal researchers trained by highly skilled scholars must 
be reset.  Related to this last issue is the need to maintain a 
relatively high first time bar passage rate and exceptionally 
high employment figures for recent graduates.
Thomas Galligan, one of the two remaining candidates for 
the position of dean, graduated from what is now the Seattle 
University School of Law in 1981 as the valedictorian of his 
class.  Additionally, Mr. Galligan holds a Master of Laws 
(LL.M.) degree from Columbia University Law School in 
New York, and an undergraduate degree with a major in 
political science from Stanford University in California.  After 
graduating from law school, Mr. Galligan practiced in the field 
of tort law as an associate with the Seattle firm Lane Powell 
Moss & Miller for five years before joining the faculty of the 

Paul M. Hebert Law Center in 1986.  
During his time at LSU, Mr. Galligan 
taught a number of courses, led the 
Summer in France Program in 1990, 
consulted on a number of tort law and 
tort law reform issues, contributed 
columns to The Trial Brief, and helped to plan and coordinate 
continuing education programs for Louisiana judges 
as executive director of the Louisiana Judicial College.  
Additionally, many current students and recent graduates will 
recognize Mr. Galligan’s name as co-author of a number of tort 
law textbooks, chiefly co-authoring these books and a number 
of articles with Professors Frank Maraist and John Church.  A 
number of Mr. Galligan’s articles have been awarded prizes for 
outstanding scholarship, and his scholarship has been cited by 
the Louisiana Supreme Court and the United States Supreme 
Court.  Since leaving LSU in 1998, Mr. Galligan has served 
as Dean of the University of Tennessee School of Law (until 
2006) and is currently president of Colby-Sawyer College, a 
small liberal arts college in New Hampshire.  
Cynthia Fountaine, the other remaining candidate for the 
position of dean, earned her law degree from the University of 
Southern California’s Gould School of Law, graduating in the 

Bill Schulz
Staff Writer
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class of 1988 and serving as publications editor for the Southern 
California Law Review.  Prior to law school, Ms. Fountaine 
earned a bachelor of science degree majoring in business 
from the Indiana University Bloomington’s Kelley School of 
Business.  After law school, Ms. Fountaine earned admission 
to the bar in the state of California, where she practiced law 
as an associate at the Los Angeles firm O’Melveney & Myers 
for four years before joining the faculty of the University of 
Cincinnati School of Law, where she served as a legal writing 
and professional responsibility instructor from 1992 until 
1997.  Then, she accepted a position as associate professor of 
law at what is now the Texas A&M University School of Law 
where she remained until 2010, including serving for two years 
as interim dean of the law school.  During her time at Texas 
A&M, Ms. Fountaine participated in a number of overseas 
comparative law education programs, serving as an instructor 
in Australia, Germany, and Jordan, and acting as coordinator 
and instructor in a comparative law instruction program via 
Skype with law students at Udmurt State University in Russia.  
Additionally, Ms. Fountaine served as a Fulbright Senior 
Scholar at Universität Bayreuth Faculty of Law, Business & 
Economics, teaching United States constitutional law and 
United States common law from 2009 until 2010, and as 
Fulbright International Administrators Program in France last 

year.  Since 2010, Ms. Fountaine has served as Dean of the 
Southern Illinois University School of Law.  She has authored 
numerous articles on comparative law and professional 
responsibility, including an appraisal of Atticus Finch as the 
model of a heroic lawyer.  
Both candidates have a wealth of experience as instructors 
and administrators in the law school environment, although a 
cursory review of Thomas Galligan’s curriculum vitae shows 
significantly different interests from those found in Cynthia 
Fountaine’s.  Mr. Galligan is a tort law specialist, with two 
decades of experience teaching and authoring articles and 
textbooks on a wide range of tort law subfields including 
admiralty law.  Ms. Fountaine is a comparative law specialist, 
with much experience in instruction and scholarship in diverse 
overseas legal environments, and a background in legal writing 
and constitutional law.  Mr. Galligan and Ms. Fountaine both 
possess experience as a law school dean and both have spent 
much time in the classroom as instructors.  Students and faculty 
will have an opportunity to hear from both candidates in open 
forums before a final decision is made.  Mr. Galligan will be 
on campus on Tuesday, January 26 from 3:30 until 4:30 p.m., 
while Ms. Fountaine will be on campus on Thursday, January 
28 from 3:30 until 4:30 p.m.  Both candidates’ open forum 
appearances will be in the Law Center Auditorium.  

COFFEE 
PILS

with

GENERAL BODY MEETING
FEBRUARY 23RD AT 2:50 PM 

ARBITRATION
COMPETITION

JANUARY 29TH-31ST

Good luck!
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LETTER FROM THE EDITOR
  

Welcome back! We hope you’ve had a fun a restful winter break. I’m sure this issue finds 
you back in the full swing of things. Luckily, our staff is here to keep you up to date. In 
this issue, our writers bring you up to speed on the latest. Whether you want to know the 
latest on the search for the new dean of the law center, or you’re curious about the legal 
questions raised by the Netflix documentary sensation, “Making a Murderer,” we’ve 
got you covered for the start of the 2016 spring semester. From the entire Civilian 
staff, we wish you all the best as we kick off another jam-packed semester at PMH.
          

               Cheers!
               Mallory Richard

Welcome back! 

First, a huge thank you to 
everyone that came out to 
the Jog for Cheney Jo in 
early January. There was 
no better way to start the 
semester than with such 
a warm tribute to our 
beloved Cheney. It was a 

wonderful event and one 
that we hope will continue 

for many years into the future. 

Just three weeks into the spring semester and 
already Christmas break feels like a distant 
memory. Classes are well underway and the 
cold-calls are rolling in. Be on the lookout 
for the visiting dean candidates over the next 
few days, and take some time to provide 
input in that process. The future of LSU Law 
depends on the quality of our leadership, so 
it’s a search that should be critically impor-
tant to all of us.  

On the student life front, SBA is looking for-
ward to a jam-packed spring semester, and 
the calendar is quickly filling up! In February, 
the gentlemen of PMH will suit up in their 
purple and gold for the annual Barristers’ 
Bowl – a football game and auction to raise 
money for charity. In the past, proceeds have 
been donated to worthy causes including 

the Make a Wish Foundation and St. Jude’s. 
This year, all proceeds will be donated to 
the American Cancer Society in honor of 
Cheney Joseph and all those members of the 
LSU Law family who have been affected by 
cancer. If football isn’t your thing, there are 
some incredibly talented PMH Cheerleaders 
who have promised an unforgettable halftime 
performance! Your 1L Officers are hard at 
work planning the annual Family Day, also 
to be held in February. During this two-day 
event, 1Ls will be able to show their loved 
ones what a day in the life of a law student 
really looks like – the good, the bad, and 
the scary! The 3Ls can look forward to late 
February for a very different reason. The 
upcoming Grad Fair is just another reminder 
that the finish line is so close! 

March will kick off with Barrister’s Ball (law 
school prom) at the Lyceum Ballroom. Your 
2L Officers have worked tirelessly to plan 
an evening that is sure to be memorable! A 
friendly reminder to drink like adults, and not 
like freshmen in college. PILS will also be 
hosting their Spring Day of Service in March, 
the annual Pause for a Cause. Make the time 
to give back and to build up some good karma 
as you head into exam season. Race Judicata 
will round out the month of March, so make 
sure you’ve started your “couch to 5K” train-
ing program in time! We’ll ring in April with 

Assault and Flattery on April Fool’s Day. Be 
on your best behavior until then – or at least 
until production is complete. 

This semester is shaping up to be one of our 
best yet. PMH’s student organizations have 
lined up some incredible events, speakers, 
and symposiums to enrich your lives and 
get you out of the classroom. Be sure to take 
advantage of these opportunities! As always, 
SBA encourages each of you to reach out 
with questions, comments, and concerns. 
We’re doing what we can to make law school 
life a little easier, so your feedback is always 
appreciated! Have a great semester and 

      GEAUX TIGERS! 

      Clare Sanchez
       SBA Executive President

Clare Sanchez, 
SBA President

SBA S TAT E  O F  A F FA I R S

Disclaimer: 

Views expressed in The Civilian, a designated 
public forum for student     expression, do 
not necessarily reflect those of the editors, 
the LSU Law Center or its student body. 
If  you are interested in contributing to a 
topic or wish to provide us with corrections, 
please email TheCivilianLSU@gmail.com 
or speak to a member of the editorial staff.

http://sites.law.lsu.edu/Civilian
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On January 29-31, 
the LSU Law Trial 
Advocacy executive 
board will host its 
5th annual Arbitration 
Competition.  The 
competition, which 
dates back to the 2011-
2012 school year, 
focuses on disputes 

which arise in transactional or business 
settings, such as employment-related 
disputes or disputes over real property.  
This year’s competition centers on 
a dispute between an individual and 
a farming corporation regarding the 
sale of real property.  According to 
Professor Jeff Brooks, Director of Trial 
Advocacy Programs at LSU Law, the 
2011-2012 Trial Advocacy Executive 
board created this competition in light 
of the need to prepare students for 
alternative dispute resolution, which 
is becoming more common in today’s 
legal landscape.   
Matt Roth, the Executive Board’s Vice 
President of Internal Competition, who 
was a finalist in last year’s competition, 
echoes the importance of arbitration in 
today’s legal landscape.  According 

to Roth, the Arbitration Competition 
is like “Flory sitting down” but with 
some key differences.  Roth notes 
that arbitrations are less formal than a 
traditional trial and take place between 
a claimant and a respondent, not a 
plaintiff and defendant.  In addition, 
while a judge oversees a trial, an 
arbitration is overseen by a fellow 
attorney, or, in this case, a peer. 
Most importantly, however, 
arbitrations are not bound by the 
rules of evidence, which may come 
as a relief to students who lack strong 
evidence skills. Indeed, Roth strongly 
advises former Flory participants who 
are participating in the arbitration 
competition to read the rules because, 
like Flory, a lack of familiarity with 
the rules can be detrimental to a 
team’s success.  According to Roth, 
“If your opponents know the rules and 
procedures to a particular arbitration 
and you do not, you will have a huge 
disadvantage that may just cost you 
the round.” 
Roth and Professor Brooks also agree 
that arbitration is less dramatic than 
a typical trial and emphasizes each 

party’s arguments as well as civility 
between the parties.  Professor Brooks 
also adds that, while Flory is spread 
out over a month, the arbitration 
competition takes place in a single 
weekend.  While this is the likely result 
of a smaller number of participants—
approximately 8-10 teams—that 
number should increase in light of 
the growing popularity of alternative 
dispute resolution.
In addition, Roth recommends the 
competition for anyone interested 
in transactional law or anyone who 
simply wishes to sharpen their 
general advocacy skills.  Roth notes 
that the arbitration competition 
can provide a nice segue for those 
seeking to participate in other trial 
advocacy competitions.  “The lack of 
emphasis on evidence rules and less 
rigid atmosphere makes arbitration a 
good fit for someone who is nervous 
about their first try at a trial advocacy 
competition.”
For more information on this year’s 
competition, including the rules and 
deadlines, see http://advocacy.law.lsu.
edu/competitions/arbitration/.

Robert Glueck
Staff Writerr

LSU HOSTS 5TH ANNUAL ARBITRATION COMPETITION
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The tension between factual innocence 
and legal guilt is where Netflix’s Making a 
Murderer builds its home. Laura Ricciardi 
and Moira Demos, the filmmakers, spent 
ten years following the case to make their 
documentary and it’s clear fairly early on 
what they believe actually occurred in the 
case of Steven Avery, a Wisconsin man 
on trial for the murder of a photographer 
named Teresa Halbach. What caught the 
filmmakers attention is the hook of the whole 

documentary. Before going to trial for the murder of Halbach, 
Avery had been exonerated by DNA evidence after spending 
eighteen years in jail for a violent rape that he didn’t commit. 
Factually, the legal case against Avery is sound. Avery’s DNA is 
found in Halbach’s vehicle, which is parked on Avery’s family 
property. The key to the vehicle is found in Avery’s trailer and 
Halbach’s bones are found in Avery’s burn pit.  To bolster the 
case beyond anything approaching reasonable doubt, Avery’s 
nephew also confesses to investigators his participation in 

Halbach’s rape and murder. These things occurred and were 
discovered as the result of a criminal investigation into Avery 
by sworn law enforcement officers, presumably acting within 
the scope of their duties, is not disputed by either party. 
Individually, any of these facts would be incriminating. Taken 
together, they make it all but certain Avery is factually guilty of 
Halbach’s murder, except Avery may not be. 
At the time of his arrest, Avery had a pending suit against 
Manitowoc County, whose Sherriff’s Department played a 
key role in Avery’s conviction for the rape he didn’t commit 
and was exonerated. Deposition testimony of key Sherriff’s 
department personnel make it apparent that, at the very least, 
the investigation, prosecution, and conviction of Avery for 
the rape was the result of tunnel vision by Manitowoc County 
prosecutors and sheriff deputies. At worst, the filmmakers 
imply, it was the result of a conspiracy. The total damages Avery 
was asking for exceeded 40 million dollars and, according to 
the documentary, there was a fair chance Avery was going to 
get it. 

Jacob Longman
Staff Writer

KIRK WAGNER/AP

“BY FAR, THE MOST 
DISTURBING PART OF 
MAKING A MURDERER 

IS REALIZING THAT THE 
CASE AGAINST AVERY 
IS FAR FROM CERTAIN 

AND THAT THIS FACT IS 
WHOLLY IRRELEVANT 
TO THE OUTCOME OF 

AVERY’S TRIAL.”

CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE...

MAKING A MURDERER: 
C H A L L E N G I N G  T H E  J U S T I C E  S Y S T E M
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Avery’s defense team brings to light a fair amount of material 
information that point towards Avery’s factual innocence. 
Avery’s DNA in Halbach’s vehicle was the result of a blood 
smear, and Manitowoc Deputies had Avery’s blood in a vial 
which had a puncture hole in the top, indicating that blood 
could’ve been withdrawn. Halbach’s bones were also located 
in a second location, off of Avery’s property, and at least one 
forensic expert testified that the bone fragments showed signs 
of movement. Finally, the key found on Avery’s property 
was only found by two Manitowoc sheriff’s employees, both 
of whom were the primary players in Avery’s suit against 
Manitowoc County. 
Altogether, this could be enough for reasonable doubt. Legally, 
this could be evidence beyond a reasonable doubt. By far, the 
most disturbing part of Making a Murderer is realizing that 
the case against Avery is far from certain and that this fact is 
wholly irrelevant to the outcome of Avery’s trial. 
The defense does an admirable job of presenting the evidence 
despite the challenges faced and it is these challenges that the 
series ultimately concerns itself with. 
The first is that all material evidence is presumptively 
admissible. A bedrock of evidence law, this presumption exists 
because the legal system believes that a jury of twelve, acting 
as a trier of fact, is the best arbiter of what actually occurred. 

This is an unshakeable foundation of the criminal justice system 
which means that when there is doubt about the admissibility 
of the evidence gathered against a defendant, it will, all other 
things being equal, be used by the prosecution against him. 
The jury, as addressed below, is expected to be able to shift 
through the competing narratives and determine the veracity of 
the evidence and the ultimate factual truth.  
The second major presumption Making a Murderer addresses 
is the idea that a trial, in the American adversarial system, 
can accurately forge the factual truth in the furnace, that is a 
courtroom, and then render a legal verdict aligned with that 
reality. Regardless of Avery’s guilt or innocence, legally, no 
mistake was committed by the judge, prosecution, or defense 
in Steven Avery’s trial. Every amount of substantive and 
procedural due process, once the jury was empaneled, that is 
due a defendant in our criminal justice system was accorded. 
Certainly, no violation occurred by any of those parties that, 
as of the public’s current knowledge of the case, constitutes 
reversible error. 
Whether or not Steven Avery’s factual innocence is related to 
this lack of legal error is what the series ultimately aims to 
show, the fact that the series doesn’t is what the show ultimately 
aims to start a dialogue about.  The result of that conversation 
is up to us and we should meet the challenge head on. 

Many students here at Paul M. Hebert Law 
Center took a page out of the Kardashian 
playbook – namely that of Kylie Jenner 
– and set New Year’s resolutions for 
themselves.  Most of the resolutions were 
health-oriented, which comes as no shock 
given how every other Pandora ad this 
month is advertising a different gym’s cheap 
gym membership rates for the new year. In 
addition to improving their physical health, 
there were also some students who resolved 

to focus on their mental and emotional health as well. 

The following are some of the various resolutions that are 
floating around the campus hallways:

• Simon McCloud: “My two resolutions are to show off my 
bod on the trail around the LSU Lakes at least 3 times a week, 
and to read my Bible on a regular basis.”

• Joe Cooper: “For my New Year’s resolution, I’ve devoted 
myself to actually reading cases outside of class. I also want 
to try and keep eating Taco Bell only a maximum of 5 times a 
week. Carpe Diem. Seize the carp.”

• Doug Nielsen: “I resolved to get in better shape and to learn 
a foreign language, and I also resolve to fail at both of those 
things.”

• Cristian Galleguillos: “My resolution is to work out at least 
2 times a week before 7am.”

• Chaz Coleman: “I actually have two resolutions – to get 
more involved with my new church, and to be intentional 
about relationships. This applies to my fellow law students, 
but also to my family and friends back home.”

Cheers to 2016, and here’s to hoping that you are all successful 
in your resolutions for the new year!

Halee Snellgrove
Maturin

Staff Writer

NEW YEAR, NEW  RESOLUTIONS



T H E  C I V I L I A N  |  J A N U A R Y  2 0 1 6

7

January 10th marked 
the first annual “Jog 
for Cheney Jo,” a two-
mile run created by 
the LSU Law Running 
Club and SBA to honor 
the memory of beloved 
professor and Interim 

Dean, Cheney Joseph. 
Current students, 

alumni, faculty and others in the legal 
community were invited to participate 
in a quick jog around the LSU lakes 
and sorority row, which ended in a 
celebratory gathering at the Law Center 
featuring Professor Joseph’s drink of 
choice, Natural Light. Those who could 
not attend the run were encouraged to 
pay homage to Professor Joseph by going 
for a run, snapping a picture, and posting 
it to various social media outlets with the 
hashtag, “#jogforcheneyjo.” 
The event proved to be a resounding 
success with approximately 150 people 

in attendance, including Professor 
Joseph’s wife, Mary Terrell Joseph, 
and several members of his family. 
Facebook, Instagram, and Twitter feeds 
were flooded with selfies of LSU Law 
alumni from across the country, saluting 
our treasured professor with a cold beer 
in hand. 
Professor Joseph embodied an active 
soul and maintained a passion for 
running throughout his life. Many 
current and former students hold a shared 
memory of spotting the late professor 
out for an evening jog around campus, a 
ritual he preserved like clockwork until 
his passing.  His compassionate and 
magnetic spirit attracted running partners 
from all tiers of the legal profession, 
whether it be local judges, attorneys, or 
LSU faculty members who considered 
him a loyal comrade, or new law students 
eager to catch a tale from his storied 
career in Louisiana law. Anyone looking 
for Cheney Joseph at the end of the day 

could most likely find him on the steps 
of the law school sporting running shorts, 
high white socks, and tennis shoes, 
surveying the territory he dubbed home 
base. When asked in an interview for his 
2013 Distinguished Alumnus of the Year 
award why he returned to Baton Rouge 
after attending Princeton University he 
simply stated, “Well, this is where I’m 
from. I haven’t ever spent more than that 
four years further than about ten miles 
away from that flag pole in the middle 
of the parade field. Like an old dog, I 
just come back and get underneath the 
porch.” 
Professor Joseph’s imprint on the 
Louisiana legal community remains 
unparalleled and his career serves as a 
sacred aspiration for practitioners who 
wish to follow in his footsteps.  He has 
outfitted the esteemed roles of United 
States Attorney for the Middle District 
of Louisiana, 1976-77, First Assistant 
District Attorney and District Attorney 

DSC PHOTOGRAPHY

Annie Beckstrom
Staff Writer

FOR
CHENEY JOE

Jogging

CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE...
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of East Baton Rouge Parish, 1989-90, 
Judge Pro Tempore for the 16th JDC, 
1992, Judge Pro Tempore for the 40th 
JDC, 1993, and Executive Counsel to 
Governor Murphy J. “Mike” Foster, Jr., 
1996-2000. 
One of Professor Joseph’s most 
cherished endeavors centered on his role 
in developing the budding legal minds of 
LSU Law students.  Current and former 
students who have had the distinct 
pleasure of taking one of Professor 
Joseph’s Criminal Law, Evidence, or 
Criminal Justice courses can attest to 
his passion for legal education. A typical 
Cheney Jo lecture felt akin to watching 
a play rather than sitting in a classroom. 
After enduring a slew of nerve racking 
Socratic lectures the first day of 1L 
year, Professor Joseph’s class served as 
a refuge for many of us, where students 
could breath a sigh of relief and watch the 
master work. Whether through dramatic 
reenactments of criminal mischief 

caused by the infamous duo, “Pee Wee 
and Joseph” or rehashing a story from his 
days as a prosecutor, Professor Joseph 
never failed to command our attention. 
When returning to campus for the 
spring semester, one could not help 
but acknowledge that walking the halls 
of PMH felt slightly different lacking 
the presence of a man who has been 
described as the “beating heart” of LSU 
Law. Needless to say, Professor Joseph 
left a lasting impression on all who 
were fortunate enough to interact with 
him. While the mourning period for our 
fearless leader seems infinite, the “Jog 
For Cheney Jo” established a positive 
tradition of sharing anecdotes and 
admiration after partaking in Professor 
Joseph’s lifelong pastime. Breaking a 
sweat and enjoying a beer with friends 
seems to be a tribute worthy of the 
lighthearted professor whose spirit will 
remain with us forever. 
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3LS’ FINAL DAY TO SUBMIT BAR APPLICATION: FEB 1ST

MARDI GRAS HOLIDAY: FEB 8TH - 9TH
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Laissez les bon temps rouler, y’all! It is Mardi Gras season, and you have plenty 
of time to enjoy yourself since it’s early in the semester. I have all the information 
you could ever need about king cakes, parades, and other fun February events 
to keep you entertained! Here are a few suggestions for the ultimate Carnival:Megan Kelley 

Columnist

The Krewe of Artemis parade is January 29th from 
7:00 PM to 9:30 PM. The Krewe of Artemis is Baton 
Rouge’s first and only all-female parade Krewe. All 
of the parades have a route that travels throughout 
the downtown area beginning at South River Road, 
going down Third Street, Fourth Street, Main Street, 
Ninth Street, Laurel, Sixth Street, Convention, and 
ending on River Road again. For a map visit www.
kreweofartemis.net 

On January 30th, the Krewe of Mystique parade is 
2:00 PM. The Krewe of Mystique declares it to be 
a family-oriented parade. This Krewe is also Baton 
Rouge’s oldest parading Krewe. The Krewe of Orion 
parade is also January 30th at 6:30 PM. 

This is not a drill! For all of you 90’s girls whose 
first love was Aaron Carter, he is having a concert 
on January 30th at the Roux House at 8:30 PM. I 
repeat, this is not a drill!

The CAAWS Mystic Krewe of Mutts parade is 
January 31st from 2:00 PM to 5:00 PM. If you go 
eat at Raising Cane’s downtown after the parade 
and mention “After Pawty,” 15% of the sales will go 
to CAAWS. 

On February 4th, the Belle of Baton Rouge Hotel 
hosts the Ultimate Baton Rouge Mardi Gras Festival 
from 7:00 PM to midnight. 

The Krewe of Southdowns parade is on February 
5th at 7:00 PM. The theme of the parade is “Under 

the Big Top” and the route travels through the 
Southdowns neighborhood beginning at Glasgow 
middle school, traveling down Whitehaven, Lee, 
Hyacinth, Edinburgh, Arrowhead, Stuart, Stephens, 
Hyacinth, Cherrydale, and Morning Glory.

The Krewe of Spanishtown parade is February 6th 
at noon. The theme is #pinkparty. 

On February 6th at 10:00 AM until 6:00 PM is the 
Mardi Gras Festival Party at the North Blvd town 
square. There is live music, a vendor village, and 
festival food favorites!

For your king cake fix, I highly recommend the Cannoli 
king cake from Alexander’s Highland Market, as 
well as the Pecan Praline king cake from Ralph’s. 

The Mardi Gras Mambo 5k, 10k, 15k, and 1 mile 
fun run is on February 13th at 8:00 AM. The course 
travels throughout downtown Baton Rouge and the 
historic Garden District. Visit www.runmambo.com 
for more details on registration.

Another event on February 13th is the Red Stick 
Roux Rally Gumbo Cook-Off in the North Blvd town 
square at 10:30 AM until 7:30 PM. There will be live 
music all day and plenty of gumbo to enjoy!

Pluckers has trivia night every Wednesday at 8:00 
PM where you can enjoy the best wings ever and 
beer specials.
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DISMISSED WITH   PREJUDICE
It was the end of my 1L summer, and classes 
were due to start back in three days. I had yet 
to get a copy of the textbook for my Evidence 
class. I made it to the bookstore right before 
it closed for the week, but, to my earnest 
disbelief, there were no copies left in stock. 
The class had an assignment for the first 
day, and considering what happened the last 
time I didn’t prepare for a lecture, I was not 
comfortable going into class empty-handed. 

Being so short on time I realized that my only option was to 
photocopy the assignment out of someone else’s book…but to 
whom could I turn to in this hour of need? 
I didn’t even know who was taking the class – much less if it 
was any one I knew. Suddenly it dawned on me that I could just 
ask the professor. I had taken his Criminal law class just the year 
before. He always seemed friendly and willing to help anyone, 
especially a student. He had a warm and welcoming presence 
in the student body; he was always present at everything from 
toasts and speeches to student “athletics” and student tailgate 
parties. I was sure that if I asked he wouldn’t mind me taking 
his copy of the textbook down to the library for a few minutes. 
I went up to his office on the top floor and popped my head 
through the doorway. I always looked before knocking because 
this professor had a permanent open door policy. His doorway 
always open whether he was there or not. Every time I looked 
in his office I was always taken aback by its magnitude, its 
sheer breadth of knowledge, and its relics of experience that 
filled the room. The walls were lined with books from corner 
to corner, and his desk was covered in printed court opinions 
in stacks three feet high. 
On that day, the professor was in. He was sitting at his computer 
in the farthest corner of the doorway almost hidden behind the 
stacks that covered his desk. He invited me in once I caught his 
attention, but I just paced the floor as there was no available 
seat. With him you never really knew where a conversation 
would start or end, but you could be certain that the subject 
that brought you there would be somewhere in between it all.
After discussing summer activities and old-truck repair, I 
explained to him my textbook conundrum, and he told me 
that he would be happy to help. However, to my surprise, he 
offered not only to lend me the first assignment, but the whole 
book until I could get a copy for myself. I tried to tell him that 
I could not bring myself to deprive him of his own text just 
a few days before the first lecture. However, he assured me 
that he had plenty of copies. He led me to bottom shelf of one 
corner of his personal library where he reached under a stack 

of books and pulled out an older edition of the text. “The rules 
don’t ever really change, but they just keep printing books,” he 
told me. “You should be just fine with this edition.” 
What stood out most to me was not the fact that he was so 
generous in his favor, but that there was something that 
I found in the book itself. As you may suspect, the margins 
of this particular book were full of scribbles, notations, and 
what appeared to be directional symbols interweaving through 
selected sections of various opinions. What struck the loudest 
nerve with me was this one small note: “old pork in the pocket.”
The note was relevant to the facts of the case as the defendant 
did, in fact, steal pork by shoving it in his pocket. However, the 
note did not really seem to convey any actual information, and 
it certainly didn’t have anything to do with the legal aspect of 
the case. Luckily, Evidence was my first class of that semester 
so I did not have to wait long to find out the real reason behind 
this note.
The first day of class, the professor went through his lecture 
as he always did. He opened each case with a methodic and 

Cody Grosshart
Columnist

CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE...



T H E  C I V I L I A N  |  J A N U A R Y  2 0 1 6

11

dramatic reading of the facts. He was able to truly humanize the defendants in all of the cases he taught by concocting around 
them the most outlandish circumstances, which always led to their misfortune with the law. The defendant in the subject case 
was no different. The professor wove together a story of the defendant’s hard times that left him hungry and penniless, a situation 
so grave that it led him the “old pork in the pocket” trick. That was all that the note was for in the end. It was just a softening of 
the criminal activity. Theft, as viewed through his lens, was nothing more than the “old pork in the pocket” trick. 
I couldn’t believe it – what a priceless moment. I quickly realized that the note was in my book. Did he copy his notes from 
edition to edition? How many of his jokes did he keep recorded in the margins of these books – of all of his books? How far 
back in his career did the jokes extend? Was he so masterful and comfortable with the material that he had it all on the top of his 
head and in every fold in the pages?
I realized that his stories surrounding these cases and rules were not simply materialized and empty. Rather, each story had the 
same dimensions and layers that his office contained. Each story was rich in depth, and all the experiences that he gathered 
through his long and full life spent learning, working, and shaping much of the material he was conveying to us now. These 
stories were not just entertainment, but rather, they were individual capsules of priceless information. They compiled what 
would be the last known attempt to teach criminal and evidentiary law of Louisiana through a unique oral tradition. 

LAW CENTER HOSTS SUCCESSFUL SYMPOSIUM ON SENTENCING REFORM

On Friday, January 22, 2016, the Louisiana Law 
Review and the Pugh Institute for Justice hosted 
a symposium with support from the Huey and 
Angelina Wilson Foundation entitled Throw Away 
the Key: Criminal Justice Reform in the 21st 
Century. The symposium was dedicted to beloved 
professor and legal scholar, Cheney Joseph.

Speakers for the event included:

Lauren Anderson (’12), Orleans Public Defenders 
Office

James Boren (’75), James Boren Law Firm

Bernard “Bernie” Boudreaux (’61),
Jones, Swanson, Huddell & Garrison LLC

Mike Walsh (’83), Taylor, Porter, Brooks & Philips, 
L.L.P.

Judge John E. Conery, Louisiana Third Circuit 
Court of Appeal

Kenya Smith, Associate Professor, Arizona Summit 
Law School

Katherine Federle, Professor, The Ohio State 
University Moritz College of Law

Paul Finkelman, Professor, Albany Law School

Peter Wallenstein, Professor of History, Virginia 
Polytechnic Institute and State University

Kevin Bennardo, Professor, Robert H. McKinney 
School of Law

Russell Christopher, Professor, The University of 
Tulsa College of Law

Tamara Lawson, Professor, St. Thomas University 
School of Law
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Intoxicating to Watch?

Where to Watch:
In Theatres Now

The Revenant
Directed by Alejandro González Iñárritu

Written by Alejandro González Iñárritu and Mark L. Smith

Award-winning director and writer Alejandro González Iñárritu has 
done it again. After directing and producing last year’s Best Motion 
Picture of the Year, Birdman, the director seems to have picked up right 
where he left off with his natural knack for capturing the brilliance and 
darkness of the human experience. In The Revenant, we find ourselves 
in the frigid and unforgiving 1820’s frontier instead of modern-day, 
equally bleak New York City as in Birdman. 

Leonardo DiCaprio stars as Hugh Glass, a near-mythological 
frontiersman whose thirst for vengeance and survival serves as the 
main theme of the film.  If Leo doesn’t get his Oscar for this, I don’t 
know what else he can do to deserve it. Prepare yourself for literal, 
gut-wrenching gore and violence in the most visceral sense imaginable. 
I found myself cringing almost as much as I did while looking up my 
final grades a few weeks ago. 

Tom Hardy plays John Fitzgerald, a despicable and brutish figure whose 
bloodlust runs deep and without fail. Without giving away the entire 
story, rather the entire battle, audience members will find themselves 
rooting for Leo every step of the way and after every atrocity that befalls 
him. Perhaps the even greater tragic figure(s) of the film are the Native 
Americans whose plights are illustrated in full force. While Leo’s 
fate is somewhat undetermined at the close of the credits, the Native 
Americans’ plight is sadly well-documented and historically sickening. 

With such political turmoil surrounding a new election, controversial 
candidates, imminent wars, and seditious enemies, maybe America can 
pause and reflect on where we’ve come from to know where we should 
go. History is a cyclical beast, one that should create lessons and warnings 
alike, and rather than ignore our past or glaze over our shortcomings, 
I would hope that we all take the chance to truly contemplate on the 
future we want and deserve as nation.

And now that I’ve given you some food for thought, I’ll give you some 
wine suggestions to end those thoughts.

What to Drink:  
Panilonco Merlot Malbec Reserva 
I can’t say enough about this wine. It’s cheap. 
It’s good. It’s 
red. This bottle 
has wonderful 
notes of plum, 
dark fruit, and 
other tasty, tart 
darkness. It’s 
perfect for an 
evening at home 
with some cheese 
and crackers. I’d 
like to imagine 
that all the berries 
Leo tries to eat 
in the film are 
reminiscent of this wine. Probably not. Poor, 
poor Leo. This wine can be found at Trader 
Joe’s for $4.99.  
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Secret Lives AT PMH GEORGE
HARDY:

Name: George Hardy
Classification: 3L

Q: What do you plan to do after LSU Law? 
A:I hope to get paid to be a lawyer and do 
lawyer things.

Q: Rumor has it that you’ve had a myriad 
of different jobs, what kind of jobs have 
you held?
A: I have worked for an exotic mushroom 
delivery service.  I have been a barista and 
a bartender.  I was a graduate teacher of 

East Asian and Native American Religions at the University 
of Colorado. I studied Sanskrit at Naropa University.  I have 
been an antiques dealer, a booking agent and a band manager, 
a web and graphic designer, a product designer, and small 
business owner, operator, and consultant.  I also delivered 
pizzas when I was a kid, but I tend to keep that off my resume.

Q: What has been your favorite job?
A: Probably doing independent graphic design and working 
with small businesses to help them with logos, branding and 
market placement; just helping them get up and running.

Q: Why have you decided to be an attorney?
A: I felt like the other stuff I was doing was kind of self-
serving and inconsequential.  I wanted to be able to help my 

friends and family, maybe contribute to the community in a 
more significant way. 
 
Q: What do you think your strengths and weaknesses are in 
going into the legal field?
A: I think that my diverse experiences are really a strength.  
I have a handle on getting around in the professional world.  
My age might be seen as a weakness, but that remains to be 
seen.

Q: What kind of law are you looking to get into?
A: Preferably the kind that I can get paid for.  Right now, I’m 
clerking for a plaintiff’s attorney doing a lot of toxic torts and 
products liability cases, which I enjoy.  I’m also interested 
in intellectual property which sort of fits in with a lot of the 
things I’ve done in the past.

Q: If you could have any job in the world and get paid for it, 
what would it be and why?
A: I would love to own a small cinema that screens old prints 
of classic films.  I also collect random home movies I find 
at garage sales, and I would love to have a found-footage 
night where I would just show 8mm reels of other people’s 
memories.

Q: What movie do you think everyone should have to see 
before they die?
A: The Maltese Falcon is a favorite.  Maybe Fanny and 
Alexander by Ingmar Bergman, and Playtime by Jacques Tati.

Q: Is there any professor you didn’t have who you wish you 
had taken courses with?
A: Andrea Carroll.  She has a reputation for being tough, but 
I tend to respond well to professors with high expectations.  
Also, I have an unhealthy obsession with the civil code, and 
she seems like a hard-core civilian.

Q: What do you think is your biggest life lesson?
A: Never buy a shirt from a naked man.

Q: Where do you plan on taking the bar?
A: Louisiana.

Elizabeth Wong
Staff Writer
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Q: What’s the first thing you plan on doing after the bar?
A: Probably curl up in the fetal position and cry for a few 
days.

Q: Is there anything you would have done differently as a 1L?
A: I would never have gone to Bogie’s.  Not ever.  The entire 
place smells like stale beer and roofies.  I want to take a 
shower just thinking about it.

Q: What advice do you have for 1Ls for their upperclassmen 
years?
A: Don’t take advice from 3Ls.  

Q: Define George Hardy.
A: I think I’m tragically curious & perpetually confused. 
I’m sure I have a reputation for talking a lot in class, but my 
questions are usually sincere.  

Q: Do you prefer Lexis, Westlaw, or Bloomberg?
A: I have a personal loathing for all three but if I have to pick 
one, probably Westlaw.  Most of the time I can find what I’m 
looking for on Westlaw.  

A: I think an attorney needs to be able to design an effective 
billboard. How can anyone expect to get quality clients 
without their face all over town?

Q: As an attorney, what would your billboard say?
A: Nice try, get your own idea. 

Q: To round out the interview, what will be the first five things 
you will do when you graduate?
A: 1.) Smoke a cigar on the front steps, 2.) Sleep, 3.) Get out 
of town for a few days, 4.) Try not to think about preparing 
for the bar, 5.) Start preparing for the bar.

Q: Where are you taking the bar? 
A: I definitely plan on taking the Louisiana Bar but it looks 
like I may have to take the Texas Bar as well.  

Q: What are your greatest strengths and weaknesses in regards 
to law school?
A: My greatest strength is I am a scheduler and organized. 
Together, those are the perfect combination for getting 
what you need to get done.  My greatest weakness is that 
I’m a perfectionist so I’m my own worst critic.  I will make 
problems magnified in my own head and in reality, they really 
aren’t that big.  It’s a constant struggle for me to maintain 
perspective and learn to pick my battles.

SPRING FLORY COMPETITION: 
UPCOMING DATES

FEB 12TH:  FINAL DAY TO REGISTER
FEB 16TH:  PRELIM ROUND1 (6PM)
FEB 23RD: PRELIM ROUND2 (6PM)

BARRISTERS’  BOWL
AUCTION: FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 5TH

GAME: SATURDAY, FEBRUARY 20TH
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GOING TO THE Chapel
CONGRATULATIONS TO ALL OF THE 

PMH COUPLES WHO GOT HITCHED OR 
ENGAGED OVER THE HOLIDAYS!
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Congratulations to all former and current students who participated in the United States Supreme Court case, Montgomery 
v. Louisiana. In Miller v. Alabama, the U.S. Supreme Court prohibited a mandatory life without parole sentence for 
juvenile offenders. In Montgomery, decided Monday, January 25, 2016, the Court ruled that people serving life terms 
for murders they committed as teenagers must be able to have a chance to regain their freedom. Miller v. Alabama, 
decided in 2012, is now extended so that even those convicted years ago for crimes committed as teenagers must be 
considered for parole or given new sentences. Montgomery, who has been in prison for more than 50 years, was a 
17-year-old when he was convicted for the killing of a sheriff’s deputy in 1963.


