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My Client’s Last Minutes on Death Row

I knew that this experience was not 
necessarily easy for them either.
     As the media arrived we all 
grabbed signs and stood in a line 
shoulder to shoulder.  There were 
witty signs, such as “Those without 
the CAPITAL receive the PUNISH-
MENT,” but I chose the one that said 
“Two wrongs don’t equal a right.”  
One of the investigators from my of-
fice walked over and began telling me 
about her visit with Mr. Ford that day.  
His family had been there as well and 
apparently he’d been in pretty good 
spirits.  My eyes burned with tears as 
I thought about how it must feel to say 
goodbye to your father or worse yet- 
to your son.  How unfair it is for these 
people, people who have not done any 
harm, to feel such pain and have so 
little support.

     At approximately seven we formed 
a circle and listened to Mr. Ford’s 
appellate lawyers speak, not about 
the crime Mr. Ford had committed, 
but about his sense of humor and the 
peace he had made with this fate.  
After a brief prayer, several members 
of the circle began to sing Amaz-
ing Grace.  Not knowing the words, 
I closed my eyes and tried to send 
peaceful thoughts over the hard ce-
ment walls to Mr. Ford.  Visions of the 
gurney, of the needle, and the hateful 
faces staring at him wishing for his 
last breath filled my mind and forced 
me to reopen my eyes.
     As the circle broke, a strange 
silence came over the crowd.  We 
all turned to face the dirt road where 
the white van carrying the witnesses 
would soon appear.  A man in an 

eighteen-wheeler hollered out the 
window as he passed “Burn him up!” 
I clutched my sign and wondered 
how the execution was going.  What a 
strange thought that is, since there is 
no real reply.  It would be ironic to say 
it went well since that means a man 
died. To say it went poorly means he 
died painfully.  
     The first car appeared at seven 
thirty and I suddenly felt nauseous as 
I realized that the execution was over.  
Next, the white van returned and I 
watched as the two media witnesses 
hurried across the grass over to us.  A 
young redheaded reporter from the as-
sociated press was visibly shook up as 
he explained how the lethal drugs had 
begun at 7:17 and Mr. Ford had been 
pronounced dead at 7:27.  He stum-
bled over his words muttering that out 
of the six executions he had witnessed, 
this had gone pretty smoothly.  He 
informed us that Mr. Ford’s last words 
had been “I want to thank my friends 
and family for support.”  He explained 
that he had not seen any signs of 
struggle. I asked if he had seen the 
doctors who were paid $18,000 by 
the state to administer the drugs, and 
he explained that the doctors were 
behind a wall when the curtains were 
pulled back like a theater to reveal Mr. 
Ford strapped to the gurney slightly 
tilted so that the crowd could see his 
face.  They were cowards, I thought, 
to hide behind a wall while killing a 
man from another room.  But perhaps 
they were not comfortable violating 
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SCU Law Falls in ‘Best’ Rankings

     It’s pretty horrible when you think 
about it.  Just standing outside of a 
prison, waiting, sweating, glaring at 
the clock that will soon turn to seven 
– knowing that is the time that a man, 
sitting just a dirt path and a few walls 
away from you, will begin to die.  
     It was hot and dusty outside when 
we pulled up to Jackson prison.  A 
guard wearing a bullet-proof vest 
awkwardly approached my vehicle to 
ask why I was there.  While my first 
instinct was to respond “to protest 
this barbaric practice you call justice” 
I quickly decided “for the vigil, sir” 
was probably the best answer. After he 
checked my license and tied a green 
band around my wrist like the other 
anti-death penalty folks, I proceeded 
down a dirt path to park on the grass.  
As I exited my vehicle, two more 
guards in bullet proof vests brought 
over narcotic and explosive sniffing 
dogs who promptly circled my car 
without so much as a growl.
     The gnats were out in full force 
compelling me to rapidly blink and, 
despite the blaring sun, I was thankful 
to have worn long pants and sleeves.  
The area for the vigil was roped off 
and there were several guards around 
watching the modest crowd that began 
to assemble.  I found myself trying 
to rationalize the anger I felt towards 
them. Even though they aren’t the ex-
ecutioners, they are part of the system 
after all.  But, having heard the Texas 
Tie Down team cd in Kreitzberg’s Un-
derstanding Capital Punishment class, 

Jessica Jackson
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Hardly Strictly 
Bluegrass

     While many of 
us are checking 
our fantasy foot-
ball scores, there’s 
another ranking 
that we’re not 
paying much attention to.  SCU took 
a dramatic drop in its standing on the 
U.S. News & World Report’s annual 
“Best Law Schools” list, falling from 
its no. 85 spot in 2009 to no. 97 in 
2010.  
     How did this happen?, you ask.    
Well, the better question is how does 
US News determine the “best law 
schools” in the nation?  Looking at 
188 law schools fully accredited by 
the American Bar Association, US 
News bases its ranking on a weighted 
average of 12 measures of quality. 
Measures of quality include median 

LSAT scores, college GPAs, accep-
tance rate, Bar passage rate, and grad-
uate employment, which are reported 
by the school.  Also considered are 
library resources, student-to-faculty 
ratio, and dollars spent per student.  
Lastly, peer assessments are thrown 
in the mix.  These are evaluations 
from judges, lawyers, hiring partners, 
law school deans, and tenured faculty 
forced to rate schools in various areas 
on a scale from marginal to outstand-
ing.  
     The problem with these measures 
of greatness is subjectivity. For ex-
ample, the employment after gradua-
tion criteria hinges on what a person 
considers to be “employed.”  A recent 
graduate studying for the Bar may 
consider themselves unemployed and 
report accordingly.  That same gradu-
ate could alternatively report that they 
are employed, reasonably believing 

that studying for the Bar and 
maybe working part time is “em-
ployment.” Another area of great 
subjectivity is the peer assess-
ment. Lawyers, judges, and law 
professors in another region or 
state could be sent a survey about 
SCU Law, and must answer a sur-
vey on what they know, heard, or 
read about our school. A school’s 
grade is reached by averaging the 
scores of each assessor. Subjectiv-
ity abounds, which shows how 
easily a school’s ranking could 
increase or decrease slightly from 
year to year.      
     So what does this mean for us? In 
an economy where jobs are scarce, 
getting an LL.M. or some extra degree 
looks more and more appealing, and 
our debt becomes more daunting, the 
rank of the institution our J.D. comes 
from matters more than we may think. 

At SCU, “the law school takes this 
ranking seriously,” says Dean Pol-
den.  In response to the slip in rank-
ings, Dean Polden has assembled a 
seven-person committee, comprised of 
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INTERNATIONAL
Reactions Intensify Over 
World Economy Decline
     The U.S. economy is 
not the only one suffering. 
Countries across the world 
are feeling the strain of fail-
ing economies, and citizens’ 
reactions are becoming more 
intense. Droves of European 
union members, representing 
the interests of trade unions 
in 36 European countries, 
came out last week in Bel-
gium to tell the governments 
to put its people first, accord-
ing to cnn.com. Demonstrat-
ing for the preservation of 
workers’ rights, the atmo-
sphere was carnival-like. This 
demonstration coincided with 
protests around the world, 
including worker strikes in 
Spain. Unions remain opti-
mistic about the impact of 
their strikes.
US Missile Error

     An American drone rocket 
allegedly killed German 
troops in North Waziristan, 
Pakistan on Monday.

NATIONAL
‘Naked Cowboy’ Announc-
es His Bid for 2012 Presi-
dential Race
     The Naked Cowboy, 
New York City’s renowned 
Times Square icon, has an-
nounced his bid for the 2012 
presidency, according to his 
website and ccn.com re-
ports. The son of a supposed 
“career politician,” Naked 
Cowboy says he’ll “balance 
the budget,” “defeat…the 
Taliban,” “secure the bor-
ders…by building all neces-
sary barriers,” and “make 
English the universal tongue 
of the people,” among other 
things. The Naked Cowboy 
also previously announced a 
run for New York City Mayor 

in 2009. 
Conan O’Brien Promotes 
His New Show
     It will premiere on TBS 
on November 8th at 11PM.
Google TV Launched
     Google TV launches prod-
ucts today with Logitech.  
The products and services 
seek to integrate your TV, 
DVR and Web effectively, 
and add Apps just like smart-
phones.  It will also allow 
your phone to be the remote 
control.

STATE & LOCAL
Gubernatorial Race Inten-
sifies Amidst Alleged Im-
migration Violations
     Meg Whitman, a lead-
ing candidate in California’s 
upcoming governor’s race, 
is facing new allegations 
surrounding her former 
housekeeper, Nicandra Diaz 
Santillan, according to The 

Mercury News. Lawyers 
for Diaz are claiming that 
Whitman knew that her 
housekeeper of several years 
was an illegal immigrant, and 
that Whitman fired her before 
embarking on the governor’s 
race. The Whitman camp 
dismissed the allegations 
as political ploys by celeb-
rity Democrat lawyer Gloria 
Allred.
San Francisco Toy Ban
     San Francisco moves for-
ward with a toy ban in Happy 
Meals.  Supervisor board ap-
proval moves the debate for-
ward, while questions arise as 
to whether the ban will help 
stave rising obesity levels.  
High-Speed Rail Suit
     Palo Alto, Menlo Park and 
Atherton, and other organiza-
tions have filed suit against 
the already inevitably de-
layed California high speed 
railway plans

State, Nation and World Report

Rankings
faculty and deans, to address the con-
cerns raised by the school’s drop. The 
committee will also identify areas for 
improvement, continuing to serve the 
students interests first. This translates 
to spending as many tuition dollars as 
possible directly on students through 
programming, faculty, and scholar-
ships.  
     As far as the job market effects, 
according to Law Career Services 
Center (LCS), employers have yet to 
raise concerns about SCU’s current 
ranking.  Dean Huebner says that, 
“the Bay Area and legal community 
recognize SCU as an outstanding legal 
institution.”  Facing a question about 
ranking in an employment interview 
situation might be tough, but focus-
ing on the positives of our school, as 
well as your individual contributions 
to that legal community, are the things 
that will stick out in the interviewer’s 
mind.  So for now, deflect and refocus 
any rankings questions. In the future, 
the subjectivity of the rankings may 
work in our favor, and SCU will once 
again regain a more coveted position 
on the list.

Continued from Page 1

International Student Tuitions 
at a Premium in State Schools
     Increasing 
school budgets 
without requiring 
students to pay 
more tuition is a 
problem that has 
plagued our higher education schools 
for many years. While politicians and 
economists are scratching their heads, 
some schools have found a solution– 
inviting more international students 
to their campuses. Why? Because 
international 
students bring 
money to 
these schools 
without af-
fecting the 
state budget. 
While the 
government 
has to cover 
a portion of 
its residents’ 
tuition from 
its budget, it 
does not do 
so for international students. 
     For example, international students 
at Boalt Hall (Berkeley law school) 
are charged over $12,000 more per 
year than resident students. This isn’t 
because the school is charging more, 
but rather because the government is 
not spending its residents’ tax money 
to cover their tuition. The disparity in 
tuition costs between international stu-
dents and resident students becomes 
even greater in community colleges. 
At City College of San Francisco, 
the tuition for California residents is 
$26 per class unit, while it’s $209 per 
unit for international students. That’s 
8 times higher. Because international 
students are paying full tuition costs 
out of their own pocket, and because 
they are not receiving any federal 

funding (this includes all types of 
financial aid), international students 
reduce the burden of monies issued 
to each school out of the state budget. 
These students also significantly con-
tribute to the U.S. economy in general. 
NAFSA (now called the Association 
of International Educators) estimated 
around $13.29 billion was contributed 
to the U.S. economy by international 
students during the 2004-05 academic 
year. Over $2 billion of that was spent 
in the state of California.

     Schools also 
welcome 
international 
students 
because they 
bring good 
academic 
values to 
the school. 
“They help 
educate U.S. 
students . 
. . and add 
diversity on 
campus,” 

says Parinaz Zartoshty, the Coordina-
tor/DSO of the International Student 
Services (ISS) office at SCU. Indeed, 
international students are benefiting 
this country both economically and 
academically. The number of inter-
national students in the states reflects 
this. Although the numbers dropped 
some after the 9/11 terrorist attacks, 
the number of international students 
admitted to the U.S. has been steadily 
rising in recent years.
     Despite these positive aspects, 
there are concerns about potential 
negative effects of admitting too many 
international students into the U.S. 
One such effect is the immigration 
status of international students who re-
main in the U.S. after graduating, and 
the effects this has on the economy.

Yan Li While the U.S. government restricts 
the number of immigrants it admits 
each year, international students fall 
under a “non-immigrant” category, 
and these admissions are not limited. 
One concern this creates is that after 
finishing their U.S. education, these 
students will find ways to remain in 
the U.S. Many of them do indeed do 
this. The most common way to remain 
in the U.S. is through employment, 
which leads people to worry whether 
international students will take Ameri-

See TUITION, Page 3
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Law Schools See Surge In Apps

Lyndsey Eadler

Plagiarism Swells, Students Unprepared
     Plagiarism is on 
the rise on higher 
education cam-
puses across the 
nation. Yet, studies 
indicate that stu-
dents remain in the 
dark about what constitutes plagiarism 
and how to avoid plagiarizing in their 
papers. So who’s to blame? Some say 
technology. In the digital age, where 
a multitude of information is at the tip 
of our fingers, we’re seeing the prolif-
eration of plagiarism. 
     It’s not all intentional laziness 
though. Many students are genuinely 
confused about what information, 
especially information pulled off the 
internet, needs to be cited in their 
papers. Yet, with new software such 

as Turnitin and SafeAssign which 
allow educators to run student papers 
through a plagiarism checker, students 
better figure it out soon, or risk the 
potentially severe consequences that 
flow from plagiarism occurrences, 
even seemingly accidental ones. Such 
incidents can require re-writing the 
paper properly, grade lowering, a 
black mark in one’s student file, and in 
serious cases, reporting to the Bar.
     SCU is no exception to the plagia-
rism problem. Given the school-wide 
email sent last week, SCU students are 
probably well aware of the plagiarism 
issues at SCU Law. However, Dean 
Erwin says “In most of the cases that 
I have investigated, our students are 
shocked that they actually broke a 
rule.  They are completely mortified 
to find that their professors may have 

interpreted their sloppy writing to be 
intentional misrepresentations and un-
ethical behavior.  I can’t stress enough 
how important it is to take upon your-
self the responsibility of ensuring that 
you are complying with the Academic 
Integrity Policy!”

the Hippocratic oath they had sworn to 
abide by in front of a crowd.
     While the reporters were talking 
to us I saw a black van coming up the 
dirt drive.  As the pollen covered vehi-
cle drew near, my heart sank. CORO-
NER was lettered across the side. I 
bowed my head in respect to Mr. Ford 
as he left the prison for the first time 
in over twenty years. Unfortunately, 
this trip was made in a body bag.
Overwhelmed by reality, I turned to 
leave, hugging the investigator as I 
left.  I walked over to my car and saw 
a man and woman huddled by a red 
truck with a faded OBAMA sticker 
plastered across the back.  Their faces 
were red and wet, their shirts covered 
in tears.  They were Mr. Ford’s other 
appellate attorneys, the ones who had 
witnessed his murder.  I turned my 
gaze away not wanting to intrude on 
their pain and unsure of what to say.  
There really are no words to fully 
express a moment like that- watch-
ing your client, whose life you have 
fought for tirelessly for two decades, 
die on a table just feet away.
     As I began to drive up the dirt 
path a second white van appeared.  
I slowed and came to a stop as I 
watched a group of men and women 
climbing out of the van.  These were 
the victim’s family members.  I stud-
ied their faces, their movements, and 
their voices expecting to see trium-
phant smiles or hear them pronounce 
that justice had been served.  Yet they 
were somber and hushed as they stood 
near their cars.  A grey sedan pulled 
up behind me forcing me to resume 
my exit.  As I put my foot on the 
gas, I noticed a blonde woman in the 
victim’s family crowd crying. As she 
wiped away her tears, I realized that 
neither of us had seen justice today.

Continued from Page 1

Death Row 

     Studies have shown that students 
who are schooled on what counts 
as plagiarism and how to prevent it, 
are more likely to avoid plagiarizing 
themselves. This information was 
translated to students through an on-
line tutorial in one study, and showed 

that students who 
took the tutorial 
and concluding 
quiz were less 
likely to plagiarize. 
Dean Erwin sug-
gests SCU students 
do the same. 
     Erwin also 
points out that 
there are lots of 
resources for 
students at SCU 
to utilize when it 

comes to plagiarism concerns. LA-
RAW regularly hosts presentations ad-
dressing plagiarism and writing skills. 
In fact, one is coming up in October. 
Students are also encouraged to speak 
directly to their professors or LARAW 
faculty—that’s what they are there 
for! But if consulting with professors 
isn’t your cup of tea, go online. SCU 
has a host of resources accessible 
through its website, and help abounds 
just by doing a simple internet search 
for plagiarism.  When in doubt, check 
yourself! Get help, and avoid the 
serious, embarrassing, and potentially 
career-altering consequences that flow 
from plagiarism.

International 
Tuition Boon

Continued from Page 2
cans’ jobs.
     As the U.S. is in the midst of a bad 
economy, losing jobs to foreigners is 
the last thing Americans want. ICE 
(Immigration and Customs Enforce-
ment) has taken action to protect 
against these concerns, and to discour-
age international students from enter-
ing the U.S. These protections come in 
the form of fee spikes for international 
students.
     Thus hosting international students 
in U.S. schools becomes a question 
of which of these competing interests 
will prevail. Embrace international 
students as friends, allowing them to 
enter the country, study in our schools, 
pay increased tuitions, and potentially 
boost our higher education budgets? 
Or deny them access through fee hikes 
and insurmountable tuition costs, 
and label them foe to the economic 
success of the U.S. and its states’ 
residential students? For the sake of 
educational quality, hopefully we can 
keep recruiting international students 
to add values to our diversity and 
academic excellence. And for the sake 
of the economy, hopefully our capi-
talistic market will take international 
students’ entry to the job markets as 
stimulating good competition rather 
than reducing the number of jobs 
available. 

Nikki Corliss

     Despite eco-
nomic doldrums, 
the nations’ law 
schools experienced 
a drastic increase in 
law school applications for this year’s 
entering class.  Law school applica-
tions increased 7 percent nationwide, 
according to the Law School Admis-
sions Counsel.  Last October, the 
number of people taking the Law 
School Admission test (LSAT) rose 20 
percent, according to a January New 
York Times article.
     Most notably, the University of San 
Francisco School of Law and Univer-
sity of Iowa’s College of Law saw a 
35 percent and 39 percent increase in 
law school applicants respectively.  
Application numbers are up at Santa 
Clara, too.
     “We received almost 5,000 applica-
tions for the entering class of 2013,” 
says Jeanette Leach, Assistant Dean 

of Admissions for Santa Clara.  “This 
was an increase of 16 percent [from 
last year] at one point, and closer to 8 
or 9 percent at the end.”
     Leach explains that the number 
of applications is independent of the 
number of applicants accepted.
     “The average GPA and LSAT 
scores have stayed relatively steady,” 
Leach explains.
     These statistics contrast the other-
wise grim job market.  Many believe 
interest in law school is a result of 
the current recession.  Assistant Dean 
Leach believes the recession is a 
factor, but also jokes that law school 
applications increase in relation to 
popular legal television shows.
     “When ‘LA Law’ was on TV, ev-
eryone saw themselves working a big 
law firm in Los Angeles,” Leach says.  
“‘Law and Order’ is big now.  People 
get fired up and imagine themselves in 
the courtroom.”
     Still, despite the decrease in legal 
jobs, Assistant Dean Leach is hopeful.

     “It’s a hard call because you don’t 
know what the market is going to 
look like in the next few years,” she 
says.  “Some markets are still thriv-
ing.”	

SUDOKU CHALLENGE
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Robyn Morris

Oxford’s Mirfield on Constitutional Merits
     Professor Peter Mirfield, a visiting 
professor from Oxford University, has 
been teaching for nearly 35 years. He 
will be at Santa Clara for the rest of 
the semester, teaching courses in evi-
dence as well as comparative crimi-
nal law. Professor Mirfield agreed to 
speak about the differences between 
the legal systems and teaching styles 
of the U.S. and Britain.
     

How important is a constitution? 
Does it really matter if a nation has 
one or not? How is this question 
relevant to Britain?
A-“My view is that constitutions are 
things you end up having whether you 
like it or not. What you mean by ‘do 
you have a constitution’ is, ‘do you 
have a written constitution?’ In Brit-
ain, a complication is created by the 
fact that Scotland has a legal system 
that is independent from the rest of the 
UK. Putting that aside, what people 
don’t realize is that we have quite a 
few constitutional documents in the 
UK.” Professor Mirfield explained 
that the Magna Carta, the Bill of 
Rights. as well as the Parliament Acts 
are all constitutional documents. “So 
we have a set of documents, but they 
are not all set together.” 
     “More recently we have taken on-
board something called the European 
Convention on Human Rights, and 

that is somewhat similar to the Bill of 
Rights portion of the U.S. Constitu-
tion. The difference is the European 
convention on Human Rights is not 
like the Bill of Rights in a constitution-
al structure, an overriding document. 
The European Convention on Human 
Rights can be waived by statute, so 
Parliament remains sovereign.”
     Is the British constitution differ-
ent from the U.S. Constitution; if so 
how?
     “The major difference is that, 
in the UK, Parliament is sovereign. 
It can make any law whatsoever. 
As the great constitutional lawyer 
Albert Venn Dicey said ‘it can do 
anything but make a man a woman 
and a woman a man’. Even that is not 
quite true. Technically if it were to be 
legislated that a man was a woman, 
a man would be a woman. It wouldn’t 
make a difference any other way, but 
legally that would make a difference. 
So there are no liberties, no rights that 
parliament can’t get rid of by passing 
a statute. That’s obviously fundamen-
tally different from the U.S. Constitu-
tion, which is superior to all other law 
in the US.”
     What are the major merits and 
de-merits of the two systems?
“The obvious de-merit of the British 
system is also its greatest merit. Its 
greatest de- merit is that if you have 
elected a majority government of a 
particular persuasion, you can pass 
laws which are fundamentally de-
structive of the whole structure of the 
country, and there is nothing to stop it, 
majority votes win. And we have had 
governments which have commanded 
substantial majorities in the House of 
Commons.” 
     “I think that’s also its fundamental 
merit. Parliament is after all demo-
cratically elected. Parliament, being 
sovereign, can do that.
    “We turn to the US position. I don’t 
know how many people realize that, 
Marbury v. Madison, at the beginning 

Rohit K. Pothukuchi of the 19th century, was a grabbing of 
constitutional power of a quite over-
whelmingly commanding kind by the 
Supreme Court, by Justice Marshall. 
Because it claimed that it was for the 
court to decide in the end what could 
be done and what could not be done. 
As far as I can tell there is absolutely 
no warrant for that anywhere in the 
Constitution. It was perfectly sensibly 
argued by some, well ‘why shouldn’t 
Congress decide what the Constitution 
requires, why is it judges that do so?’”
     “Again the merits, if I may say so, 
of the system here are the same as its 
de- merits. Its merits are that some-
times the democratic will is tyrannous. 
John Stuart Mill coined the phrase 
‘tyranny of the majority’. So the 
rights of minorities can be taken away 
democratically. A Supreme Court can 
insist upon those rights and say, ‘no 
you cannot take them away, those are 
fundamental, they are not biddable.’”
     “Its weakness again I say is the 
same .The court consists of people 
of a certain age, with very similar 
inclinations, and almost entirely 
similar education. Therefore they 
will tend to be of a kind,  and, though 
they may disagree about things, they 
remain fundamentally  the same type 
of people.” I should add that the 
same is true of the highest court in the 
UK, now also known as the Supreme 
Court, but it does not wield such great 
constitutional power. 
     As a visiting professor, do you 
feel that teaching methodologies in 
Santa Clara are different from those 
at Oxford? If so, how?
     “That’s something I should be cau-
tious about commenting on, because 
with the exception of the odd occasion 
when I have attended another Ameri-
can professor’s classes I don’t really 
know what goes on in classes carried 
out by American professors. I know 
there is some commitment to what is 
called the “Socratic method”, a no-
tion that you call upon people in the 

class to answer questions, and they 
get to the answer by being provoked 
to get to the answer. That seems to 
me to have many merits,  a possible 
weakness being that it is to get to the 
answer that the professor wants, and 
that’s what Socrates was doing I think. 
But it does depend upon the engage-
ment of the students.” 
     “In the U.K. and in England, the 
vast majority of universities rely upon 
essentially the lecture system. The 
professor gets on his hind legs and 
talks for an hour. There isn’t really 
any question and answer session, 
there isn’t really any discussion. Most 
universities depend upon the lecture 
system, they may also have semi-
nars which are more interactive as 
they would say, but that would be in 
smaller numbers. They may still have 
tutorials. A tutorial in a university oth-
er than Oxford or Cambridge would 
be 6 or 8 people. 
     “My experience for almost the last 
30 years has been in the University of 
Oxford, at Jesus College. We offer the 
tutorial system. The idea of a tutorial 
is somewhat like the class system on a 
micro basis, the two people there are 
meant to discover for themselves what 
the problems are and what the answer 
is with the tutor. It’s a very individu-
alized system. In my view, it works 
absolutely brilliantly at times. When 
it’s good, it’s brilliant. When it’s bad, 
it’s dreadful. If the tutor is bored and 
the students haven’t done the work, it’s 
a complete and utter disaster. For-
tunately, Oxford students very rarely 
behave like that. And that may also be 
true of their tutors.” 
      “The other difference is that the 
college picks its own students. So Je-
sus College takes 8 lawyers per year, 
and my colleague and I pick those 8 
out of the applicants that apply to the 
college. We are, in a sense, personally 
committed to our choices, and in the 
other sense, our choices are person-

     Arizona lawmak-
ers continue their 
offensive strike 
against illegal im-
migrants within 
their state. In the 
wake of SB 1070, a law that requires 
suspected illegal immigrants to 
produce citizenship paperwork upon 
request, Arizona state senator Rus-
sell Pearce plans to spearhead another 
immigration bill that will essentially 
deny birth certificates to children 
born in Arizona to illegal immigrant 
parents. The law would be a direct 
challenge to the 14th Amendment’s 
citizenship clause that grants citizen-
ship to all persons born inside the 
United States. 
     Supporters of the bill view it as a 
step towards curbing the problem of 
illegal immigration. Parents will no 
longer have an incentive to cross the 
borders illegally to give birth to what 
has been dubbed an “Anchor Baby.” 
Advocates for the bill hope that by 

removing the claim to remain in the 
country because of citizen (“anchor”) 
children, immigrants will think twice 
before entering the states and using 
American resources illegally. 
     Opponents to such a bill believe, 
besides obvious federalism issues, 
that it is an affront to the 14th Amend-
ment citizenship clause. That clause 
reads: “All persons born or natural-
ized in the United States, and subject 
to the jurisdiction thereof, are citizens 
of the United States and of the state 
wherein they reside.” Since being 
ratified in 1868, the Amendment has 
been repeatedly held to confer auto-
matic citizenship to anyone born on 
U.S. soil.  The only way to achieve the 
law’s purpose is to amend the Consti-
tution, a difficult and rarely success-
ful task. Opponents also fear that the 
bill stems from racial prejudice, and 
merely treats the symptoms instead 
of addressing the overall need for im-
migration reform. 
     A minority interprets the 14th 
Amendment as already denying 

citizenship to “anchor babies.” They 
construe the phrase “subject to the 
jurisdiction thereof” to mean that 
children born to parents of deficient 
immigration status are not subject to 
the jurisdiction of the United States. 
Therefore, their children do not fall 
under the protection of the Amend-
ment. This 
interpretation 
has been criti-
cized, however, 
in light of the 
1898 case of 
United States 
v. Wong Kim 
Ark. Pratheepan 
Gulasekaram, 
a constitutional 
and immigration 
law professor at 
SCU, says the 
Court in Wong Kim Ark interpreted 
the phrase “subject to the jurisdiction 
thereof” in light of English common 
law.  The phrase is meant to “exclude 
only certain classes: children born to 

foreign diplomats and children born 
to enemy forces,” explains Professor 
Gulasekaram. “However, the case was 
decided at a time when our borders 
were open so it may not be entirely 
applicable.”
     “The issue gives rise to a number 
of constitutional principles, one being 
that of individual liberty,” Gulasek-
aram says. For example, are kids 
being punished for the wrongs of their 
parents?  He also inquires, “To what 
extent is this empirically a problem?” 
Gulasekaram believes the claim that 
immigrants using the citizenship of 
their children as a means of chain 
migration is far-fetched. A child must 
wait 21 years before trying to bring 
most relatives into the country. Until 
then, their parents remain illegal im-
migrants, subject to deportation. 
     Senator Pearce plans to formally 
introduce the Bill when the legislature 
reconvenes in January. Both sides of 
the debate can agree on one thing: the 
issue will most likely end up before 
the United States Supreme Court.

Anchor Babies, Citizen Birthright?

See MIRFIELD, Page 5
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Matthew Dedon

HyperCube Succeeds in Turbulent Market

Continued from Page 4

project was shelved while the com-
pany headed in a different direction.
     Petersen decided that direction was 
not for him, and left his former posi-
tion just as the economy was taking a 
downturn.  But, with Armstrong acting 
as lead programmer and Petersen as 
lead artist and designer, the old project 
was resurrected and they began pitch-
ing it to companies.  
     The initial response was less than 
enthusiastic.  “It felt like we were 
rejected hundreds of times,” Petersen 
says. In the beginning it appeared Cor-
sair would disappear for good.  “But 
then one time, it stuck.”
     “We found a company that was 
looking for the social game formula 
for the smartphone,” Petersen says, 
“With us, they liked the action angle 
and wanted to give it a try.”  Corsair 
sailed a few months later.
     The project is now in an unoffi-
cial open beta.  The game is free and 
quickly spreading largely by word of 
mouth, with the audience participat-
ing in shaping what may eventually 
become the next social game phenom-
ena.
     When asked what advice he has 
for others taking aim at the gaming 
market, Petersen replies: “Start sooner 
rather than bigger. I could have sent 
a portfolio of my work to Blizzard 
(a giant in the video game industry) 
every week for 20 years and they’d 
say no every time. But by starting with 
a low-budget, independent game, I 

     The current economy is no market 
for new faces.  Tell that to HyperCube 
Games, however.  Currently com-
posed of its two founding members, 
Patrick Petersen and Luke Armstrong, 
the company has recently released a 
simple game called Corsair, its first 
app for the iphone, ipod, and ipad.  
Corsair evokes images of such classic 
arcade games as Galaga and Gradius, 
with the small twist of setting you up 
against other people.
     “The reaction has been overwhelm-
ingly positive,” Petersen says, with a 
hint of surprise in his voice.
     The company itself is barely a year 
old.  The project, however, has been in 
the works for years.  “It’s something I 
thought up a while ago, when I wanted 
to make something exciting.  With 
robots.” 
     The game itself is over two years 
old.  Originally thought up when 
Petersen was working on art design 
and development for a Facebook app 
company, he found that he was not 
happy with the direction the com-
pany was heading. “I really felt that 
I wasn’t being creatively challenged. 
So I asked around and they told me to 
make something that I like and pitch 
it,” Petersen explains.  And that’s just 
what he did.
     On the Facebook app market, 
however, scrolling shoot-em-ups just 
aren’t in vogue. The company deter-
mined the game wouldn’t sell, and the 

can see myself getting there in maybe 
five to ten. With platforms as open as 
the internet or iPhone, there is literally 
nothing stopping you from making a 
game that millions can play. You just 
can’t be afraid to do what you love.”

ally committed to us.  I sometimes say 
it’s as if we had shook hands. If the 
student says ‘I didn’t realize I had to 
work,’ I look them in the eyes and ask 
‘what possibly gave you the impres-
sion that you didn’t have to work 
here?’  If we have made a mistake, 
and have chosen someone who is not 
good enough to study in a very high 
pressure, hard working, intellectually 
challenging university, then our job is 
to make sure they do as well as they 
possibly can.” 
What is your favorite aspect of 
teaching and living at Santa Clara?
     “I guess I’ll start with the living, 
as I’m looking out the window the sun 
is shining; it always seems to shine 
here.  I think my wife said that there 
were three spots of rain in August that 
fell on her. The climate is very differ-
ent from England, I think it might be 
difficult returning to England. In fact 
we spend the time after Christmas in 
the University of Cambridge, which is 

Mirfield on Socratic Method
notoriously cold.”
     “But to turn to the serious bit, the 
intellectual bit. I do like teaching a 
different group of people. Law stu-
dents in England are just like other 
undergraduate students in England, 
they arrive at the age of 18. In this 
country, it’s always a graduate degree. 
The good thing is that everyone is 
committed to law. But the bad thing 
is perhaps the same thing, that they 
are committed to the practice of law. 
It’s good to teach older people be-
cause they are willing to have their 
say, while 18 year olds tend to be very 
quiet. Mature students of various ages 
seem to have a different view of things. 
So for me it’s different, and it’s good 
to teach in a different way, to find dif-
ferent ways of teaching people.  So my 
evidence course is a constant source 
of surprise to me, but I enjoy it. I 
enjoy the challenge.  I am also taking 
the opportunity to give a few tutorials, 
one to one. It’s refreshing.”

Hardly, Strictly Bluegrass Festival
Amy Askin, Martin Behn and 
Michelle Petlow
     Every year the Hardly Strictly 
Bluegrass Festival brings together 
the regular crowd of Golden Gate 
Park residents and San Francisco 
hipsters with dedicated bluegrass 
fans to create a memorable week-
end experience.  Warren Hellman, 
venture capitalist and philanthro-
pist, started the festival ten years 
ago and continues to be the sole 
funder of this incredible, free-ad-
mission music event. 
     In just two years from its start, 
the festival grew from one stage 
and one day to four stages and 
three days, peaking this year with 
reported crowds exceeding half 
a million attendees. The concert 
added “Hardly” to the title in 
response to the expanding musical 
genres beyond ‘strictly’ bluegrass.  
Blues, jazz, and rap musicians now 
also headline at the festival. 
     For the third year in a row M.C. 
Hammer staged a program, in-
cluding dancing and inspirational 
messages. Oakland’s nineties rap 
superstar put on a community-
based show, with elementary 
students brought in to enjoy his 
performance.  Hammer’s backup 
dance crew taught the children how 
to glide and pop to his music, and 
though backup recordings now ac-
company “2 Legit 2 Quit”, “Ham-
mertime” is still sung entirely by 

the rap giant himself.
     Friday’s morning program 
turned quickly to mainstays, in-
cluding Blue Highway and Ralph 
Stanley & The Clinch Mountain 
Boys.  Blue Highway’s Jason Bur-
leson picks the banjo so quickly 
the notes are discernable between 
Rob Icke’s Dobro playing. Stanley 
is a banjo superstar, pioneering an 
offshoot of the Scruggs-style.  The 
83-year-old cannot keep the banjo 
playing up the entire 
time, but he still 
silences crowds with 
his a cappella songs. 
His grandson Stan-
ley II also took the 
reigns when neces-
sary to keep the 
tempo up and main-
tained a good steady 
stream of music.  
     The performers 
on Sunday displayed 
an impressive range 
between classical 
bluegrass legends 
and up and coming 
stars.  Elvis Costello 
and the Sugarcanes, Peter Rowan, 
Umphrey’s Magee, The Avett 
Brothers, The Indigo Girls, Sharon 
Jones & The Dap-Kings, Randy 
Newman, Patti Smith, Doc Watson, 
and the great Emmylou Harris. 
     Peter Himmelman, son-in-law 
of the one-and-only Bob Dylan, 
played a soulful set early Sunday 

afternoon on the Rooster Stage.  
Although his music was unfamil-
iar, he won the crowd over with his 
personality. Before his first song, 
in an attempt to raise the energy 
and introduce his sarcastic humor, 
Himmelman instructed the crowd 
to start screaming when he played 
the first note like it was their favor-
ite song. “Do it for the initial thrill, 
that’s all life is anyways,” and the 
crowd certainly agreed.    

     With the 
star-studded 
musical line-up 
and gorgeous 
scenery of 
Golden Gate 
Park, surpris-
ingly another 
stand out fea-
ture at Hardly 
Strictly are the 
endless food 
options.  The 
event is marked 
as one of the 
best concert-
food venues.  
A huge paella 

caterer marks 
the entrance with four 5-foot pans 
chock-full of shrimp, fish, chicken, 
rice, garbanzo beans and aromatic 
spices. Although the Italian-style 
gelato was a miss during the week-
end weather in San Francisco after 
the heat wave ended Friday, there 
were ample bean pies, sweet yams, 

and “magic” rice crispy treats to 
take its place.
     The festival is quite a feat when 
you consider that the show is com-
pletely free and drew an expansive 
and eclectic crowd.  Although the 
city of San Francisco sanctions the 
festival, Hellman’s crew makes 
sure to take care of all the details.  
Volunteers wander around the 
beautiful park handing out maps, 
answering questions, and giving 
directions.  Paid workers handle 
the sale of merchandise (all mer-
chandise is connected to the festi-
val, no outside corporate sponsors 
are allowed).  
     Even the numerous First Aid 
tents are manned by volunteer 
firefighters, doctors, nurses, and 
paramedics.  These volunteers 
work with the organization Rock 
Medicine, an affiliate of the Haight 
Ashbury Free Clinic in the city. 
Back in 1973, Bill Graham planned 
to bring Led Zeppelin and The 
Grateful Dead to San Francisco 
and he wanted to make sure that 
there were on-sight first aid vol-
unteers based on the negative way 
the community treated his ticket-
buyers in the past.  All it took was 
a talk between Graham and Haight 
Ashbury Free Clinic to get a small 
contingency of volunteers together, 
and thus Rock Medicine began. 
     When the evening chill and 
ocean fog finally rolled into 
Golden Gate Park late Sunday 
afternoon, the setting sun marked 
the end of the festival.  To signal 
the conclusion of a remarkable 
weekend, Emmylou Harris, as she 
has done for a decade, closed out 
the show.  Her voice conveyed the 
true soul of the festival, and it is of 
no wonder that the mayor of San 
Francisco designated October 3rd 
to be “Emmylou Harris Day.”

By Michelle Petlow
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The Old Man and the Rich Lady
Greg Williams
     Clearly, I have lost my mind. It 
is almost 1 a.m. on a Friday night 
(or Saturday morning) and here I sit, 
desperately trying to remember why I 
volunteered to write an editorial about 
the California Gubernatorial race. 
After all, what about this race could 
possibly be interesting? As someone 
who has been lucky enough to tune 
out the frighteningly partisan hackery 
going on around me with the likes of 
soothing episodes of the apolitically 
banal “Jersey Shore,” it seems of little 
consequence to me that democrats 
seem increasingly gutless and repub-
licans seem increasingly, well, insane 
(though I am sure the 87,000 people 
at Glenn Beck’s million tea partier 
march would beg to differ).
     Let’s be honest, the way our 
society has dutifully fallen into place 
along party lines makes this whole 
voting thing a whole lot easier. There 
are republican nominees and there are 
democratic nominees and as members 
of one of those two parties, we must 
all vote for those wearing our party 
colors. Sure, one might be running 
under the banner of companionate fas-
cism, but what the hell, he’s my guy! 

     Yet there is trouble a’brewing when 
it comes to this rank and file political 
system and no, it is not from a class 
of “independent voters” that seems to 
be disappearing faster than the middle 
class. The trouble is that some people 
are not sure what color they want to 
wear anymore. There are republicans 
that look around to their far right and 
see a party headed by Sir Thomas Lip-
ton and democrats that are really tired 
of paying taxes and being told they 
hate America. There is a race for the 

hearts and minds of those who looked 
up and have no idea how they got to 
where they are.
     Enter Jerry Brown and Meg Whit-
man.  Looking at their campaign ads, 
there seems to be only two narra-
tives that will define what we want in 
our next governor: Meg Whitman is 
insanely wealthy, and Jerry Brown is 
old.  But what does this “substance” 
boil down to?
     Putting it into the spin machine, 
it can be seen two ways. First, Whit-
man clearly must be a genius, turn-
ing eBay into a company that makes 
money. No pets.com for her! She will 
run this state like she did eBay, and 
make us profitable again. On the other 
hand, do we really want someone who 
would donate over 119 million dollars 
to their own campaign? That’s more 
than the GDP of the Falkland islands. 
Smells a lot like buying the governor’s 
mansion.
     Then there is Jerry Brown, who 
has already served two terms as 
governor. Should he win, he would 
return to Sacramento a staggering 28 
years since he last left his capital of-
fice. Him being old can be spun two 
ways: one, its good, he knows his way 
around a very political town, two, its 
bad, because he is one of the people 
that got our state into this mess.
     But, just for fun, why don’t we take 
a look at what the difference between 
the candidates really are, at least in the 
big ticket items that might make you 
want to change your vote:
Proposition 8: Brown is for its demise. 
He is a firm believer in the right of 
California’s gays to marry, which is 
why he, as our current AG, never de-
fended the law in federal court (enjoy 
finding standing Prop 8 supporters at 
the 9th circuit, btw). Meg Whitman, 
on the other hand, supports prop 8, but 
probably in a move to win over the 

right as in reality she favors the right 
of gays to adopt and enter civil unions, 
as well as allowing all of the marriag-
es that were allowed to remain valid.
Jobs: Here the differences are parti-
san. Brown wants to spend to create, 
where as Whitman wants to cut taxes 
to create.
Abortion: Jerry Brown supports all 
abortion rights where as Whitman 
supports the proposition 4 parental 
consent law. Still, Whitman supports 
the right to an abortion, though not for 
late terms. 
     Clearly I summarized hot button 
issues in shamefully curt ways, but 
you get the point. There are some 
really big, and really tiny differences 
between our two candidates, but it 
will be shocking to me if one will 
ever find any of them out from their tv 
ads or any of the press following the 
campaign. Since they won’t help you, 
please read up and don’t listen to the 
TV because I guarantee you that you 
will learn more from “The Situation” 
on MTV, then you will from Jerry and 
Meg’s campaign ads, CNN or Fox 
News.

The Death of Our Opinions
     Last year this 
paper broke a 
controversial story 
involving changes 
in the assignment 
of first-year classes 
among members of the law school fac-
ulty.  The issue clearly struck a chord 
with many of the students who were 
either directly involved or had first 
hand knowledge of the events. In an 
effort to cover that story, we solic-
ited the opinions of several students 
and campus organizations. It quickly 
became clear to us that most students 
stood squarely on one side of the issue 
or the other and felt strongly about the 
matter. Yet, despite persistent requests 
for comment, the refrain was refusal 
to comment on the story unless their 
opinions were published anonymous-
ly.
     In the years that I’ve been with 
The Advocate this issue has arisen 
time and again. We receive letters, 
complaints about issues on campus, 
opinions about our stories, most of 
them valid and very interesting. Yet 
with few exceptions, these students 
were unwilling to attach their names 
to their opinions. The Advocate ac-
tively solicits letters to the editors and 
encourages students to submit their 
opinions on subjects of concern.  But 
despite the murmurs that occasionally 
accompany sensitive administrative 
decisions or similar divisive issues, 
few are willing to associate their 
names with their opinions.  It seems 
clear to me that many, if not most of 
the students at Santa Clara Law are 
letting their opinions die at the altar of 
the legal profession. 
     In many ways I am not surprised 
at this development. Despite the vast 
number of bright, articulate and highly 
opinionated individuals at our school, 
the realities of employment in our pro-

fession have rendered even our most 
adamant contrarians publicly mute.  
Nobody wants to see their name in 
print, attached to an opinion that a 
peer, or, God-forbid, a prospective 
employer might take issue with.  In a 
civic culture that purports to hold free-
dom of speech and expression sacro-
sanct, future attorneys, the very people 
responsible for upholding these rights 
and empowering these freedoms, are 
themselves afraid to exercise them.
     It may be that law students have 
no other choice.  Few are willing to 
take chances when the economy has 
left the legal profession reeling and 
the Wall Street Journal and New York 
Times have effectively called legal 
educations poor investments.  We 
cannot afford to have our financial and 
professional lives hindered any more 
than they already are.  If that means 
working for employers who value 
their political or social principles so 
highly they are unwilling to hire those 
of us who see the world differently, 
that is a sacrifice we apparently must 
make. Thus we all sequester our opin-
ions in a lockbox and throw away the 
key…or at least hide it until we make 
partner and can force the next wave 
of junior associates to agree with our 
dormant ideals. 
     Fortunately, some will buck this 
trend and uphold the integrity of our 
First Amendment liberties through 
robust discourse. They will not cower 
in fear of narrow-minded employers 
who for whatever reason are unwill-
ing to hire on merit alone.  And while 
they may not land ourselves plush 
non-controversial jobs with employers 
who appreciate muted minds like their 
fellow opinion-chameleons, they will 
ultimately find themselves happier, 
respected for their commitment to 
principle and willingness to express 
their beliefs without worrying about 
ruffling a few feathers.

Dominic Dutra

Courtesy of Meg Whitman

Courtesy of Jerry Brown

If you would like to respond to any ar-
ticles or opinions presented in this issue, 

please write us a Letter to the Editor, and 
we would be happy to publish your 

response. 
No anonymous letters will be published, 

and please limit them to 250 words or less. 



October, 2010  Letters / 7THE ADVOCATE

The Rumor Mill - Renovation Update
Susan Erwin, Dean of Student Services
1. Why has 
the furniture 
for the new 
lounge been 
delayed for 
six weeks and 
are we ever 
going to get a 

window in there?

     If you have ever been involved in a 
remodeling project, I’m sure you un-
derstand the challenge that scheduling 
can be.  We had the usual issues with 
permits, with unavailable components, 
and with transforming a design plan 
into an actual space.  The contractors 
were great and worked really hard to 
stay out of the way of our students and 
to bring the project in on time.  Some 
of these delays, though, pushed back 
the timeline for selecting furniture to 
fit the new space.  AND...
     If you have ever special-ordered 
furniture, I’m sure you can also relate 
to the long time it takes to get the style 
and fabric and everything else correct 
and then how long it takes to actually 
get the furniture.  We didn’t just order 
one couch – we ordered a couple of 

couches, some comfy chairs, some bar 
tables and bar stools, some task tables 
and about 50 chairs.  AND . . . we 
absolutely didn’t want to order chairs 
that were uncomfortable (we’ve all 
seen how unhappy law students can 
be in uncomfortable chairs!) . . . so 
we brought in some samples and had 
those of you unlucky enough to be in 
the area sit in them and give us your 
feedback.
     The University just recently ap-
proved the proposal for putting win-
dows into the lounge!  YAY!  We are 
now costing out the project and then 
will know if we can make this work 
or not.  The idea is to put them on the 
same wall as the elevator, high on the 
wall.  
     Furniture should be here soon.  
Then we will have a party to celebrate 
the completion of the lounge.  

2. What is the process for getting 
building/construction/renovation type 
work done for the law school, and is 
there any plan to upgrade/renovate 
Heafey in the near future? 

     From the facilities department 

Last week was fall premiere week.  The Advocate asked students to reveal their must-see tele-
vision show and explain and why.

website: 
     “In order to have a new project on 
campus, there are many steps in which 
the projects must go through before it 
becomes live. 
      The projects must first be submit-
ted to the provost using the Project 
Request Form. The provost then looks 
at the project and decides whether or 
not the project is the most beneficial 
thing for the entirety of the campus. 
The provost must take many things 
into consideration, including other 
project requests, the need of the facil-
ity, funding, etc. when making these 
potential campus changing decisions. 
     If the provost approves the proj-
ect, it is passed onto the Planning 
and Projects department to begin the 
design process.”
     Major building projects – like 
building a new Heafey or maybe even 
a new Bergin – are planned out years 
in advance.  The university has a 5 
and 10 year master plan of major con-
struction projects.  The perhaps-new 
Heafey and the perhaps-new Bergin 
are on these lists.  Actual planning 
and decisions have not been made yet.  
These projects will be very expensive 
and the university will expect the law 

school to launch a capital campaign to 
fund them.  Since we are about to cel-
ebrate a major birthday – 100 YEARS 
– it would probably not be unreason-
able to hope for commitments from 
our alumni and supporters.  (One more 
reason why we all need to show up to 
the convocation and show them what a 
great community we are!)

3. Why did the cost of tuition go up 
$100 per unit this year?

     Easy answer:  it didn’t.  
2008/2009 tuition was $1,225 per unit.
2009/2010 tuition was $1,268 per unit, 
an increase of $43 
2010/2011 tuition is $1,312 per unit, 
an increase of $44 

     Tuition for the last 2 years has gone 
up by about 3.5% each year.  Tuition 
is set by the University and approved 
by the Board of Trustees. 

Have a question you’d like 
us to ask Dean Erwin? 

Email us at 
scuadvocate@gmail.com

People on the Street 

* One eager student entered “BJ and the Bear” over 300 times 
in the survey. While The Advocate agrees that the show featuring 
a freelance truck driver and his chimp companion was a praise-
worthy show, these entries were ignored.

CROSSWORD SOLUTION

Tariq Mojaddidi (3L)
‘Man vs. Wild.’  Bear Grylls is hot.

Natalie Gomez (3L)
‘The Defenders.’  It just premiered last 
night and it adds a new twist to the law 
shows that are coming out.

Jeannie Tran (3L)
‘Dexter.’ *Spoiler alert*  I am looking 
forward to seeing him deal with being a 
serial killer and a single father.

Mia Butera (1L)
‘Glee!’ I watched it already and it was 
awesome!”

Maddy Douglass (3L)
‘How I Met Your Mother’ because NPH 
is a really convincing womanizer, and 
Jason Segel gives me hope for being a 
lawyer.

Joe Flannery (4L)
“‘Boardwalk empire, even though 
there’s only been one episodes.  It’s my 
first time with a TV in two years!”

Professor Kyle Graham 
‘30 Rock’ because I’ve been watching 
NBC’s Must-See Thursdays since 1982 
and I have no plans of giving it up now.

Linda Chen (2L)
‘Glee.’  I like the comedy.  I’m looking 
forward to the Britney episode.

The Winners of the Starbucks Gift Cards for their Partici-
pation in our survey are 2Ls Shannon Reed and Da Zhuang
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Chocolate Sushi’s Tantalizing Tastes
ers as I was led to my table, I noticed 
that several people were digging into 
sizzling hot bowls of soft tofu, ramen 
and egg, a traditional Korean dish. In 
addition to numerous soft tofu dishes, 
the menu offers a wide variety of 
non-traditional sushi rolls (think deep-
fried, with lots of unique sauces and 
fillings). I ordered three rolls, each one 
unique in its own way, and resumed 
watching Sunday Night Football on 
the flat screen TVs behind the sushi 
bar.
     A spiky-haired waiter brought my 
rolls over, providing a description of 

     When you 
think of classic 
food combina-
tions, peanut 
butter and jelly, 
ham and cheese, 
and steak and potatoes often come to 
mind, but have you ever paired choco-
late with sushi? Me neither. Intrigued 
by its namesake and way too hot to 
cook dinner for myself, I popped into 
Chocolate Sushi and Tofu House last 
Sunday for a late dinner.
     Scanning the plates of fellow din-

each before placing them in front of 
me. My favorite, the “Oh Yes” roll, 
was filled with spicy tuna, salmon and 
avocado. After a quick trip to the deep 
fryer, the “Oh Yes” roll was finished 
with unagi sauce (similar to a sweet 
teriyaki) and spicy orange sauce. 
Fresh fish was the star in the “Pink 
Lady” roll, a good combination of 
spicy tuna inside a roll, with salmon 
sashimi on the outside. The “Honey 
Dragon” roll is perfect for the indeci-
sive eater, complete with a selection 
of fish on the outside and topped with 
various tobiko (fish roe) and sweet 
unagi sauce.
     Despite my original intention 
to sample the chocolate and sushi 
combinations, I was too stuffed to eat 

another morsel. When the bill came, 
my waitress asked if I had ever tried 
any of the chocolate sushi offerings on 
the menu. Upon hearing that I had not, 
she said that the avocado and unagi 
with special chocolate house sauce, 
although unusual, was definitely worth 
trying the next time I stopped by. 
They’ve got a special 30 percent dis-
count on everything. So head on over, 
don’t just take my word for it.

Chocolate Sushi & Tofu House -  
Japanese & Korean Fusion Food

595 E El Camino Real, Sunnyvale, CA 
94087 (408) 830-0628 

www.sushichocolate.com/

Lobby Lounge’s Liquid Bliss  
Martin Behn and Greg Williams
     Passing through 
the automatic 
double doors of 
the Fairmont Hotel 
in Downtown San 
Jose, we were 
greeted with a 
scene of marble-adorned grandeur 
that seems slightly out of place in a 
city living in the shadow of its cultur-
ally iconic neighbor, San Francisco. 
Continuing through a lobby filled with 
giant stone vases and what appear to 
be ancient artifacts, the Lobby Lounge 
comes into view, a sunken room 
decked out with some seriously com-
fortable looking chairs and sofas. 
     After finding an open seat, our par-
ty picked up the cocktail menu from 
the table and browsed through enough 
pages to make a hornbook jealous. We 
settled on basics, nothing fancy for 
our group, just pure straight martinis, 
gin and vodka, served up with olives 
or a twist. 
     The server took our order with 
veteran aplomb and walked back to 
the bar. Looking around the rest of the 
room we were struck by the eclectic 
mix of the crowd: elderly couples, 
young couples and business travelers 
looking to unwind from their day in 

Silicon Valley’s capital. All eyes were 
focused towards the bar where a jazz 
trio were keeping the lounge lizards 
entertained and the occasional couple 
on the dance floor. The music was 
loud but did not interfere with con-
versation and conjured up images of a 
forgotten time where such atmosphere 
would not be such an extravagance. 
     Our server returned with a tray 
featuring empty martini glasses and 
miniature cocktail shakers containing 
our drinks. We watched with anticipa-
tory glee as the drinks were strained 
into our glasses with a cool, clear, 
alcoholic flair. 
     With the presentation over, we 
thanked our server and raised our 
glasses and took our first sip: ahh…
how Don Draper must feel every 
morning with his first drink.
     If you go…The prices are on par 
with the marbled surroundings and 
will set you back around eleven bucks 
per drink. Beer, wine, bar food and a 
full service sushi bar are also avail-
able.

The Lobby Lounge at the 
Fairmont Hotel 

170 South Market Street, San Jose, 
California 95113 (408) 998-1900
http://www.fairmont.com/sanjose

The Pink Lady and Honey Dragon Rolls                                     BY HIEU TRAN   

Photo Courtesy of Sushi Chocolate

BY GREG WILLIAMS

CROSSWORD PUZZLE


