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The Hall of Distinction returned to John Marshall 

this past fall after having been temporarily removed 

to accommodate construction and renovations. The 

hall begins on the 1st Floor corridor connecting the 

Plymouth Ct. and State St. buildings, and continues 

through the halls of the classrooms on the 4th Floor.  

The Hall is there to recognize graduates who have 

attained distinction in the legal profession as judges 

or elected officials. On the first floor you can also 

find the pictures of members who have served as 

Presidents of the Alumni Association Board.  

A ceremony was held on October 7th to celebrate 

the reopening of the Hall. Feel free to stop by and 

check out the accomplishments of previous graduates. 

John Marshall has a strong alumni network. When 

networking and job hunting, you will always find a 

helping hand from a John Marshall graduate. ƴ 

By Staff  

INSIDE: 

An examination of unilateral police action in the 

21st century. 
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DRONES  
The Fourteenth Amendment states that ñno per-

son shall be deprived of life, liberty or property 

without due process of law.ò We should all take a 

moment to stop and savor every word in this mag-

nificently terse sentence, not just for reasons of 

personal self-gain in the legal realm, but for general 

individual enlightenment, and appreciation of the 

American Constitution. 

Seldom in history have two words in tandem held 

as much sway as do the words ñdue processò. It is 

something the government owes us if it intends to 

take away our life, liberty, or property, and if it 

fails to meet this burden, its actions 

are nullified by the courts. 

Due process, however, does not al-

ways mean that you get a trial in front 

of an Article III court. This is as true 

in criminal matters as it is in adminis-

trative procedures. Sometimes, the 

restrictions imposed by time, limited 

resources, and public safety, require 

that the state act before one has the 

opportunity to be tried by oneôs peers. 

For example, police are authorized to 

use deadly force on a gunman if he 

poses an imminent threat to officers 

or bystanders. By extension, one 

might argue that the threat posed by 

certain dissidents, namely members of al-Qaeda, 

makes it impractical to serve said dissidents with 

traditional notice (i.e. a summons compelling them 

to appear at a municipal or federal district court) 

before meting out justice. The attacks of 9/11 

demonstrated that al-Qaeda is willing to employ un-

precedentedly barbarous tactics in order to attain its 

aim of a establishing a caliphate. Therefore, those 

who are opposed to the use of drones have a moral 

duty to propose a feasible alternative course of ac-

tion because it does not suffice to say that drone 

strikes are ñunconstitutionalò on account of their 

unprecedentedness. Since we are engaged in a fight 

to the death against an unpredictable and deadly en-

emy, whose influence stretches across the globe, 

and reaches into some of the most geographically 

and economically desolate places, the U.S. needs a 

weapon that can quickly and discretely enter such 

regions, while minimizing the likelihood of U.S. 

military casualties.  

Drones are fairly new to the front lines. Hence, 

requiring the government to rely on historical prec-

edent to justify their usage is unreasonable. Requir-

ing them to cite precedent for the state-sponsored 

killing of defectors, and committers of treason, 

however, is not unreasonable. State-sponsored ac-

tions of this kind are not particularly hard to find in 

the history of the Anglosphere. For example, there 

was the Cold War era execution of Julius and Ethel 

Rosenberg, a couple that the U.S. gov-

ernment suspected of carrying out es-

pionage on behalf of the Soviet Un-

ion. A more salient example, however, 

can be found in the aftermath of 

WWII, when the British hanged 

American citizen William Joyce for 

high treason. The reason for Joyceôs 

sentence and execution was that, at 

the behest of Joseph Goebbels, Joyce 

had broadcasted Nazi propaganda via 

radio, encouraging British soldiers to 

defect and fight under the banner of 

the swastika. Fast forward nearly sev-

en decades, and we see a similar case 

with the American-born al-Qaeda af-

filiate, Anwar al-Awalaki, who performed radio 

broadcasts in Yemen encouraging the murder of in-

nocents in the name of Islam.  

Author and Vanity Fair columnist, Christopher 

Hitchens, wrote two great articles for Slate Maga-

zine on the al-Awlaki affair. One is titled ñCitizen 

Enemiesò and the other is titled ñLord Haw Haw 

and Anwar al-Awlaki.ò In those two articles, Hitch-

ens argues that al-Awlakiôs broadcasts were tanta-

mount to incitement and treason, and that the scope 

of al-Awlakiôs orders to kill were much greater in 

breadth than Joyceôs ever were. Whatôs more, 

Hitchens contends that al-Awlaki walked Major Ni-

dal Hassan of the 2009 Fort Hood Massacre 

ñthrough all the stages that supposedly qualified 

[Hassan] to declare lethal holy war on his col-

leagues.ò Thus, in a sense, al-Awlaki surrendered 

ñThe Obama ad-

ministration has 

kept the trials of 

the people on its 

drone ñkill listò 

wholly clandes-

tine é ñ 
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 his citizenship by aiding and abetting the enemy. 

One key distinction between the Joyce and al-

Awlaki cases is that Joyce- or ñLord Haw Hawò, 

as Hitchens referred to him- at least had the bene-

fit of a receiving a trial subject to public scrutiny. The 

Obama administration has kept the trials of the people 

on its drone ñkill listò wholly clandestine, which is (at 

least from the American vantage point) perhaps the 

most horrific aspect of this entire ordeal. It makes 

sense that the U.S. government would not want to 

tip off its enemies abroad by holding a publicized 

trial every time it chooses to take one of al-Qaedaôs or 

ISISôs pawns off the chessboard. But if justice was 

done, why try to cover it up postmortem? Why not 

make it public record once the deed is done? That way 

the public can stay apprised as to what its govern-

ment is up to abroad, and there can hopefully be 

some accountability, and assurance that the govern-

ment is in fact learning from its mistakes. I can think of 

no excuse for the twisted logic and contorted legal argu-

ments the Obama administration has produced when 

faced with these questions. 

Some might argue that al-Awlaki should have been 

arraigned for his crimes, but seeing as he was hiding in 

Yemen, and evading even the Yemeni governmentôs 

call to reveal what business he had in their country, he 

was clearly outside of the United Statesô legal jurisdic-

tion. He was not, however, outside its military reach. 

Thus, my original question to those who oppose al-

Awlakiôs execution stands: what would you have 

done different? Should President Obama have 

sent Special Forces into Yemen in order to appre-

hend al-Awlaki? Would it have been worth risk-

ing the lives of highly trained soldiers, and likely 

setting off a firestorm of accusations that the U.S. 

disrespected Yemenôs sovereignty by putting 

boots on the ground and, therefore, ñinvadingò 

Yemen? And if the answer to the latter question 

is ñyesò, does that mean the U.S. must carry out 

such high risk operations even when the accused 

is not an American citizen? Finally, if the oppo-

nents of al-Awlakiôs execution say ñnoò to both 

drones and Special Forces extradition ops, does 

that mean their solution is to just let al-Awlaki 

and his ilk be? In other words, is their contention 

that once a purveyor of terror has moved outside 

the boundaries encompassing law abiding nations 

the suspect has successfully evaded justice alto-

gether?  

If their answer is ñyesò to the latter, I hope 

they sit in as much disrepute with the reader as 

they do with me. ƴ 

Eileen Halpin has been helping law students stay ahead 

of the curve for over a decade. One of her specialties is pre-

paring them to tackle those daunting final exams. Especially 

the essay sections. I was able to sit down with her earlier 

this semester to discuss what recommendations she has for 

students headed into their first round of law school finals, 

and what lessons they should take forward into their second 

semester. What follows are excerpts from our conversation, 

edited for brevity and clarity.  

DU: What do you feel is the biggest hurdle for stu-

dents adjusting to the transition from undergraduate to 

law school?  

Students underestimate how much time it takes to pre-

pare for finals their first year in law school. In order to be 

well prepared come test time, and later for the bar, you have 

to give yourself ample time to absorb and analyze the infor-

mation you are receiving in class. Itôs important that you not 

only do the reading every class, but set time aside to review 

your notes, make outlines, and answer practice questions. 

DU: So when would you recommend students begin 

preparing for their final exams? 

The best time to begin budgeting your time in prepara-

tion for your final exams are within the first couple of 

weeks. Lawyering skills classes are demanding but you need 

to find time for your other classes as well. Begin engaging 

with the materials in your core classes immediately. Read 

the cases assign for each class. Do it twice, or even three 

times if you need to. Then look to the notes sections and do 

some problems to help cement your understanding.  

It is essential that to take the time to type or hand-write 

Advice on Preparing for Finals: An 

Interview with Eileen Halpin 

Please see óAdviceô on page 4  

By: Michael Reed 
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their briefs for each case, especially in the first year. Doing this 

will help you to break up the information. Students find that 

when they do this it helps them think in terms of IRAC as well, 

which is helpful to them in writing briefs for their lawyering 

skills classes, but also in getting ready for exams. Thinking of 

case information in terms of the Issue, Rule, Analysis and Con-

clusion, will not only aid in comprehension of class ma-

terials but will help you better organize information in a 

way that will make sense to your Professor when they 

grade your exam essay. 

It all begins by being prepared for class. Then dur-

ing class, taking accurate notes and writing down hypos 

presented by the professor. After class, hopefully within 

24 hours when itôs freshest in your mind, go back and 

rewrite your notes by hand and see if they make sense to 

you. If you find that things arenôt lining up like they 

should, thatôs the time to reach out. Request a meeting 

with your professor or go to office hours. Your instruc-

tors are valuable assets in our learning process. Often 

students ignore this resource at their own peril. 

When students donôt do as well as they thought they 

would on an exam, they usually tell me that they ran out 

of time. As I speak with these students about how the 

prepared for the exam and managed their time through 

the semester, it never just boils down to what happened 

in the exam room. The student realizes that they hadnôt 

been using their time wisely throughout the semester. 

They hadnôt been briefing cases and making outlines. 

They hadnôt made time to think out how they would an-

swer essays ahead of the exam. As a result they spent 

too much time trying to figure how to structure their an-

swer on the exam, instead of just doing it and moving on 

to the next question. Briefing and practice questions 

help you structure your answers ahead of time. Outlin-

ing helps you learn the substantive material that will be 

tested on. You need to find the time to do both your first 

year if you want to do well on your exams. 

DU: Why is time management so important to 

success in law school?   

Law school is much different than undergraduate. 

The classes are more demanding and you have a lot of 

new information coming at you all at once. Learning 

how much time it takes for you to accomplish tasks and 

using your time wisely is therefore essential to success. 

Briefing, outlining, doing practice questions. The better 

you get at designating enough time to do these things, 

the better your comprehension will be and the more 

comfortable you will feel headed into the final. 

 Knowing how much time you need to accomplish 

certain tasks and understanding how to most efficiently 

use the time you have at your disposal is just part of 

getting ready for the exam. You need to be prepared to 

walk someone through your thought process while you 

are writing an essay. This is essentially what you are 

being graded on and every case you read should be pre-

paring you to accomplish this task as efficiently as pos-

sible. 

DU: Any parting words of advice?  

Your first semester of your first year is always go-

ing to be the most difficult. You wonôt feel like you 

have the time to read the cases. Everything is new and 

you wonôt feel like you have the time to digest all the 

information that comes at you. Itôs ok to feel over-

whelmed, but you have to be persistent. You are learn-

ing a new language. The more comfortable you get with 

the case briefing and terms of art, the whole experience 

becomes more manageable. You realize how you can 

better carve out time for class preparation. You want to 

embrace this time, it is part of the learning process. You 

are entering a profession that requires you to read cases 

and digest the law in terms of statutes and precedent. 

This process begins in law school, and the faster you 

learn to allocate your time wisely, the easier it will be to 

succeed. 

Sometimes people have the wrong impression when 

they come to law school. They think that they have all the skills 

they will need on the first day of class. This isnôt true. I tell my 

students on the first day of class that we are all works in pro-

gress. I still believe that to be true. ƴ 

 

To arrange for a free initial 

consultation with Eileen 

Halpin, contact her by email: 

ehalpin44@gmail.com  

or phone: 312-330-1634 

mailto:ehalpin44@gmail.com
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Exit Pursued 

By A Bear 

By Nick Vogel                              Image from Wikimedia.org 

In my early 20s I moved to California to pursue a ca-

reer in the film business. Within 8 months I was home-

less, unkempt, disillusioned and deeply embarrassed by 

failure. By night I drove around the city of Los Angeles, 

all my possessions packed into my car. By day, I retreat-

ed to the mountains of Simi Valley where I had a cozy, 

shady, private cliff-cave within which I slept. I wore a 

sign that read: SLEEPING NOT DEAD.  

It was around that time I began to read Shakespeare. 

Deciphering his archaic phrases and visualizing his char-

acters helped me forget the tragic reality that was my life. 

I have since made a habit of reading Shakespeare during 

particularly stressful, life-changing events. I read 

ñOthelloò during the winter of 2004/2005 when a room-

mate abandoned me, leaving me unable to pay rent or 

heating bills. ñHamletò and I became good friends when I 

dropped out of graduate school in 2006 and moved to an-

other country on an errant search for love. I read ñKing 

Learò when, in my late 20s, the newspaper for which I 

worked went out of business, exactly one day after my 

girlfriend Sonja and I discussed plans for our wedding. I 

read ñMidsummerôs Night Dreamò in 2012 when I should 

have been studying for my first Contracts exam.  

Please see óBearô on page 8 

On September 24, John Marshall had the honor of playing 

host to Renowned Jewish Studies Historian, Professor Debo-

rah E. Lipstadt. Her 1996 book, ñDenying the Holocaust: 

The Growing Assault on Truth and Memory,ò which drew 

her into a libel suit both in the United States and in the Unit-

ed Kingdom. David Irving, who was then a World War II 

historian, sued her for libel after she labeled him a holocaust 

denier in her book. She was ultimately successful in both 

suits and the proceedings helped to illustrate the continuing 

relevance of her work.  

Holocaust denial continues to be a pernicious cultural 

phenomena. Whether due to some ideological bias or simple 

ignorance, denial of Nazi war crimes against the Jewish peo-

ple take many forms. Lipstadt has identified two key varie-

ties, which she differentiates as hardcore and softcore denial. 

Hardcore denial tends to take the form of works like Ir-

vingôs, where historical records are either distorted or the 

impact of evidence is minimized in order to support an argu-

ment that death camps and government sponsored extermina-

tion programs either didnôt exist or were the product of ex-

aggeration. Softcore, on the other hand, is defined by rheto-

ric comparing Israeli soldiers to Nazis for their operations in 

Palestinian Territories. Lipstadt believes that such rhetoric is 

hurtful and insensitive, and that there is a ñdifference between crit-

icism of Israeli policies and being anti-Israel.ò   

Among her many appointments and accolades, Lipstadt has 

served on the U.S. Holocaust Memorial Council, consultant to Con-

gress on combating Holocaust denial, and in 2006 she was elected to 

the American Academy of Jewish Research. The AAJR is a prestig-

ious organization made up of the most distinguished scholars of Ju-

daic studies in the United States. She captured her experience in 

defending her scholarship against Irvingôs accusations of libel in 

ñHistory on Trial: My Day in Court with David Irving,ò which is in 

the pre-production stage of become a feature film. Her latest book is 

ñThe Eichmann Trialò and is available to purchase on Amazon. ƴ 

John Marshall Hosts Distinguished 

Scholar: Deborah E. Lipstadt 

Professor Deborah E. Lipstadt  speaks at John Marshall, Sept.  24.                       

Photo provided 

By: Staff 
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As Executive Secretary of the Chi-

cago Young Republicans, you might be 

surprised to read that Iôm not one for much 

debate when hosting events. Iôd rather just 

briefly discuss any issues or policies we 

agree on, then move on to sports or movies 

over some beers. 

But as we get closer to the 2016 presi-

dential primaries, the topic over who should 

be ñthe faceò of the Republican Party inevi-

tably comes up. 

Even then, I donôt get emotional about 

it. Iôll give my two cents and move on. 

But there are some on the hard right 

who vehemently make the case to me that 

the reason why Republicans havenôt won 

the White House in recent years is because 

the party ñnever nominates a candidate 

whoôs conservative enough.ò Indeed, as the 

argument always goes, there are allegedly 

ñmillions of conservatives who stay homeò 

every general election, just waiting for the 

ñultimate conservative candidateò to draw 

them out in droves come November. 

After many times of exhaustively try-

ing to get these hardliners to provide their 

math on these claims, I finally decided to 

do the research myself. 

As you may have read elsewhere, his-

torically itôs almost always been the oppo-

site ï that is, the lower the voter turnout, the 

better the Republican Party actually does. 

It makes sense when you think about it. 

Democratic Party promises are inherently 

populist in nature. ñFree healthcare,ò ñfree 

education,ò ñfree housingò and so on will 

always find popularity in many circles 

(though one of lifeôs greatest contradictions 

is how many people view politicians as 

ócrooks and liars,ô yet want to believe them 

when theyôre promising something ófreeô). 

But as those of us who have any under-

standing of how economics work, there 

truly is no such thing as a ñfreeò lunch. The 

sheer amount of taxes that would need to 

be raised to provide for any of these decep-

tive promises ï including tax hikes on the 

middle class ï would be crippling, but I 

digress. 

When it comes to presidential elections 

since the 1960s, every time voter turnout 

has reached 60% or higher, the Democratic 

candidate has won five out of seven times 

(the exceptions being Richard Nixon in 

1968 and George W. Bush in 2004). Con-

versely, every time voter turnout has fallen 

below 60%, the Republican candidate has 

won five out of seven times (the exceptions 

being Bill Clinton in 1996 and Barack 

Obama in 2012). 

Even during the Ronald Reagan 

years ï whom the hard right often use 

as the model for their ñultimate con-

servative candidateò theory ï voter 

turnout was below 60% both times: 

55% in 1980 and 57% in 1984. 

In midterm election years, the re-

sults are even more pronounced. For 

the last 40 years, midterm election turn-

out has hovered around 40% and has 

been measurably lower than presiden-

tial election turnout for at least the last 

175 years. In those years, Republicans 

have been very successful in Senate, 

House, gubernatorial and state legisla-

ture races across the country ï with the 

2006 midterms being the sole excep-

tion. 

Case in point, the results of the 

most recent midterm elections last 

year has now made the Republican 

Party the strongest itôs ever been since 

the 1920s. 

Coincidentally, 2014 also saw the 

lowest voter turnout in 72 years at 

36.3%. 

Speaking of the 1920s, which was 

the last time the GOP had this much 

power in both Washington, D.C. and 

the states, 1920 and 1924 marked the 

only two presidential election years in the 

20th century when voter turnout sank be-

low 50%, resulting in Republicans Warren 

Harding and Calvin Coolidge being elected 

president, respectively. 

So what does this tell us? 

For one thing, Iôm still having difficulty 

believing that the GOPôs recent White 

House struggles are due to ñmillions of 

conservativesò allegedly staying home ï 

particularly since primary voter turnout in 

recent cycles, where staunch conservatives 

have the opportunity to cast their votes for 

the ñultimate conservative candidate,ò has 

hit record lows consistently averaging be-

low 20%. (Source: Bipartisan Policy Li-

brary, http://bipartisanpolicy.org/library/) 

Furthermore, all the available evidence 

actually suggests the exact opposite: that 

conservatives are having record voter turn-

out in presidential elections. Fully 35% of 

the 2012 electorate self-identified as con-

servative, a record high since exit polls be-

gan asking voters about their political lean-

ings in 1976 and measurably higher since 

the 29% registered in 2000. In case youôre 

By: John Giokaris  
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wondering, yes, that even outperformed 

Reaganôs conservative draws in 1980 and 

1984 at 28% and 33%, respectively. 

(Source: Roper Center, http://

www.ropercenter.uconn.edu/)  

In fact, while presidential voter turnout 

decreased from 63% in 2008 to 59% in 

2012, Mitt Romney earned one million 

more votes and a greater share of the 

popular vote than John McCain (47% 

vs. 45%), proving 2012ôs lower voter 

turnout was almost exclusively from 

Obama supporters, not conservatives. 

Even if Romney had tied George W. 

Bushôs 2004 popular vote total (which 

was only one million more), it still 

wouldôve fallen about four million 

voters short of Obamaôs 2012 popular 

vote total. (Source: ProCon.org, 

http://2012election.procon.org/).  

Speaking of Bush, it should be 

noted that the only popular vote a Re-

publican presidential candidate has 

won since 1988 was in 2004, when 

Bush noticeably earned almost half 

(44%) the Latino vote ï unheard of 

for a GOP candidate. The next strong-

est showing among Latinos was in 

1984 when Reagan earned about a 

third of their vote (34%), but that was 

when Latinos were only 3% of the 

American electorate. 

Since the 1980s, the non-white 

vote has more than doubled from 13% 

of the electorate to 28% today, and 

that sizeable portion of voters is al-

most exclusively voting for Demo-

cratic candidates over the last decade. 

The 2012 election year marked the 

first time in U.S. history that black 

voter turnout surpassed white voter 

turnout, (Source: Washington Post, 

https://www.washingtonpost.com/

news/the-fix/wp/2013/04/29/black-

turnout-was-higher-than-white-

turnout-in-2012-and-2008/), a 

group that consistently breaks 

Democratic 9 to 1. The Brookings 

Institution definitively proved 

(Source: Brookings Institute, http://

www.brookings.edu) that 2012 also 

marked the first time where the non

-white vote determined who won 

the presidential election.  

Consider the fact that if Romney 

had the same demographic elec-

torate of the 1980s as Reagan and 

George H. W. Bush did when 

whites made up 87% of all voters 

vs. 72% today, he wouldôve sound-

ly defeated Obama in 2012 since he 

won 59% of white voters ï outper-

forming even Reaganôs 1980 share of 

white voters (56%). 

Thus, according to the math, the 

GOPôs White House struggles have 

less to do with ñmillions of unmoti-

vated conservatives staying homeò (of 

which all the evidence demonstrably 

contradicts) and more to do with 

building inroads and maintaining rela-

tionships with non-white voters ï par-

ticularly the growing Latino popula-

tion. 

Indeed, something George W. 

Bush understood coming from a state 

like Texas, and his brother Jeb under-

stood coming from a state like Florida 

for that matter, is the importance of 

reaching out to the Latino communi-

ties within their states to win general 

elections. 

Reagan also understood that elec-

tions are won by addition, not subtrac-

tion. He practiced the politics of inclu-

sion, not exclusion. He took his mes-

sage of freedom, individual choice 

and less government to anyone and 

any group who would listen. He never 

tried to exclude anyone from his coa-

lition. 

Also notice that strategy has noth-

ing to do with compromising or 

ñgiving upò on any principles or posi-

tions but everything to do with simple 

messaging and outreach. 

Historically, millions of voters staying 

home has routinely helped Republican 

candidates, not hurt them. The evi-

dence, however, shows self-identified 

conservatives now make up a record 

high portion of the electorate, suggest-

ing the problem isnôt lack of hardline 

conservative voter turnout, but the 

GOP simply needing to go to new 

neighborhoods and communities to 

carry their message and find enough 

new voters to form a winning coali-

tion with in presidential elections. ƴ 

Source: Fairvote.org 
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