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John Henry Merryman
Nelson Bowman Sweitzer and 
Marie B. Sweitzer Professor of 
Law, Emeritus and Affiliated 
Professor in the Department of 
Art, Emeritus

ARTICLES/BOOK CHAPTERS: “The Com-
modifi cation of Art,” 160 Apollo 26-27 
(July 2004) • “Ma la Tutela non Vuol 
Dire per Forza Divieto di Esportazi-
one” 21 Giornale della’Arte, Il Rapporto 
Antiquariato 8-10 (June 2004) • “A Licit 
International Trade In Cultural Objects,” 
in Art Market Matters, The European 
Fine Art Foundation (2004)

David Mills
Senior Lecturer in Law 
ARTICLES: “Violence Si-
lence—Why no one really 
cares about prison rape,” 

with Robert Weisberg, Slate (October 1, 
2003) • “Flunking the Martha Test,” with 

Jenny S. Martinez
Assistant Professor of Law
ARTICLES/BOOK CHAPTERS: 

“Towards an International 
Judicial System,” 56 Stanford 

Law Review 429 (2003) • “Liberties 
and Limits in the War on Terrorism,” 
Washington Post, p. A16 (January 6, 2004) 
• “Gender Considerations in Interpret-
ing Elements of Crimes in International 
Law,” 4 Women and International Human 
Rights Law, Kelly Askin, editor (forth-
coming)
BRIEFS: Donald Rumsfeld v. Jose Padilla, 
No. 03-1027, United States Supreme 
Court (brief of respondent) (April 12, 
2004) • Jose Padilla v. Donald Rumsfeld, 
03-2438, with David W. DeBruin, United 
States Court of Appeals for the Second 
Circuit (amicus brief) (July 30, 2003)

Miguel A. Méndez
Adelbert H. Sweet Professor 
of Law
BOOKS: Evidence: The Cali-
fornia Evidence Code & the 

Federal Rules? A Problem Approach, 3rd 
edition, West Group (2004)
ARTICLES: “Presumptions and Burden 
of Proof: Conforming the California 
Evidence Code to the Federal Rules of 
Evidence,” 38 University of San Francisco 
Law Review 139 (2003) • “The Role of 
Judge and Jury: Conforming the Evi-
dence Code to the Federal Rules,” 37 
University of San Francisco Law Review 
1003 (2003) • “Expert Testimony and the 
Opinion Rule: Conforming the Evidence 
Code to the Federal Rules,” 37 University 
of San Francisco Law Review 411 (2003) • 
“Hearsay and Its Exceptions: Conforming 
the Evidence Code to the Federal Rules,” 
37 University of San Francisco Law Review 
351 (2003)

hree years ago, Alan Morrison packed up his car and together with his wife 
embarked on a cross-country trek to teach at Stanford Law School as an Irvine 
Visiting Fellow. For three semesters, he shared with students his experiences as 
director of Public Citizen Litigation Group, the Washington, D.C.–based consumer 
rights advocacy group he cofounded with Ralph Nader in the early 1970s.

Now, as he wraps up his 32-year career at Public Citizen, Morrison is hitting the 
road once again, this time to join the Stanford faculty as a senior lecturer on admin-

istrative and public interest law. Regarded as one of the most respected
lawyers to argue before the U.S. Supreme Court, Morrison, 66, specializes
in separation-of-powers issues. He has challenged the line-item veto, sen-
tencing guidelines, the Gramm-Rudman-Hollings budget restrictions, and 
federal preemption of state laws, to name just a few. 

Morrison graduated from Yale University in 1959 and Harvard Law
School in 1966. He joined Cleary, Gottlieb, Steen & Hamilton in New 
York as an associate, then worked as an assistant U.S. attorney in 
the Southern District of New York before moving to Public Citizen in 
1972. He has been a visiting professor at several law schools, including
Harvard, where Kathleen M. Sullivan, Stanley Morrison Professor of Law, 
was a student in two of his public interest law classes in the late 1970s. 

One of Sullivan’s last acts as dean was enticing Morrison to come to Stanford. 
One wouldn’t expect a consumer rights champion to be the consummate Beltway

insider, but Morrison, who counts at least two Supreme Court Justices as friends, 
knows how to play on and off the court. Justice Stephen Breyer (BA ’59) is a running 
partner, and Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg has been a friend for years. 

“One thing I’ve learned in Washington is that you should have no permanent 
friends and no permanent enemies,” said Morrison. “People with whom you disagree 
may end up agreeing with you when you need them.” —Nina Nowak

Veteran Supreme Court Litigator Brings His Expertise to Stanford
Leading public interest attorney focuses on the separation of powers.
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