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N
early 100 law teachers from schools in the United States,
Canada, England, Australia, and – yes – even Nepal were in
Spokane in June to attend the sixth annual summer
conference of the Institute for Law School Teaching.  The

conference, “Fresh Looks at Teaching and Learning Law,” garnered rave
reviews from the 106 law teachers in attendance.

Gonzaga had a fine representation of teachers: Rich Algeo, Lisa
Bradley, Rich Kuhling, Speedy Rice, Milt Rowland, Stephen Sepinuck,
Debra Stephens, Duane Swinton, and Jim Vache.  Special mention goes to
Mary Pat Treuthart, who has attended all six Institute conferences, and
Lew Orland, who is going into his 50th year of law teaching!

The conference was planned, developed and organized by Professor
Gerry Hess, director of the Institute, and Paula Prather, the Institute’s
program coordinator, with help from others at the Law School and Jepson
Center, where the conference took place.

The conference featured 36 workshops designed to help legal educators
be more effective.  The workshop topics were so intriguing that many
participants said they wished they could have been in two places at once.

Several of the workshops dealt with incorporating skills in the
classroom, including, “Sorry Socrates!  Thinking Like a Lawyer is not
Enough” and “Lucy Ricardo Wants A Divorce.”  Another group of
workshops focused on technology in the classroom. A number of other
workshops such as “Evoking the Moral Imagination,” addressed issues
related to emotion and values.

For more information on the GU Institute for Law Teaching and
Learning call (509) 323-3740.

G
onzaga Law School is committed to the success of all
students admitted, and has developed several programs to
assist first-year students.  One of these programs is the
Academic Resource Program, known as ARP.  It is designed

to assist students who may face challenges in law school because of prior
academic difficulty or because of other factors not directly related to the
study of law.

Gonzaga’s ARP provides academic support in several ways.  First,
group sessions are held to develop essential law school skills such as case
briefing, outlining, test preparation, and test taking.  Second, upper-level
law students (ARP tutors) work with ARP students to improve

GONZAGA UNIVERSITY SCHOOL OF

GU Institute hosts conference on Law
Teaching and Learning

Gonzaga Law School
Academic Resource Program

16



Law Briefs
performance in first-year classes by providing individual instruction and
guidance in those skills which are so vital in law school.

The work that students do as part of ARP is tied directly into class
preparation for the first-year classes.  Lisa Bradley, program coordinator,
teaches first-year legal research and writing and has the opportunity to
track the individual progress of the students in the program.  In addition,
Bradley works closely with the ARP tutors to tailor the program to the
needs of the students.  The fall ARP tutors are third-year law students
Jamie Boyd and Jennifer Burr, and second-year law students Magnus
Anderson, Brooke Budde, and Jennifer Reyes.

All students are invited and encouraged to apply if they believe there
are academic or other factors which might adversely impact their law
school performance their first year. There is no cost to be in the program.
However, due to limited space, there is no guarantee everyone who
applies will be in the program.  For more information, contact Professor
Bradley at (509) 323-3762.

T
he award is presented annually to an outstanding law school
alumna who has demonstrated keen interest and efforts in
promoting women’s rights and issues in the legal arena.
Fairhurst was nominated this year by Attorney General

Christine O. Gregoire for her commitment in promoting justice and
equality in all aspects of her life, both personal and professional.

During her tenure with the attorney general’s office, Fairhurst has
worked in several divisions and has promoted women and children’s
issues throughout her professional career.  She has been involved in
several committees and summits sponsored by the Attorney General’s
office to address domestic and youth violence, in addition to participating
in several public service activities.  She served as the second woman
president of the Washington State Bar Association (1997 – 98).  She holds
a bachelor’s degree in political science from Gonzaga ’79, graduating
cum laude, and graduated magna cum laude from the Law School and
received the 1984 Legal Argumentation Award.

The Myra Bradwell Award is named for the woman who passed the
Illinois state bar exam in 1869, but was denied admission to the bar by
the Illinois Supreme Court.  In 1872, the U.S. Supreme Court upheld the
ruling, stating a denial based on gender did not violate the Constitution.
Bradwell became the president of a weekly legal newspaper and wrote
editorials challenging discriminatory laws.  Illinois eventually granted
women the right to choose an occupation, including law, and Bradwell
was admitted to the bar in 1890.  The Women’s Law Caucus is dedicated
to the resolution of issues affecting women and the law.

Myra Bradwell Award Presented to
Mary E. Fairhurst ’84

Mary E. Fairhurst (’84 J.D.)
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“There can be no global justice unless the worst of crimes – crimes against humanity – are
subject to the law. In this age, more than ever, we recognize that the crime of genocide against
one people truly is an assault on us all – a crime against humanity. The establishment of an
International Criminal Court will ensure that humanity’s response will be swift and will be
just.”

— Kofi Annan, United Nations Secretary General

N
early every morning, while the dew is still fresh on the grass and the birds are
pulling their worms, long before the hustle and bustle of the arriving faculty and
staff, he can be seen traversing the Gonzaga University campus — briefcase in
hand — from the Jesuit House to his Law School office. Almost always dressed
in his clerical collar, a sight more uncommon than not among Jesuits, and

smartly prepared for the day’s weather, Father Robert Araujo, S.J., moves at a pace that is brisk
but unhurried. Head up and aware of his surroundings, the 50-year-old New England native
offers gentle greetings to the grounds crew or any others he may pass as he contemplates his

lectures that morning. Or, he may be thinking about his latest
publication shedding light on the application of a legal theory,
or the latest Tom Clancy novel, or the latest movie he saw
looking for an angle to reach the people in sermons he delivers
at St. Peter’s Church on Spokane’s South Hill. Or, he may
simply be allowing his voracious and expansive intellect to
forage among the nuances of legal theory and applicable law
in relation to his position as a Vatican legal adviser to the
United Nations’ Preparatory Commission on the Establishment
of an International Criminal Court.

Whatever it is, Father Araujo is thinking about some-
thing.

S
ince he began teaching at the law school in 1994, the

           first Jesuit to teach there in more than 20
           years, Araujo has risen rapidly to the ranks of full
professor. And for good reason.  A former attorney for the U.S.
Department of the Interior and the Standard Oil Co., ulti-
mately as Standard’s associate director of federal government
affairs, Araujo heeded a calling to the Society of Jesus in 1986
at age 37. Law School Dean John Clute says Araujo’s
background as a scholar (he has five advanced degrees from
Columbia and Oxford universities and the Weston School of
Theology), practicing attorney and man of the cloth combine
to make him uncommonly effective.

“He is a scholar in the finest tradition of the academy,
he is a remarkably able teacher with few peers, he is a caring
counselor to the students or to any who seek him out, and he

embodies all the traits, talents and spirituality one would expect in a Jesuit priest,” Clute says.
Academic Vice President Father Patrick J. Ford, S.J., in awarding Araujo the 1997 Great

Teachers Program Award for Distinguished Scholarship, says Araujo’s research is flat-out
amazing.

“His colleagues at the law school have referred to the quality and quantity of his scholarly
output as astonishing,” says Ford. “The fact is that during his relatively brief tenure at the law
school, his scholarly output has been the equivalent of roughly half the entire law faculty.”

A scholar in the
finest tradition

By Pete Tormey
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B
ut it has been Araujo’s involvement with the Vatican in his work with the United
Nations that has allowed his talents to shine in the international legal arena. In the
winter of 1996-97, he was chosen as a member of the Delegation of the Holy See to

attend meetings of the Preparatory Committee on the Establishment of a Permanent International
Criminal Court. Last spring, that committee finalized a document that was sent to a United
Nations international diplomatic conference in Rome last summer.  There, Araujo often sat in the
first chair and presented the Holy See’s position on creation of a permanent tribunal to try
individuals for four types of international crimes: genocide, crimes against humanity, war crimes
and aggressive war.

“I advised the Vatican diplomats in the meeting. So, if the Holy See had something to say, I
presented the Holy See’s position,” Araujo says. After five weeks of negotiations and many
compromises, 121 countries voted for the statute, seven against and some two dozen countries
abstained. The United States was among those that abstained, in part, because of jurisdictional
concerns that, in theory and if the measure is ratified, could, for example, allow “Slobodan
Milosevic to turn around and allege war crimes against any NATO countries and even say
President Clinton should be indicted,” he says.

However, to be obliged to follow the treaty, countries must not only vote for it but 60 must
ratify the measure for it to go into force. So far, only three countries have ratified it.

“The United States’ principal concern was that if a country did not ratify it, could its soldiers
and its people still be subject to the treaty? There is that possibility,” Araujo says, adding it’s open
to question if the measure will ever be ratified in its present form.

The Vatican, a permanent observer to the United Nations, signed the measure but has not
voted to ratify.

T
he concept of a permanent international criminal court has been around since the end of
World War II when representatives of the United States, the United Kingdom, Canada
and to some extent the governments of France and the Soviet Union gathered in London

in 1944 to put together a brief agreement. But the plans for a permanent court were never
implemented and ad hoc tribunals were instead created to deal with Nazi war crimes and
genocide.

“The Soviet Union said they will handle it their way which often meant shooting perpetrators,
while the Americans, British and Canadians were concerned about due process,” Araujo says. “In
the early 1950’s Pope Pius XII issued a speech hoping that some day the international legal
community might be able to solidify this international criminal court.”

While the concept is noble, Araujo says, each country’s political interests can make it less
than so.

Earlier this decade, the United Nations Security Council created two ad hoc tribunals with
limited purpose to bring justice to those responsible for crimes in Rwanda and the former
Yugoslavia. The ad hoc panel method of dealing with such international crimes will continue until
a permanent court is established — if ever.  Meantime, countries will continue to exert political
influence and punishment on outlaw nations through the use of embargoes — as the United States
and other nations are against Iraq — boycotts, use of the political process, countries trying
individuals, and exile. Former Uganda President Idi Amin is still living in exile in Saudi Arabia.

A
raujo traveled to New York City this summer for a three-week special session at the
United Nations where he continued his work for the Holy See on the Preparatory
Commission for the Establishment of an International Criminal Court, a panel estab-

lished through the diplomatic conference in Rome last summer. The commission is charged with
establishing proposals about rules of procedure and evidence for the Court; elements of crimes; a
relationship agreement between the Court and the United Nations; financial regulations and rules;
an agreement on the privileges and immunities of the Court; a budget for its first year, and other
matters.

With an increasing profile among Jesuits and in the Catholic Church, it’s unclear how long
Gonzaga Law School will be able to hold on to Father Araujo. For his part, Araujo humbly says
he is happy at Gonzaga but must remain open to receive any mission to which he is called by his
superiors in accordance with the Jesuit vows.

“This is my assignment. I can be assigned here for the rest of my working days and that
would be fine,” he says. “Part of our obedience is to say ‘where is the greatest need?’ ”
The work at hand, not the future, is where Araujo’s mind is focused.

The future, says this gifted attorney and priest, “is truly God’s will.”

Faculty Profile
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THOMAS MORE SCHOLARS NAMED

            homas More Scholarships have been accepted by the

             following entering first-year law students for the 1999-

             2000 academic year: Deanna L. Suckow, Robert Hajime

Green, Jodi Thorp,  Rondi Jo Heglin, and Robert F. Doughten.

The Thomas More Scholarship Program provides significant merit

scholarship aid to highly motivated GU law students committed to a

career of public service through the practice of law by helping tradi-

tionally under-represented groups, such as the poor and the elderly.

The scholarships are awarded through a nationwide open competi-

tion. The program is named for Saint Thomas More (1478-1535), a

lawyer, writer, judge, scholar and statesman.

“Building for the Next Century”
Ways of Giving
Your gift to the campaign can fit your financial circumstances and can be structured to
accomplish what you want to do in a way that makes financial sense for you.  Certain
giving plans can reduce your income and estate taxes while providing you with additional
income.  Other gifts can help you make a significant contribution to the “Building for the
Next Century” campaign while enhancing your own assets and estate plans for your family.

Current Gifts
Cash – The most common way to contribute to the campaign is through a cash gift which
is pledged and then paid over a five-year period.  Pledge payments over time can enable the
donor to make a larger gift to the campaign.  Flexible pledge payment schedules within the
five-year period  can be tailored to your particular circumstances.

Appreciated Assets – Gifts of long-term appreciated securities and real estate have
additional tax advantages that make them important and popular vehicles for charitable
contributions.

Deferred Gifts
On assessing your personal financial circumstances, you may elect to utilize a planned gift
for part or all of your  campaign contribution.  Planned gifts can include a bequest by will,
a gift of life insurance, or an income- producing vehicle such as a gift annuity or a charitable
remainder unitrust.

Both current and deferred gifts have their own particular tax advantages. For more
information regarding tax savings and estate gifts, contact:  The Planned Giving Office;
Gonzaga University; 502 E. Boone Ave.; Spokane, WA 99258; 1-800-388-0881
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