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A Tribute to Chief 2
15th Street. The oldest grandson played football, and in Judges

By Suhna Pierce

Seven decades ago, a young man left his native China with 1971 he became the first member of the family to graduthe hope of a better life abroad, in America. His choice en- ate from high school. He went on to study at Princeton
tailed sacrifice; the U.S. immigration laws barred his wife and University. After graduating magna cum laude from
son from accompanying him. So they rePrinceton, he completed his J.D. at the
mained behind, while he began a life in New
Fordham University School of Law, where
York, working as a waiter in Chinese restauhe was the Managing Editor of the Fordrants and living in close quarters with other
ham Law Review.
men separated from their families. Each
As the grandson of Chin Doo Teung,
month he sent home a money order. After
that hopeful Chinese man who arrived in
many years, he became a United States citithe 1930s, Denny Chin could be the archezen. More time passed and then finally,
type for the fabled immigrant who sacritwenty years after he left his country of
fices and perseveres to achieve the Ameribirth, the Refugee Relief Act allowed him to
can Dream. He graduated from Fordham in
bring his family to join him in America.
1978 and clerked for the next two years
By then the son was a grown man with
for U.S. District Judge Henry Werker in
a wife and children of his own. The son
the Southern District of New York, for
found work as a cook in Chinese restauwhom he had previously been a summer
rants, his wife as a seamstress in the Chinaintern. In the ensuing years he worked as
town garment factories. They settled in
an Associate at Davis Polk & Wardwell
Photo courtesy of Judge Denny Chin from 1980 to 1982; as an Assistant United
Hell’s Kitchen, where they raised their
growing family. The neighborhood was unStates Attorney from 1982 to 1986; and as a Partner at
dergoing a major change when they arrived in the 1950s. Long- Campbell, Patrick & Chin, which he founded with two
time Irish-American residents were apprehensive about the colleagues from the U.S. Attorney’s office, from 1986 to
influx of Puerto Rican newcomers. Amid the racial tension that 1990. He joined Vladeck, Waldman, Elias & Engelhard,
sometimes devolved into violence (as memorialized in West P.C. in 1990, where he served as Counsel and then PartSide Story) the family put down roots.
ner, specializing in employment law until 1994, when
The adults worked hard and encouraged the youngsters President Clinton appointed him to be a United States
to study hard. Eventually three of the grandsons were admitted District Judge in the Southern District of New York.
to Stuyvesant High School, a competitive public school on East
(Continued on page 6)

The Evolution of Immigration in America
By Anne Behk and Allen Prak
Throughout American history, immigration has played a pivotal role in
shaping the lives of Asian-Americans. Immigration has been the conduit
through which many have created successful lives. As American society
evolved, there have always been gradual revisions in immigration laws. Prior
to the era of rapid communications and transportation, immigration into the
United States was relatively open with few restrictions. Following the Civil
War, the Supreme Court in 1875 declared immigration a federal responsibility after some states passed their own immigration laws. The surge in
immigration in the 1880s spurred Congress to establish the Immigration
Service in 1891. Some reforms have stirred controversy such as the Chinese
Exclusion Act of
1882, to the Immigration Act of 1924
which was aimed at
freezing the current
ethnic distribution in
response to rising
immigration from
Southern and Eastern
Europe. In 1952, the
Immigration
and
Nationality Act was
passed which reafEillis Island 1892
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firmed the basic provisions of the national origins quota system but abolished the immigration and naturalization exclusions against Asians and allotted 100 visas for each Asian country. The 1952 Immigration and Nationality
Act also created a system within the national origin quota system to give
preference to skills set. It was not until 1965 when Congress passed the
Amendment to Immigration and Nationality Act (Hart-Celler Act) that the
national origins system was replaced with a preference system designed to
unite families and attract skilled immigrants into the United States. The
change in national policy towards immigration was a response to the source
of immigration over the years with the main source of immigration following
the Immigration Act of 1924 changing from mainly European countries to
Asian and Latin American countries. In 1990, Congress passed the Immigration Act (IMMACT)
which modified and
expanded the 1965
act by increasing the
total level of immigration to 700,000
and increasing available visas by 40%.
Recently, new reforms surrounding
immigration in the
Senate, have led to
Eillis Island 2006

(Continued on page 7)
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A Tribute to Chief Judges Edward R. Korman
and Raymond J. Dearie

District even though the gavel, so to speak, has now
changed hands.
Both judges cited the ability to foster a sense of collegiThe Asian American Bar Association of New
York, along with several other minority-based and ality among their brethren on the bench as the signature
women’s bar associations, recently hosted an event challenge confronting a chief judge.
Judge Dearie expressed admiration at his predecessor's
that paid tribute to the outgoing and incoming chief
judges of the Eastern District of New York and to exceptional success at how he “kept us [the judges] tocelebrate the court’s commitment to diversity under gether,” during his tenure as chief. He also described Judge
Korman as a “giant” in the legal community and a “mensch,”
these chief judges.
As attendees milled about and latecomers looked two qualities, he added, that complement each other espefor seats, Judge Edward R. Korman, the honoree for cially well.
Judge Korman expressed similar sentiments about his
outgoing chief judge, chatted and joked with guests in
contrast to his normally reserved manner. His succes- successor. When asked whether he had any advice for
sor as chief judge, Raymond J. Dearie, on the other Judge Dearie in his new role, Judge Korman answered with a
hand, fixed himself to a spot on the front-most pew of quick and emphatic “no.” It was an example of the confithe courtroom along with other distinguished guests, dence Judge Korman had in Judge Dearie now that he has
and rarely moved, also, it seemed, in contrast to his taken the helm of the Eastern District. (They have known
each other for more
reputation as one of
than 30 years dating
the friendliest and
back to their time
most affable judges
together at the United
on the court.
States Attorneys' ofThese deparfice.)
tures from characOn the topic of
ter were perhaps
“diversity,” both Judge
less a product of
Korman and Judge
strategy, however,
Dearie, in interviews
and more a reflecand during the event,
tion that the specrecognized its importre of chief judge
tance and agreed that
was once again
more could and should
changing forms.
be done in the area.
When asked
Succeeding Chief Judge Dearie and Chief Judge Korman address the audience
The court, in Judge
what he would miss
Dearie’s view, is “not the
most about being chief
House of Lords,” nor are the
judge, Judge Korman anjudges who occupy its benches
swered “everythin g. ”
“Brahmins.”
Rather, judges
Judge Dearie, in a separate
provide a “service” to the
interview before the event,
community that relies, in large
was similarly enthusiastic,
measure, on the public’s resaying that he looked forspect for and confidence in the
ward to putting various
courts -- goals, Judge Dearie
issues before the court as
said, that could only be
chief judge but declined to
achieved if the institutions
identify them since he had
“reflect the demographics of
yet to do so.
the community.”
One looking for a
Describing the constantly
description of what the Photos Courtesy of the Brooklyn Daily Eagle
evolving demographics of the
role of chief judge entails From left to right: AABANY President Vince Chang, Hon. Dora L.
Irizarry, and AABANY Past President LaiSun Yee
Eastern District, Judge Korman
will find few answers. As
Judge Korman noted at the outset of his interview, a observed that Asian-Americans have now replaced
chief judge “has no power.” Indeed, the only distinc- “Caribbeans,” which, in turn, replaced, Russians as the prition in authority accorded to a chief judge under Title mary source of the diversity in this district.
Still, Judge Korman remains uneasy with all the sorting
28 of the United States Code, the gatekeeping provision for those who wish to take on the role, is mostly and grouping that talk of “diversity” inevitably entails.
In his brief remarks during the event, Judge Korman
ceremonial in nature. In sum and substance, it states:
“The chief judge shall have precedence and preside at said he recognized the valuable function served by minoritybased bar associations, but went on to suggest that they
any session which he attends.”
So, it should come of no surprise that the role of should also be viewed as tools of “transition” rather than,
chief judge is as much a creature of personality and perhaps, as ends in themselves. He expressed hope of seetradition as it is of statute. In that respect, one should ing the day when such bar associations are no longer needed
expect little change in the direction of the Eastern and vowed to work towards achieving that goal.
By Albert Wan

The AABANY newsletter endeavors to share in a non-partisan fashion information of concern to the Asian American legal community of New York. The officers and
directors of AABANY do not necessarily share or endorse any particular view expressed in articles published in this newsletter. Statements published herein are
those of persons concerned about the Asian American legal community and willing to share their concerns with their colleagues. Proposed articles or letters to the
editor should be sent to AABANY Newsletter, Asian American Bar Association, Grand Central Station, P.O. Box 3656, New York, NY 10163-3656 or e-mail:
aabany.secretary@gmail.com; submissions may be excluded or edited by virtue of space or other reasons. Private individuals may publish notices and advertisements,
which the editors feel are of interest to members on a space available basis at the following rates: 3.75” x 1” - $25.00; 3.75” x 1” - $40.00; 3.75” x 4.5” (quarter page)
- $70.00; half page - $120.00; full page - $220.00. For advertising information call William Wang at 212-336-2204 or e-mail wwang@pbwt.com.
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Have Constitution – Will Travel:
A Profile of Sean Maher, “Public Defender, Writ Large”
By Albert Wan
In a 2006 annual report, the Justice Department described “the fight against terrorism” as its
“first and overriding priority.” The money spent
towards achieving this goal made up 14% of the
Justice Department’s total “net costs” for 2006 and
increased 17% from 2005, by far the greatest shift
in resources committed to any one area of focus
for the Department.
Only recently, local law enforcement officials,
including those from the Justice Department,
brought to light the existence of two alleged terrorist plots, one relating to a potential attack on a
military base in Fort Dix, New Jersey, the other, a
conspiracy to blow up terminal buildings and fuel
tanks in John F. Kennedy airport.
Enter Sean Maher, attorney-at-law and selfdescribed “public defender, writ large.”
Presently a partner at the firm of Wahid,
Vizcaino & Maher LLP, Mr. Maher has become one
of perhaps only a handful of attorneys who have
assumed the unsavory task of defending individuals
charged with engaging in what the Justice Department, and even the public-at-large, see as the primary threat confronting the country, now and for
an unspecified period into the future – that is, the
act of terrorism.
Indeed, Mr. Maher’s first client as an attorney
in private practice was a man named Ahmed Abu
Ali who the government accused of, among other
things, conspiring with al-Qaeda to assassinate
President Bush. Mr. Abu Ali would be convicted
on all counts – there were nine in all – and sentenced to 30 years incarceration.
Yet the practice of defending unpopular clients has, for time immemorial, been a hallmark of a
sound democratic institution. Lawyers by the name
of Clarence Darrow, Arthur Liman, Thurgood
Marshall, and Lynne Stewart have all done their
part to ensure that even the most hated of individuals, and causes, receive legal representation.
But let’s not get ahead of ourselves since the
story of Mr. Maher (pronounced Mah-her) the
individual is as gripping and instructive as the one of
Mr. Maher the attorney, defender of the despised
and defenseless.
At times ponderous and introspective, others,

Photo Courtesy of Albert Wan
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incredulous and passionate, Mr. Maher, in an
hour-long interview, spoke about a whole host of
topics, from his days as a political activist at
Northwestern University to what, in his view, are
the troubling aspects associated with the public’s
embrace of the so-called “war on terror.”
Having grown up in Middle America, geographically and socially speaking, Mr. Maher was,
at least during the initial stages of his life, removed
from the social ills that would eventually propel
him towards criminal defense work.
Mr. Maher, whose father was in sales and
mother, alternating between house duties and
non-profit, clerical work, was raised in the sub-

Side, and perhaps beyond, “really crystallized”
for Mr. Maher that law school was now the
answer; that it would “help effectuate” the
“structural changes” Mr. Maher felt the system
sorely needed.
“The idea with law school,” Mr. Maher
remarked half-jokingly, was that “I was either
going to sue the U.S. government or Dow
Chemical and big companies, or be a criminal
defense attorney.”
Mr. Maher's experiences at Boston University Law School, particularly his internship with
Kunstler & Kuby, a firm whose clients have included Sheikh Omar Abdel-Rahman, the alleged

“When asked whether he felt stigmatized in his representation of
such controversial figures and whether any such perceptions
would dictate his selection of clients, Mr. Maher, without hesitation, answered, ‘absolutely not.’”
urbs of Chicago, and later split his high school
years between South Dakota and Minnesota.
Though his high school class had “680 students,
give and take a few,” Mr. Maher recalled, “there
were probably less than five African-Americans in
the whole class.”
“So in many ways,” Mr. Maher observed, he
was “not as attuned to the crucial problems that
existed in this country.”
It was not until Mr. Maher returned to Chicago for his undergraduate studies at Northwestern University that he would find fertile ground
for his roots as a defense attorney, and, more
broadly, as contrarian to the official line.
At Northwestern, Mr. Maher was awakened
first to what he described as the “huge disparity
between what we do to the environment,” and
“how we say we’re supposed to be stewards of
the planet.” From there, he realized “the many
other inequalities” that were afflicting society,
which, at the time included issues like United
States involvement in Central America, particularly Nicaragua and El Salvador.
“That’s when I really started thinking of
fighting for a better system in this country
through political activism,” Mr. Maher said. “I
didn’t think law school was the answer at that
point.” As a political activist, Mr. Maher organized
rallies, including some that sought to prevent the
CIA from recruiting on Northwestern’s campus.
Through a cascade of circumstances, including a training seminar for Robert Moses’ “Algebra
Project,” an absconding teacher, and an easily
obtainable substitute teaching certificate, Mr.
Maher was recruited to teach sixth grade students
on the West Side of Chicago at the tail end of his
college days.
It so happens, however, that those were also
the days of turmoil following the assassination of
Martin Luther King, Jr., when, as Mr. Maher recalled, “buildings [were] still bombed out” on the
West Side from post-assassination riots and there
was “very deep, endemic poverty and racism.”
Thus, as much as he enjoyed teaching, the portrait
of trouble and despair that was Chicago’s West

mastermind behind the1993 World Trade Center bombing and Colin Ferguson, the Long Island
Railroad shooter, sent him down the latter path.
Upon graduating law school, Mr. Maher
would hold two significant positions before entering private practice. His wife was then an
attorney at the Southern Center for Human
Rights, located in Atlanta, Georgia, and Mr.
Maher took a position there as well with the
Fulton County Public Defender’s Office. Within
nine months on the job, Mr. Maher was handling
murder cases that carried potential life sentences.
Mr. Maher described his experience as a
public defender in Atlanta as “foundational” to
his current practice.
A crucial element of that foundation came
from the nature of the position itself. Being a
public defender forced you “to quickly learn how
to stand on your own feet” in what was often a
“hostile environment,” he recalled.
Yet Mr. Maher had reservations about
whether he would recommend that other freshly
spawned attorneys follow in his footsteps, pointing out that his time as a public defender “wasn’t
easy.” “The training at that point,” referring to
when he began handling felony cases, “was basically throw someone in a courtroom and they’ll
figure it out,” Mr. Maher noted with a chuckle.
Armed with five-years of felony-level litigation experience, Mr. Maher ventured north once
more, this time to New York, where he worked
at the Neighborhood Defender Service of Harlem (NDS), first as a staff attorney, then as the
supervisor of the criminal trial team.
Mr. Maher spoke fondly of NDS (“a unique
and wonderful organization”), which he described as a “holistic public defender model that
would be, basically, an inspiration for other offices in the country.”
What distinguished NDS from other public
defender services and how it qualified for a description generally reserved for alternative medical treatments was its focus on the individual,
(Continued on page 5)
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Robed and Gagged: In Defense of A Judge’s Ability to Speak
By Albert Wan
It appears judges have been taking it especially hard on the chin these
days for speaking out on matters of public import, especially those deemed
politically sensitive.
Adam Liptak, in his weekly “Sidebar” column for the Times, recently
reported on the episode of Judge Wendell L. Griffen who presides over an
appellate court in Arkansas. Judge Griffen, it turns out, may soon be
stripped of his learned title after having publicly criticized a situation that
according to the latest polls many of us have also been concerned about –
that is, the Iraq War.
Here is part of what Judge Griffen said about the war last year that
has since landed him in hot water:
“Are [judges] all
“Everything I know about right and
supposed to be doc- wrong, everything my parents told me
about truth and lies, everything I underile centrists who
stand about God, tells me that this is
wrong.”
cannot be trusted
Arkansas’ guardians of judicial ethics,
with separating poli- To
a statement like this has the potential of
undermining the public’s confidence in
tics from law?”
the judiciary to do its job, which, regardless of what you might think of the recent
spate of five-four Supreme Court decisions – sorry Justice Roberts, that’s
one for the Nay-Sayers and a big egg for the Head-Nodders (see my column from last issue) – is supposed to be nothing other than the impartial
administration of justice. So much so that they have summoned Judge
Griffen before the commission to determine whether he should be banished from the bench – an unlikely result, according to Liptak.
Actions speak louder than words, however, and, in this case, an individual who is only mildly informed can discern the true intent of the com-

Illustration by Raymond Prucher

mission. But, in case one needs it spelled out, James Badami, the commission’s executive director, is more than happy to oblige, as he did in an interview with Liptak, offering the reporter this explanation as to why the committee decided to take action against Judge Griffen: “If you are a staunch
(Continued on page 7)

In the Eye of the Perfect “Electoral” Storm:
Selecting New York State Supreme Court Justices*
* Views represent those of the author only and do not reflect those of AABANY. AABANY has filed an amicus brief calling for the reversal of the Second Circuit decision.
See www.aabany.org for a copy of AABANY’s amicus brief.

By Jeanette Rodriguez-Morick

general election takes place and because county-wide one-party rule is the
norm, the general election is little more than a rubber stamp.
This Fall, on October 3, 2007, the U.S. Supreme Court will hear arguAlthough Lopez Torres initially enjoyed the support of the Brooklyn
ments in Lopez Torres v. N.Y. State Bd. Of Elections. The oral argument repreDemocratic Party in her early career, she alienated the Party when she
sents the recent culmination of a long struggle for change in the way New
refused to hire a lawyer that was recommended by the Party for a law secYork State selects its Supreme Court Justices.
retary position. In subsequent years, when Lopez Torres sought a State
The case was commenced in the Eastern District of New York in 2004
Supreme Court judgeship, Clarence Norman, Jr., then the Brooklyn Democby Margarita Lopez Torres, then a Brooklyn Civil Court Judge, who sought
ratic Party personified, retaliated by refusing to apprise her of the Brooklyn
for and was denied the Brooklyn Democrat Party nomination for New York
Democratic Party Judicial Screening Committee results in 1997 and refusing
State Supreme Court Justice in 1997, 2002, and in 2003. Given that oneto allow her to be vetted by the same
party rule is the standard in all twelve
screening committee in 2002. In 2003,
judicial districts across the State, a party “Given the clarion call for change and the
Lopez Torres ran for reelection to her
nomination is tantamount to a conferral worthy test case, the time seems ripe for a
Civil Court Judgeship (Civil Court Judge
of a judgeship. Therein lies the problem.
elections are not subject to the convention
New York State's Election Law fundamental change in the way New York
system governing New York State Supreme
prescribes an elective system, rather State selects its Supreme Court Justices.”
Court Judgeships). The Brooklyn Democthan an appointive one, for selecting its
ratic Party backed another candidate. LoSupreme Court Judges. However, in
pez Torres won the primary election and went on to garner 200,000 votes
practice, Supreme Court Judges are "elected" indirectly. The District Court
in the general election, handily winning. The District Court found her elecfound that this, in a nutshell, is how it works: New York State is divided into
tion by such a margin especially significant in light of Clarence Norman, Jr.'s
twelve judicial districts. Each district includes either whole or parts of asassertion that he would not assist Lopez Torres because she did not have
sembly districts. Each assembly district is allotted a handful of delegates, but
sufficient support. The election made clear that the critical support she
since judicial districts are comprised of several assembly districts, each judilacked was Clarence Norman's.
cial district may have anywhere from 64 to 248 delegates. These delegates–
Given the chokehold on New York State Supreme Court judgeships
virtually all party operatives–stand for election at the primary election in
permitted by law and regulated by the New York State Board of Elections,
September. Uncontested delegates are deemed elected and do not appear
Lopez Torres brought suit against the Board pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1983.
on the ballot. One to two weeks after the primary election, the political
Represented by the Brennan Center for Justice, Lopez-Torres argued that
parties hold a judicial nominating convention at which the delegates vote, in
New York State's convention system unconstitutionally violates the First
lockstep with the party leadership, to nominate judicial candidates for New
Amendment by limiting New York voters' freedom of political association.
York State Supreme Court. There is no actual opportunity for judicial can(Continued on page 5)
didates to lobby the delegates. After the judicial nominating convention, the
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Profile of Sean Maher cont’d
(Continued from page 3)

rather than this or that legal problem, as the socalled case.
Thus, for every client, NDS assigned a team of
civil as well as criminal attorneys, investigators,
social workers, and paralegals whose goal it was to
resolve all the legal issues that the client might
have, ranging from those of criminal nature to civil
actions seeking compensation for civil rights violations or to prevent eviction.
After another five years of public interest
work at NDS, Mr. Maher, in late 2005, turned to
private practice and partnered with Khurrum Wahid, a former colleague at NDS, and Carmen Vizcaino, to establish the firm at which his shingle now
hangs.
In a nod perhaps to his past experience as
part-time activist, Mr. Maher has had no shortage
of high-profile, politically-sensitive cases since becoming a private, criminal defense attorney.
His first case centered, not around the rather
sensational charges that Mr. Abu-Ali conspired with
al-Qaeda to assassinate the president, but allegations, by Mr. Abu-Ali, that confessions he had made
while in Saudi custody and upon which the government’s case rested, were the product of torture. A
six-day hearing was held at a federal courthouse in
Virginia, torture experts were called, but the judge
ultimately refused to throw out the statements
much to the disappointment of Mr. Maher.
Mr. Maher recounted the testimony of a Saudi
interrogator who was asked how many individuals
subjected to the type of interrogation Mr. Abu-Ali
was actually made incriminating statements. Mr.
Maher, who, judging from his tone, was still in disbelief, recalled the Saudi official saying in response
that “all of them” made statements. When asked
why, the official said, by Mr. Maher’s account, that
“it made them happy to confess.”
In May 2006, an individual by the name of
Shahawar Matin Siraj was convicted by a federal
jury in Brooklyn of planning to bomb the Herald
Square subway station despite having mounted a
vigorous defense that charged the government with
having entrapped him through the use of an informant. Mr. Maher was one of the attorneys who

participated in that defense.
Mr. Maher still believes that Mr. Siraj was
entrapped and, in diction both halting and somber,
called the verdict “very unfortunate.” He added
that it was “very tragic, what happened to Matin,” a
reference to Mr. Siraj.
"He’s not someone who deserves to be rotting in a federal prison for the next 30 years,” the
length of Mr. Siraj’s sentence, who was 24 at the
time it was imposed.
Aside from the outcome, Mr. Maher identified
two things about the trial that bothered him the
most.

“Look, do we want to protect the
American public from mass casualties and bombings? Absolutely.”
First was the government’s use of “political
statements” made by Mr. Siraj to establish the
“underlying criminal intent,” which Mr. Maher predicted at a later point in the interview would be the
government’s preferred means of securing convictions against individuals charged with terrorismrelated offenses.
Second was the central role
played by an informant in creating the case and, by
all measures, sealing Mr. Siraj’s fate.
Both the
Fort Dix and JFK airport cases are constructed,
largely, through the use of informants, and I asked
Mr. Maher for his thoughts on what appears to
have become the tactic of choice among law enforcement in their counter-terrorism investigations. Here is one of among several views Mr.
Maher offered in response:
Look, do we want to protect the American
public from mass casualties and bombings?
Absolutely. I don’t think anyone disagrees with
that. But what is the balanced, reasonable, and
principled way to protect people, but also remain a country that values individual liberties?
And the more that we project fear and occupation around the world, and military conquests, I
think the more that’s going to foster the idea of
needing informants and repressive police tactics
at home, and they’ll feed off of each other; as
opposed to having a more evenhanded foreign
policy and a more open dialogue with groups in

Selecting NYS Supreme Court Judges Cont’d
(Continued from page 4)

She also argued a Fourteenth Amendment violation, claiming that the convention system places an unequal burden on the right to vote. In essence,
or so the argument goes, the convention system effectively deprives voters
of their right to elect Supreme Court Justices by arrogating to the county
party leadership the power to select the judicial nominee and by erecting
insurmountable barriers against judicial candidates who lack party backing.
Although the U.S. Constitution does not require states to select its
judges by popular election, the District Court, quoting recent U.S. Supreme
Court caselaw held that if a state has adopted an elective system for the
selection of its judges, then the states "must accord the participants in that
process . . . the First Amendment rights that attach." Republican Party of
Minn. v. White, 536 U.S. 765, 788, 122 S. Ct. 2528, 153 L. Ed. 2d 694 (2002).
Who could foresee that events unfolding in Brooklyn would make
2004 a particularly auspicious year to file such a claim? Only two years
before, in 2002, former State Supreme Court Justice Victor I. Barron
pleaded guilty to bribery calling into question Mr. Barron's path to the
bench. In 2003, Clarence Norman, Jr., generally believed to have doled out
patronage judgeships during his tenure, was indicted for coercing two civil
court judges to pay thousands of dollars to hand-picked campaign consultants in exchange for the Brooklyn Democratic Party's support in the 2002
primary. Clarence Norman, Jr., was subsequently convicted of this and
5 AABANY ADVOCATE

this country, particularly different communities that are feeling the brunt of this increased surveillance.
When asked whether he felt stigmatized
in his representation of such controversial
figures and whether any such perceptions
would dictate his selection of clients, Mr.
Maher, without hesitation, answered,
“absolutely not.”
He added that it was “imperative for
members of the bar to confront inequalities
and erosions of our constitutional liberties
when those opportunities arise.” And while
Mr. Maher recognized that not all attorneys will
have cases of “such constitutional magnitude,”
he suggested that they should nevertheless “be
involved because we are at a very critical time
in the nation’s history.”
“If people in the bar aren’t standing up for
the constitution at this point, no one else is
going to be able to.”
Mr. Maher offered a bit of advice to budding, young attorneys who may still be on the
fence as to what area of law they should specialize in, be it criminal law or some other field.
The most important consideration, Mr.
Maher said, is to "find out what you love to
do." Because "when your time comes, when
you're no longer on this planet, you want to be
able to look back and say, those hours and
hours I spent every day, I'm glad that's what I
decided to do with my time."
He concluded with a note of caution and
hope, which one soon learns, as I did, are the
defining traits of Mr. Maher.
"Many lawyers sometimes take for granted
the privileged position that we have," said Mr.
Maher, pointing out that the majority of people
in the world survive on only a fraction of what
the average lawyers earns. He suggested that
"we step back a little" and ask ourselves "what
is my priority while being here," having been
"fortunate enough" to have graduated from law
school and passed the bar.
"And once you make that decision, doors
open up, particularly when you think there
might not be one, it'll open."

other crimes—his most recent conviction, for coercion and grand larceny,
occurring earlier this year. 2003 was also the year that the Brooklyn District Attorney's Office secured an indictment for bribery against former
State Supreme Court Justice Gerald Garson. He too was eventually convicted. These events prompted the Chief Judge of the New York Court of
Appeals, Judith Kaye, to create, in 2003, the Commission to Promote Public
Confidence in Judicial Elections, otherwise known as the Feerick Commission after its Chair, John D. Feerick. Among its many findings, the Commission concluded that party leaders had near exclusive control of the judicial
selection process.
On August 30, 2006, the District Court made the same finding,
granted Lopez Torres' request for a preliminary injunction enjoining convention system "elections", and directed the State to conduct direct primary
elections until such time as the Legislature enacts new legislation. Lopez
Torres v. New York State Bd. of Election, 411 F. Supp. 2d 212 (E.D.N.Y. 2006).
The Second Circuit Court of Appeals affirmed, Lopez Torres v. New York
State Bd. of Election, 462 F.3d 161 (2006), and the U.S. Supreme Court
granted certiorari on February 20, 2007. (need citation)
Given the clarion call for change and the worthy test case, the time
seems ripe for a fundamental change in the way New York State selects its
Supreme Court Justices. Of course, the relatively new composition of the
U.S. Supreme Court makes the outcome less than certain. But even if the
Supreme Court reverses, one thing is clear: the convention system, thankfully, will never be the same.
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Profile of Judge Chin cont’d
(Continued from page 1)

In his twelve years on the federal bench, Chin has presided over a multitude of civil and criminal trials, including many high-profile cases. Some
have had humorous elements: In Fox News v. Penguin Group, plaintiff Fox
contended that comedian Al Franken’s book, entitled Lies and the Lying Liars
Who Tell Them: A Fair and Balanced Look at the Right, infringed its trademark
for the phrase “fair and balanced.” Announcing his ruling against Fox, Chin
stated, “It is ironic that a media company that should be seeking to protect
the First Amendment is seeking to undermine it by claiming a monopoly on
the phrase ‘fair and balanced’.” Then there was McNeil-PPC v. Pfizer, in
which a dental floss producer battled a mouthwash manufacturer over advertisements claiming that, “Listerine is as effective as floss at fighting plaque
and gingivitis. Clinical studies prove it.” Upon the trial’s conclusion newspapers reported, “U.S. District Judge Denny Chin ruled that Listerine mouthwash is not a replacement for dental floss.” Other cases have dealt with
more far-reaching matters. In the controversial Million Youth March, Inc. v.
Safir, Judge Chin upheld the First Amendment rights of the group led by
Khallid Abdul Muhammad, infamous for his bigoted statements, when New
York City refused to issue an event permit.
While the opportunity to adjudicate important and emotionally charged
controversies is a privilege of being a judge, it is likewise one of the challenges. Chin’s most difficult series of decisions have been in Doe v. Pataki,
the Megan’s Law case that has returned to his docket in several iterations
over ten years. Sex offenders, required by the Sexual Offender Registration
Act to register with New York State, argued that the Act violated the Constitution’s prohibition against ex post facto laws. In 1996 Chin held that the
law could not be applied to them retroactively, a decision for which he
received much public criticism; the Daily News nicknamed him “The Pervert’s Pal,” and the Guardian Angels picketed outside his home. Though the
Second Circuit commended his thoughtful analysis, it disagreed with his
determination that SORA was sufficiently punitive to be within constitutional reach. Ten years later, in the most recent proceedings in the case,
Chin held that an amendment to the statute extending the registration period did not apply to the original litigants, with whom the state had settled
the initial dispute. Again the Second Circuit vacated his order.
Of this experience Chin notes, “It is surprising how often there is not a
clear precedent to follow.” But, he adds, our legal system works well when
people follow the rule of law. Thus when the law is unclear, his decisions
are shaped by a desire to reach the right answer. His role in the administration of justice and the development of the law are favored aspects of his
work, along with the accompanying effort to understand the law involved.
Deepening his understanding of the
“U.S. District Judge law is one of the many things Chin appreciates about his job. He enjoys too the drama
Denny Chin ruled
of the courtroom, the knowledge that he is
that Listerine
making a difference, and the little freedoms
mouthwash is not a that accompany the job, like not having to
do time sheets. His tenure as a District
replacement for
Judge has also provided occasion to learn
about diverse areas of human experience:
dental floss.”
During a trial over the estate of the celebrated dancer Rudolf Nureyev, he found out that Nureyev had named his
dog, obtained from a pound for sick dogs, “Solaria” after the hero of one of
his ballets. The opportunity to write has great appeal as well—a person who
has always enjoyed writing, Chin joined a short story writer’s club during at
Princeton and was the Managing Editor of the university’s daily paper. He
imagines that if he had not gone into the law, he would have become a
writer or journalist. These days his enthusiasm for the discipline finds another outlet at Fordham University, where he has taught Legal Writing since
1986.
Judge Chin’s continuing involvement with Fordham reflects his awareness of his roots and his appreciation for those who made his success possible. Committed to “giving back” to the communities that have shaped his
life and career, he has served on the boards of numerous organizations,
among them Care for the Homeless, the New York City Bar Association,
the National Asian Pacific American Bar Association Judicial Council, and
the Asian American Bar Association of New York, for which he was the
second President. In fact Judge Chin seems less focused on his achievements
per se than on the opportunities that he has been given. And integral to
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those opportunities were the barriers broken by his grandfather, his parents, and “lawyers and other individuals committed to equality and fairness.”
Predecessors opened doors that led the way for Chin to become active in
the Asian American students’ organization at Princeton, found the AALSA at
Fordham (now APALSA), and become one of five Asian-American Article III
judges in the country—the first one appointed outside the Ninth Circuit.
Breaking race barriers has put Chin in awkward situations at times. At the
close of his confirmation hearing for the federal judiciary, a member of the
Senate committee casually asked him if he “had a belt.” Met with a puzzled
look, the Senator clarified, did he have a black belt? Chin replied diplomatically, “No, but I played football in high school.” Other experiences have
been more sobering. Following a defeat in a 1996 commercial suit Larry
Klayman, the plaintiff’s Washington lawyer and then-Chairman of Judicial
Watch, wrote Chin a letter insisting that
the judge explain his “relationship, con“[A]ppointment by a
tacts, and/or business, political or personal
dealings” with John Huang, the Democ- particular adminiratic party fund-raiser entangled in con- stration and memtroversy over illegal campaign contributions. In court, Klayman admitted that his bership in a particuletter was motivated in part by Chin’s lar racial or ethnic
race. He speculated in a subsequent brief
that the Court was “angry” and “unable to group are in combibe fair and impartial” due to his role in nation not grounds
lawsuits against Asian Americans and for questioning a
members of the Clinton administration.
Chin sanctioned Klayman, revoking his pro judge's impartiality.
hac vice status and requiring him to in- Zero plus zero is
clude a copy of the opinion imposing sanctions in any future application to appear zero.”
before a S.D.N.Y. judge. The Court of
Appeals affirmed, cautioning that a similar
breach of professional duty had led to disbarment and that “appointment by
a particular administration and membership in a particular racial or ethnic
group are in combination not grounds for questioning a judge's impartiality.
Zero plus zero is zero.”
Offensive racially motivated conduct has been an infrequent experience however, and Chin has seen the law become a more accessible field
for Asian Americans in the thirty-plus years since he first interned with
Judge Werker. While he was a law student, the school’s Asian American
population totaled fourteen. This number has increased tenfold. Along with
the greater numbers of Asian Americans entering the law, Chin would like
to see increased representation in positions of authority. He particularly
hopes for more Asian American judges, given the influence the judiciary
exerts on the legal profession. “There are 17 times as many AfricanAmerican federal judges … as there are Asian-American federal judges,” he
notes comparing the two groups’ capacity to make their voices heard. In
order to achieve a dramatic change in the judicial numbers more lawyers
must become litigators, he says, since a career in transactional work ultimately is less likely to lead to a judicial appointment. But whether as judges,
partners in firms, general counsel in-house, or elected officials, he would
urge APA lawyers to set ambitious professional targets and make a difference.
It was 1947 when Chin Doo Teung became a U.S. citizen. In his Chambers at the United States Courthouse on Pearl Street, Judge Denny Chin has
his grandfather’s naturalization certificate hanging on the wall. Sixty years
later, he and his family continue to chart new territory and open doors. His
wife Kathy Hirata Chin is a Partner at Cadwalader, Wickersham & Taft LLP;
she is one of four Asian Americans and fifteen women who hold that position. She too has been a leader in the legal profession—she has served on
the Second Circuit Task Force on Gender, Racial and Ethnic Fairness, as
well as on the Board of Directors and the Task Force to Increase Diversity
for the New York County Lawyers Association. Paul, the oldest of the
Chins’ three sons, is continuing the tradition of service and giving back to
the community; he graduated from Princeton in 2006 and now teaches
fourth and fifth grade students in Los Angeles with Teach for America.
Through four generations, the Chin family’s story has been one of faith in
the proposition that ours is a country that belongs to all current and future
Americans.
Some quotes are from Judge Chin’s Jan. 2007 speech to students at the
University of Pennsylvania Law School.
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course, to avoid issues that might come before the Court or engagements
thoroughly political in nature. Justice Douglas called it "first-class citizen(Continued from page 4)
ship."
Republican and a Bush supporter and have to come before this judge, and
This is perhaps an overly simplistic solution to an eminently complithis judge has now said some terrible things about Bush and the Bush adcated situation. Yet, at its core, one is hard pressed to dispute its sensibilministration – and now those people are having to appear before him?”
ity.
Granted Mr. Badami could just have easily replaced “Republican”
Of course, a judge's party affiliation, if he or she has one, often doveand “Bush” with Democrat and Clinton. However, one must wonder what,
tails with ideology. That is, if the judge is a Republican, she's most likely
if anything, party affiliation has to do with the judging process. Not that it
conservative. A Democrat? Liberal. And no illusion should be harbored
doesn’t play a significant and sometimes dispositive factor in certain cases –
that ideology does not, in some instances, play a role in the judging process.
Bush v. Gore, to take an obvious example – but on the state level where
Lady Justice, with her scales and blindfold, embodies an ideal not reality.
courts deal less with questions of political sensitivity, let alone those specifiThat, however, is a relatively well-known fact. What, perhaps, is less
cally touching upon this or that administration, and more with day-to-day
understood is that the mantra of "equal justice under law,"
problems – the contract dispute, the puddle in the
defined, for present purposes, as judging without the influsupermarket aisle – party affiliation is simply absent “Last time I checked,
ence of ideology, is inherently incompatible with human
from the judicial calculus.
and institutional realities.
an
attorney,
when
Last time I checked, an attorney, when asked to
Judges are, by nature, thinkers. The fact then that they
state his or her name for the record, did not respond, asked to state his or
lean one way or another ideologically is inevitable and even
Joe Smith, Republican, or Amelia Earhart, Democrat.
perhaps desired. Furthermore, because the judiciary operher name for the reSo Mr. Smith is a Republican and, according to Mr.
ates independently and is not beholden to the demands of
Badami, Judge Griffen hates Republicans. Where’s the cord, did not respond,
the executive, legislature (as opposed to its laws), and to
problem? Are judges not allowed to have strong politiJoe
Smith,
Republican,
some extent, the public, extinguishing ideology from the
cal leanings? Are they all supposed to be docile cenbenches is a task easier accomplished in Facist and Comtrists who cannot be trusted with separating politics or Amelia Earhart,
munist regimes than in a democracy. (Of course, in those
from law? Unfortunately, Mr. Badami, and surely many Democrat.”
regimes a vastly different kind of ideology would be immore like him, think so.
posed upon the judges, but they would, at least, all lean in
The point here, of course, is not to measure the
one direction.) At the end, one cannot deny the fact that
prevalence of politics in judging or argue the propriety of doing so. Rather,
the "fair and impartial administration of justice" while ideal in theory is, in its
the questions to be asked, and the ones Judge Wendell is certainly grappling
most fundamental form, impossible in practice.
with, are, number one, what should be expected of judges as both public
If there is any starker example of this, I again point to the recently
figures and civil servants and, number two, how those two roles should be
concluded Supreme Court term during which a historic percentage of fivereconciled.
four opinions were issued -- the highest in a decade according to SCOTUS
William O. Douglas, the former Supreme Court Justice of Griswold v.
Blog -- with the conservative bloc largely victorious.
Connecticut fame and stalwart guardian of numerous liberal causes could
What does all this have to do with Judge Griffen's situation, you may
perhaps enlighten us in that respect if he were alive today.
ask. Well, the sooner we recognize that all the talk of objectivity and imIn “Go East, Young Man,” one of several autobiographical works, Juspartiality is, in essence, just that, the sooner judges can be freed from the
tice Douglas reasoned that because he, as a judge, paid taxes like any other
restraints, whether they're called ethical canons or judicial decorum, that
citizen he should also be allowed to exercise all the rights accorded to the
we, as a society, have created for them, all for the sake of preserving a state
citizen, which, to the Court's longest-serving justice, meant the ability and
that does not exist and for attaining a goal that will never come to pass.
even an obligation to speak out on matters of public concern, taking care, of
Let them speak. Goodness knows they have a lot to say.

Robbed and Gagged Cont’d

Immigration in America Cont’d
(Continued from page 1)

great debate among both the proponents and opponents of immigration.
This article discusses the current trends in immigration reform.
During the past year, Congress has introduced nearly 300 amendments
towards immigration reform. These amendments touch upon various aspects of life including health, education and economics. The key goals of
immigration reform are three fold. First is to move legislation through
"regular order" to ensure that the policy proposals are workable and exposed to public scrutiny, and not grossly distorted by backroom political
negotiations like the Senate's "grand bargain." Secondly, to include the four
key components of Comprehensive Immigration Reform (CIR) in a workable final bill: 1) smart border and worksite enforcement; 2) path to earned
permanent residence for the undocumented; 3) a new worker program to
regulate our integrated North American labor market; and 4) reunification
of families separated for years or decades by senseless backlogs. Thirdly
another goal is to reform the four fatal flaws of the stalled Senate bill: 1)
evisceration of the family-based green card categories; 2) replacement of
our current employment-based immigration system with a radical, untested
"merit-based" point system; 3) failure to recalibrate current green card
levels to meet the demands of our economy at both ends of the skill spectrum; and 4) exclusion of new temporary workers from any path to permanent residence.
Among these amendments include the Dream Act of 2007, a bill to
amend the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of
1996 to permit States to determine State residency for higher education
purposes and to authorize the cancellation of removal and adjustment of
status of certain alien students who are long-term United States residents
7 AABANY ADVOCATE

and who entered the United States as children, and for other purposes.
The Legal Immigrant Health Restoration Act of 2007 is a bill to amend
title XIX of the Social Security Act to assure coverage for legal immigrant
children and pregnant women under the Medicaid Program and the State
children's health insurance program (SCHIP). The bill entitled Uniting
American Families Act of 2007 will amend the Immigration and Nationality
Act to eliminate discrimination in the immigration laws by permitting permanent partners of United States citizens and lawful permanent residents to
obtain lawful permanent resident status in the same manner as spouses of
citizens and lawful permanent residents and to penalize immigration fraud in
connection with permanent partnerships. The Medicaid Newborn Coverage
Act of 2007 amends title XIX of the Social Security Act to waive the requirement for proof of citizenship during first year of life for children born
in the United States to a Medicaid-eligible mother.
Another important amendment is the Filipino Veterans Family Reunification Act to exempt children of certain Filipino World War II veterans
from the numerical limitations on immigrant visas.
However not all amendments are as supportive. Some controversial
amendments include the National Language Act of 2007 Bill # H.R.769 to
amend title 4, United States Code, to declare English as the official language
of the Government of the United States, and for other purposes. Another is
the Fairness in Higher Education Act of 2007, to amend the Higher Education Act of 1965 to prohibit assistance to institutions of higher education
located in States that provide in-State tuition or other forms of student
financial assistance to illegal aliens. The Citizenship Reform Act of 2007
will amend the Immigration and Nationality Act to deny citizenship at birth
to children born in the United States of parents who are not citizens or
permanent resident aliens. Finally, the Birthright Citizenship Act of 2007
(Continued on page 8)
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AABANY’s COMMITTEES
Much of AABANY’s work is done through AABANY’s Committees
To join contact committee chairs below.
Community Practice
Focuses on issues and opportunities for lawyers with community practices,
including solo practitioners and attorneys in small firms.
Co-Chairs: Randy Chang and Jack Chung
Corporate Counsel
Focuses on the concerns of in-house counsels.
Co-Chairs: Yvette Chang and Maricar Tinio
Finance and Audit
Focuses on AABANY’s finance concerns.
Co-Chairs: James Chou and Steve Shapiro
Government & Public Sector
Focuses on the concerns of government attorneys and other lawyers in the
public sector. Co-Chairs: Grace Meng and Sandra Ung
Issues
Reviews legal issues and organizes discussions on contemporary topics such
(Continued from page 7)
as immigration, civil liberties, the war on terrorism, anti-Asian violence, bias
amends section 301 of the Immigration and Nationality Act to clarify those crimes, voting rights, redistricting, and wrongful convictions.
classes of individuals born in the United States who are nationals and citi- Co-Chairs: Rex Chen and Joy Kanwar
zens of the United States at birth.
Judicial Affairs
Furthermore, the amendments will have an influence on the American
Seeks to increase the number of APA judges and lobbies for the appointeconomy and job opportunities. For example, the Border Security, Ecoment of Asian Americans to the various judicial screening panels. It has
nomic Opportunity, and Immigration Reform Act of 2007 (S. 1639) would
formulated guidelines for the screening of judicial candidates and assists
replace the current employer-sponsored immigration system with a merit- members interested in becoming judges.
based points system, and would institute reforms to the H-1B, L, and ConCo-Chairs: Christopher Chan and LaiSun Yee
rad 30 nonimmigrant visa programs. For example, among the reforms include the creation of Merit-Based System (Section 502). Section 502 would Litigation
largely replace the current employer-sponsored system with a merit-based For attorneys and law students who are interested in litigation, the commitpreference system. It is a three prong reform which includes the following: tee provides a forum and resources for networking and learning, and spona) Eliminates employment preference categories 1, 2, and 3. Also, it elimi- sors events that are of interest to its members.
nates the labor certification process; b) Special Immigrant and EB-5 catego- Co-Chairs: Reiko Cyr, Katherine Hung, and Tristan Loanzon
ries: Section 502 maintains the special immigrant and EB-5 categories but Membership
cuts their numbers (total of 7,000 available annually) and; c) Gap in Employ- Focuses on concerns of the membership. Chair: Francis Chin
ment-Based Green Cards: If passed in current form, Section 502 would
reject immigrant visa petitions filed after May 15, 2007, and new green cards Pro Bono Project
under the merit system most likely would not be available until October 1, Has developed a telephone hotline and pro bono referral program in which
volunteer law students and attorneys aid individuals and organizations.
2008.
Ultimately, the immigration reform in Congress hinges upon agree- Chair: Glenn Magpantay
ment on a list of amendments to be considered before the vote on final Professional Development
passage of the bills. The final list of amendments agreed upon by Senate Sponsors activities for the exchange of ideas and the development of profesleaders is not yet available, but reports suggest that each party will be lim- sional opportunities and skills. It organizes low-cost accredited CLE semiited to 10-12 amendments, a small fraction of the hundreds of amendments nars and sponsors special events on legal practice and networking opportuthat have been offered to the bill. As discussed, the reforms will touch upon nities. Chair: Maria Park
various aspects of American society. Whatever the final outcome, these
immigration reforms will undoubtedly impact the lives of millions upon mil- Student Outreach
Sponsors activities to assist law students in their professional development.
lions of immigrants and citizens alike.
Co-Chairs: Judy Kim and Yasuhiro Saito

Immigration in America Cont’d

.

Women’s
Recognizing the unique experience and perspective that Asian/Pacific American (“APA”) women bring to the practice of law, the committee, through
panel discussions, networking events, and coalition building, provides a support network, and discusses issues about building a successful career in the
ever changing legal environment. It also addresses the special challenges —
both burdens and opportunities — that APA women attorneys face as double minorities. Co-Chairs: Anne Behk, Conlyn Chan, and Yvette Chang
Young Lawyers
Focuses on the concerns of lawyers admitted to practice five years or less,
but is open to all lawyers and law students. Activities include informal receptions and CLE courses of interest to attorneys newly admitted to the
New York bar. Co-Chairs: Linda Lin and Jeannie Park
Asian American Law Fund of New York
AALFNY is a 501(c)3 not-for-profit organization that funds and sponsors a
Community Law Student Internship Program. It also funds pro bono programs of AABANY and other projects that are consistent with its guidelines.
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ADVOCATE BRIEFS

Upcoming Events
Check www.aabany.org for updates
Reception Honoring State Administrative Judges
Thursday August 16, 2007, 7-9 p.m. @ New York County Lawyers
Association, 14 Vessey Street, NY, NY
The Honorable Randall Eng and the Honorable Ariel Belen, administrative judges of the Supreme Courts in Queens (Criminal) and Brooklyn
(Civil) respectively will be honorees in addition to those we announced
last week: the Hon. Pam Jackman-Brown, the Hon. John Lansden, and
the Hon. Jaya Madhavan. Judge Anne Pfau, the top administrative judge
in the New York court system will be a special guest.
3rd Annual Golf & Networking” Event
Wednesday, August 22, 2007, 6:30 p.m. @ Club at Chelsea Piers
Pier 59, NY, NY 10011
AABANY’s Women's Committee of AABANY, Brooklyn Women's Bar
Association, Queens Chinese Women's Association, New Jersey Asian
Pacific American Lawyers' Association (NAPALA) and the New York
Taiwanese Finance Association host an evening of golf and networking.
Attendees will also have the unique opportunity to network with professionals from various groups. $75 per person includes: use of10 golf
stalls on the first level from 6:30-8pm, personal group instruction and
practice tips from 3 golf pros, free golf club rentals and unlimited golf
balls. Access to the putting green available from 6:30 - 7:30 p.m. Space
is limited. Register at www.aabany.org. no later than Fri. August 17,
2007.
Note: Networking continued at Chelsea Brewery.
Litigation Committee Meeting
Tuesday, August 28, 2007, 7-9 p.m. Location TBA
Please check www.aabany.org for updates.
AABANY Board Meeting
Wednesday, September 12, 2007, 7-9 p.m. Location TBA
Please check www.aabany.org for updates.
"Welcome Back to Law School" Social Event
Thursday, September 6, 2007 @ Slate. Time TBD
AABANY’s Student Outreach Committee invites New York metro
area law students for an evening of networking and fun. Light fare and
beverages will be provided. Please check www.aabany.org for updates.
Corporate Counsel Committee Meeting
Thursday, September 20, 2007, 7-9 p.m. Location TBA
Please check www.aabany.org for updates.

AABANY’s Student Outreach Committee invited New York City area law students for an evening of networking and fun at Slate.
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Young Lawyers’ Committee

Financial Planning 101
By Jeannie Park
I will be the first to admit that as a young
lawyer in New York City, it is a bit daunting to
think about financial planning when faced with a
constant stream of expenses (e.g., student loan
payments, rent or mortgage payments) that seem
to take priority over investing for the future.
After all, what kind of future will I have if my
creditors do not get paid on time? On the other
hand, what kind of future will I, my children, and
my parents have if I do not start investing for it
now?
On Wednesday, July 25, 2007, the Young
Lawyers Committee ("YLC") sponsored an event
appropriately titled "Financial Planning 101." Linda
Lin and Sandra Ung, both AABANY Board members and YLC members, planned and organized
the event. When asked how the YLC came up
with the idea to host such an event, Linda Lin
stated that while brainstorming during one of its
roundtable discussions, Sandra Ung raised the
issue of helping YLC and AABANY members
understand the importance of planning for the
future. At that point, YLC members chimed in
and voiced their concerns about finding ways to
ensure that they will have sufficient financial resources to send their children to college, to retire, and to cover health care costs for not only
themselves but also their aging parents. The reality is that for many young Asian-American lawyers, their parents were the first to immigrate to
the United States and while they worked hard to
provide for their children's futures, they did not
have the opportunity to make arrangements for
their own.
Linda Lin and Sandra Ung gathered a panel of
speakers with varying backgrounds. Wendy C.
Chon, a Wealth Advisory Specialist at Citi Smith
Barney and a former commercial and securities
litigation attorney, spoke about "The 5 Steps to
Financial Planning." Ms. Chon made the process
seem less daunting by breaking it up into smaller

steps such as determining one's net worth, creating a cash reserve, prioritizing one's goals,
determining one's risk tolerance, and the importance of selecting a financial advisor you can
create a long term relationship with.
Kai Cheng and Peter L. Totaro of Merrill
Lynch spoke about the importance of developing
a well diversified portfolio to include stocks,
mutual funds, and the importance of tapping into
the international market as more revenue is now
coming from overseas. One thing that Mr.
Cheng said that really struck a chord in me was,
"Time is never your friend." While I've been
reminded of this more recently in other areas of
my life, I never thought about it in terms of my
finances. But Mr. Cheng is absolutely right.
Every day that we are not doing something proactive with my money, we are placing ourselves
at a disadvantage
Henry Park, a Financial Consultant with
AXA Advisors, and Edgar Lee, a Long Term
Care Planning Specialist with AXA Advisors,
discussed the importance of long term care and
estate planning. Mr. Lee stated that a semiprivate room in a nursing home could cost
around $70,000 a year, and by 2030 the cost
could increase to $190,000 a year. Many of us
naturally assume that Medicare will cover our
health care costs. However, Mr. Lee informed
us that Medicare will only cover skilled nursing
care once certain conditions are met and the
coverage will be for a limited amount of time,
which is why it is important to start saving and
allocating money for long term care costs now.
Mr. Park said that now is the time for us to actively seek ways to accumulate more assets, and
as we get older, our focus should shift to determining how to hold onto our assets so that the
maximum amount of money we have earned and
invested will go to our children and not to Uncle
Sam (that is, unless you have an uncle named
Sam).
Marc Selden of Eagle & Selden P.C. is an

Financial Planning 101 Panelists (left to right): Wendy Chon, Peter Totaro, Kai Cheng, Henry Park, Edgar Lee, and Marc
Selden.
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NEW MEMBERSHIP BENEFITS
For Registration Instructions,
visit www.aabany.org
Save on Entertainment, Theatre &
Events, Shopping, Gifts, Advantage
Points, and much more.
Privacy Notification: this is an opt-in program. AABANY does
not provide your personal information to Working Advantage or its merchants except to verify membership. You will
be given the opportunity to choose what information you
wish to provide when you create your Working Advantage
account. Working Advantage and its merchants are solely
responsible for the fulfillment of the offers provided.

attorney practicing in the areas of Estate Planning,
Asset Protection and Business Succession Planning. Mr. Selden, in a not-so-morbid way, reminded us that we are all human and that while
we may feel strong and healthy today, an accident
or an undetected health condition could leave us
incapacitated tomorrow. Would our family members know how to handle our financial affairs?
Would they even know what our assets are and
how to access them? Would anything be left after
estate taxes are taken by the government?
After the panelists presented, they were kind
enough to speak with individuals on a one-on-one
basis. I definitely felt a bit overwhelmed and shellshocked, but in a good way. As one panelist told
me, it is better to feel this way now rather than
20 years later.
When I asked Linda Lin what the main goal
of the event was, she said she had hoped "to bring
about financial awareness to our members and
the community at large. We invited various other
bar associations to join us for the event." I believe the YLC successfully met its goal. I walked
away from the event with a renewed awareness
that it is not enough to be able to satisfy one's
immediate financial obligations, but it is absolutely
necessary to start planning for the future today.
If you would like to speak with the panelists,
they can be reached at:
Wendy Chon
wendy.c.chon@smithbarney.com
Kai Cheng
kchen@ml.com
Peter Totaro
ptotaro@ml.com
Henry Park
henry.park@axa-advisors.com
Edgar Lee
edgar.lee@axa-advisors.com
Marc Selden
marc@eagleselden.com
Look for future YLC events, including an
entrepreneurship workshop for those interested
in starting their own legal practice or non-legal
business. For more information about AABANY’s
young lawyers committee contain co-chairs
Jeannie Park and Linda Lin at aabany.ylc@gmail.com
MAY 2007

ADVOCATE BRIEFS
Litigation and Young Lawyers’ Committees

"Rendezvous Picnic in Central Park"
By Jeannie Park
On Saturday, June 23, 2007, AABANY’s Young Lawyers and Litigation
Committees co-sponsored a picnic in Central Park. The sun was shining and a
nice breeze kept AABANY members cool throughout the afternoon We could
not have asked for a more beautiful day to have our first picnic of the summer.
As dedicated committee members arrived early to spread out their blankets and stake a spot in the coveted Mineral Springs area of Central Park, other
members shuttled around to
pick up the food and drinks.
Young Lawyers committee
member Jean Soo Park,
took the lead role in coordinating the picnic Attendees
feasted on delicious Italian
and American subs, an assortment of side salads,
pretzels, and chips.
The
food was so tasty that every
last inch of the subs (6 feet
in total) was devoured!
Just when the picnickers
finished eating and were
ready to relax and catch
some rays, Young Lawyers
committee co-chair Linda
Lin announced that it was
time for the Three-Legged
Race. Much to our surprise,
almost everyone participated in the race which
Photo Courtesy of Linda Lin
consisted of three heats.
Chubby Bunny Champion, Ben Chan
The winners of each heat
faced off in the final round.
In the end, Litigation Committee Co-Chairs Katherine Hung and Tristan Loanzon outlasted heir competition to take first prize.
The last game of the afternoon, Chubby Bunny, entailed stuffing
as many marshmallows into one's mouth and saying "Chubby
Bunny." As I walked around and handed out five marshmallows to
each individual, many of the male picnickers (you know who you
are) scoffed and said, "That's all? Five? Piece of cake." Most people
were able to keep five marshmallows in their mouths and say
"Chubby Bunny" but things started to get interesting when they
attempted to stuff another five into their mouths. As the number of
marshmallows increased, people slowly started to drop out. However, one man showed that he has what it takes to win - a cavernous oral cavity. Ben Chan won the Chubby Bunny competition with
a record breaking 15 marshmallows.
At the end of the day, we all had a great time getting to know
one another and sharing many laughs. Many people expressed an
interest in having another picnic toward the end of the summer, so
keep your eyes peeled for future announcements.
Special thanks to Jean Soo Park, Linda Lin, Katherine Hung,
Reiko Cyr, Alice Leung, and Shannon Wu who all contributed their
time and energy and were instrumental in making the picnic a
memorable event!
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Photo Courtesy of Linda Lin

Three Legged Race Champions Katherine Hung and Tristan Loanzon with
runners up Reiko Cyr and Alice Leung gloat in their victories

For more information about AABANY’s litigation committee
contact co-chairs Reiko Cyr at rcyr@constantinecannon.com, Katherine Hung at katherine.hung@gmail.com, or Tristan Loanzon at tristan@loanzon.com. For more information about AABANY’s young
lawyers committee contain co-chairs Jeannie Park and Linda Lin at
aabany.ylc@gmail.com.

Photo Courtesy of Linda Lin

AABANY Members enjoy a beautiful Saturday in Central Park
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Asian American Bar
Association
of New York

NEW/RENEWAL MEMBERSHIP APPLICATION 2007
Return this form to: AABANY, P.O. Box 3656, New York, NY 10163-3656 or fax to (718) 228-7206.
Make checks payable to Asian American Bar Association of New York. Join online securely at www.aabany.org

NAME: [] Mr. [] Ms. [] Dr. [] Hon.
______________________________
___
First
M.I.
Last

MEMBERSHIP TYPE
[] Already a member – update my info
[] I would like to join/renew my membership with AABANY. I am enclosing my
annual dues of:

PROFILE Law School
_______________________________
[] LL.B [] JD [] LL.M [] SJD/Ph.D
Graduation Year:
_____________________________________

Active Members
Includes voting privileges and
membership with National Asian Pacific
American Bar Association
[] Private Sector $50
[] Public Sector $30
[] Patron $100
[] Life (>20 year member) $200 one
time fee

Practice
[] Firm: [] Solo [] 2-10 []11-20 [] more than 20 attorneys
[] In-House [] Non-profit/public interest [] Government
[] Judiciary [] Student [] Educator []
Other:_______________
Practice areas:
______________________________________

WORK ADDRESS
______________________________
___
Firm/Company Name
______________________________
___
______________________________
___
______________________________
___
City
State
Zip
______________________________
___
Email
(
)___________ (
)___________
Phone
Fax
HOME ADDRESS
______________________________
___
______________________________

Non-voting members
[] Student $5
[] Paralegal/non-lawyer $30
[] Retired from Law (>3 year member)
Free
CONTACT PREFERENCES
Most business is done over the Internet.
Send email to:
[] Work [] Home [] Don’t send email
Send postal mail to: [] Work [] Home
AABANY is the New York affiliate of
NAPABA. Share info with NAPABA?
[] Yes [] No
Provide Contact info in directory?
[] Work and/or [] Home
[] Do not list

State Bars Admitted
[] NY [] NJ [] CT [] Pending []
Other:___________________
Year of first admission:
________________________________
Non-English Language Skills
1. _____________ [] read [] write [] speak
2. _____________ [] read [] write [] speak
3. _____________ [] read [] write [] speak
I would like to participate in
[] Community Practice [] Corporate Counsel
[] Gov/Public Sector [] Issues [] Judicial Affairs [] Litigation
[] Membership [] Pro Bono [] Professional Development
[] Student Outreach [] Women’s [] Young Lawyers
If paying by credit card, I agree to pay dues selected

Asian American Bar Association of New
York
P.O. Box 3656
New York, NY 10163-3656
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