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By way of background, I graduated from the undergraduate school in 1965 and the law school in 

1968. I have always been a big supporter of W&L and for four years I served on the Law 

Council, which is made up of law school alumni who serve as a sounding board and advisory 

body to the Law School. 

Of course, I have been distressed by the changes occurring at the University in recent years and 

particularly the attempted destruction of our cherished history. My views are shared by many 

alumni of my vintage. 

Therefore, I was extremely concerned when I first heard that a large group of law school students 

(and a few professors) had petitioned the president of the University to receive special diplomas 

that do not include the portraits of George Washington and Robert E Lee. This is just a further 

attempt to obliterate our history and is one step removed from a movement to change the name 

of our beloved school. Accordingly, I decided to communicate my concerns to the Law School. 

I first emailed Elizabeth Branner. Elizabeth is an Assistant Dean for Law School Advancement. I 

have known Elizabeth for many years going back to my days on the Law Council. She is a 

wonderful person, a real asset to the school and a big supporter of Washington & Lee. My two 

emails of November 16, 2019 are included below. 

********************* 

On Nov 16, 2019, at 4:39 PM, Bruce Jackson <> wrote: 

RE: Petition to Allow Washington & Lee Students to Opt-Out of Namesakes' Portraits on 

Diplomas 

Dear Elizabeth: 

This is outrageous. What type of student are we admitting these days? It’s no wonder alumni are 

fed up and have stopped giving. 

If the school rolls over on this, it is just another step leading to a name change. 

We should tell these people that the diplomas reflect our heritage and will remain the same for 

all students graduating from the university. After they receive their diplomas, they can remove 

the photos, or do anything else they want with them.  



Students know the name and history of our school when they apply. If they are offended they 

should go somewhere else. 

Also, with regard to future admissions, all applicants should be required to certify that they 

understand the history and heritage of Washington & Lee and its name, founders and 

benefactors, that they attend the school with full knowledge of that history and that they commit 

to embrace it and to take no steps as students to alter, change or obfuscate that name, history 

and heritage. 

Best regards, 

Bruce 

 

From: Bruce Jackson <> 

Sent: Saturday, November 16, 2019 7:43 PM 

To: Branner, Elizabeth <> 

Subject: Re: Petition to Allow Washington & Lee Students to Opt-Out of Namesakes' Portraits 

on Diplomas 

Also, it is deeply concerning to me that all of this type of radical activity seems to arise in the 

law school. 

I also note that this petition is signed by faculty members. We should require the same 

certification from any faculty or administrative person hired by the University. 

Best regards, 

Bruce 

********************** 

Although I fully expected that Elizabeth would forward my email to Brant Hellwig, Dean of the 

Law School, I decided to also email Dean Hellwig directly. Brant Hellwig took over the position 

of Dean while I was in the final stages of my term on the Law Council. Brant is a fine professor 

of tax law, a very good guy and by all accounts is doing a great job in his position as Dean. My 

email to Dean Hellwig of November 18th, is included below. 



********************** 

From: Bruce Jackson <> 

Sent: Monday, November 18, 2019 11:21 AM 

To: Hellwig, Brant <> 

Subject: Fwd: Petition to Allow Washington & Lee Students to Opt-Out of Namesakes' Portraits 

on Diplomas 

Dear Brant: 

I hope all is well with you. 

Please see the email chain below which you will likely receive directly from Elizabeth Branner. 

This type of activity is deeply concerning to many alumni. It is hard to believe that this many of 

our law school students (and apparently some faculty as well) feel this way about our University 

and its heritage. I wonder why they choose to come to W&L in the first place if the name, 

namesakes and history offend them so much. 

I hope the administration will reject this request. I also hope that future applicants will be 

screened for such views and will be required to certify as I have suggested before they are 

admitted. 

I would appreciate an update on the decision in this matter. 

Thanks 

Best regards, 

Bruce  

*************************** 

On November 18th I sent another email to Dean Hellwig with my further thoughts and questions. 

Over the years I had become very concerned about the extreme political imbalance in the 

faculties and administrations of our major universities and the excessive focus on diversity as an 

end in and of itself. I included some of these concerns in my second email. My email is included 

below. 



****************************** 

From: Bruce Jackson <> 

Sent: Monday, November 18, 2019 10:27 PM 

To: Hellwig, Brant <> 

Subject: Re: Petition to Allow Washington & Lee Students to Opt-Out of Namesakes' Portraits 

on Diplomas 

Dear Brant: 

Thank you for your prompt response. I have a few questions. 

This appears to be a law student petition. Do you know if undergraduate students are part of or 

support this petition and the objective it seeks? 

From the list it would appear that a very large percentage of law students support this. Is this 

true? Are there law students opposed to this or are they afraid to speak up? Are there faculty 

that oppose this? 

A lot of time is spent these days in schools (and in other institutions) discussing diversity as an 

important objective in and of itself. While I personally believe we are wasting valuable resources 

pursuing this as an objective (see Heather Mac Donald’s book “The Diversity Delusion”), I 

wonder whether the same objective is pursued in terms of the political philosophy of the faculty 

and administration. I am concerned about recent studies showing that in major colleges and 

universities over 90% of the faculty and administration consist of registered Democrats – 

presumably liberal/progressive thinkers. If this is true, and I have no reason to doubt it, our 

institutions of higher learning have absolutely no political diversity in their faculty and 

administrations. This unfortunately means that students are being “indoctrinated” in 

liberal/progressive thinking, which ultimately leads to a culture that espouses destruction of our 

history (much as we see in this petition). It also leads to the imposition of restrictions on freedom 

of expression (banning conservative speakers, banning speech that doesn’t coincide with 

progressive objectives or is otherwise viewed as offensive to the views of liberals). 

How politically diverse is the Washington & Lee law school faculty and administration? What 

about the undergraduate faculty and administration? Are steps being taken to apply the same 

diversity objectives to the political philosophies of those who would teach and lead our young 

adults? 



While I laud your commitment to free and open inquiry and freedom of expression, shouldn’t we 

require the same of our admissions process and our applicants — shouldn’t our admission 

procedure require applicants to express their views about the history of our institution and its 

founders as part of the application process? Shouldn’t we ask them to acknowledge that they are 

fully aware of our institutional history and to commit to embracing and supporting that history 

before we admit them? Would you support such a requirement? 

Why should we admit students who object to and are offended by our history and the display of 

the names and likenesses of our founders (the moniker “snowflakes” comes to mind)? I am sure 

there are many well-qualified students who would love to attend Washington & Lee Law School 

who don’t fundamentally object to its history and are not offended by its name and the history of 

its founders and who therefore would not seek to undermine that history during the course of 

their university careers. We should seek to admit those students. 

Finally, does the faculty support this petition (or just the ones who have joined)? Do you and the 

administration support this petition? It would be helpful for many concerned alumni to know 

where our faculty and administration stand on this important issue. 

Many thanks for your willingness to discuss these issues. 

Best regards, 

Bruce 

************************* 

I have not received responses to most of my detailed questions. My understanding is that the law 

school believes this is a matter to be resolved by President Dudley and possibly the Board of 

Trustees. 

Several important questions remain unanswered: (1) Why is it that this type of petition arises in 

the law school, as opposed to the undergraduate school (an earlier issue regarding our 

institution’s historical ties to Robert E. Lee also arose in the law school)? (2) Are undergraduate 

students being asked to join in this petition and what is the level of support for this at the 

undergraduate level? (3) What leads to this type of thinking? Do we have political diversity in 

the law school (and undergraduate school) faculty and administration or are students simply 

being indoctrinated in a one-sided progressive agenda? (4) Should we be admitting students who 

fundamentally object to and are offended by our history and the display of the names and 

portraits of our founders? (5) Should we ask applicants for admission to acknowledge that they 

are fully aware of the history of our institution and its founders, that they do not find that history 



or our founders controversial or offensive and to commit to embracing and supporting that 

history? 

The big question of course is whether the University administration will roll over on this petition. 

If so, I believe this will be just the beginning of a slippery slope leading to a name change. 

Hopefully, other alumni will communicate their concerns and position on this issue to the school 

administration. 

 


