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FRANK PARTNOY*

Law review article reprints had a prominent place in Fred's office.
They lined his shelves, their sheer number and varying colors marking
the progression of his prolific career. Fred was particularly fluent in
“traditional” law reviews, the student-edited journals that have been a
mainstay of scholarly publication by law professors. Of course, Fred
published dozens of other pieces, in varied professional and academic
journals, but he seemed most proud of his law review articles.

Below is a list of the schools' law reviews in which Fred published
articles, based on a search of the Journals and Law Reviews (JLR)
database of Westlaw, using the search term “Fred /2 Zacharias.” | have
listed the law schools whose journals published the articles and have
footnoted the full citations.

When | read this list of schools at Fred’s memorial, | did so in
aphabetical order. Upon reflection, | think reverse chronological order
is a more appropriate tribute to Fred, beginning with the article he
finished near the end of his life and career, and concluding with his first
article, published when he was twenty-eight years old. Fred spent half
of his life writing law review articles. It should have been a much
higher percentage than that. The list speaks for itself.

Notre Dame.
Georgetown.?

*  George E. Barrett Professor of Law and Finance, University of San Diego School
of Law.

1. Fred C. Zacharias, Steroids and Legal Ethics Codes. Are Lawyers Rational
Actors?, 85 NOTRE DAME L. Rev. 671 (2010).

2. Fred C. Zacharias, Integrity Ethics, 22 GEo. J. LEGAL ETHICS 541 (2009).
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Minnesota.®
Fordham.*

Boston University.”
Ohio State.®

Case Western Reserve.
Washington & Lee®
Ohio State.’
Fordham.™

William & Mary.*
Georgetown.*?
Minnesota.®
Georgetown.™

Boston College.
Illinois. ™

Widener.”

George Washington.*®

7

3. Fred C. Zacharias, The Myth of Saf-Regulation, 93 MINN. L. Rev. 1147 (2009).

4. Fred C. Zacharias, True Confessions About the Role of Lawyers in a
Democracy, 77 FORDHAM L. Rev. 1591 (2009).

5. Fred C. Zacharias & Bruce A. Green, The Duty To Avoid Wrongful
Convictions: A Thought Experiment in the Regulation of Prosecutors, 89 B.U. L. Rev. 1
(2009).

6. Fred C. Zacharias & Bruce A. Green, Rationalizing Judicial Regulation of
Lawyers, 70 OHIO ST. L.J. 73 (2009).

7. Fred C. Zacharias, Fitting Lying to the Court into the Central Moral Tradition
of Lawyering, 58 CASE W. REs. L. Rev. 491 (2008).

8. Fred C. Zacharias, Effects of Reputation on the Legal Profession, 65 WASH. &
LEE. L. Rev. 173 (2008).

9. Bruce A. Green & Fred C. Zacharias, “ The U.S. Attorneys Scandal” and the
Allocation of Prosecutorial Power, 69 OHIO ST. L.J. 187 (2008).

10. Fred C. Zacharias, Are Evidence-Related Ethics Provisions “ Law” ?, 76 FORDHAM
L. Rev. 1315 (2007).

11. Fred C. Zacharias, The Preemployment Ethical Role of Lawyers: Are Lawyers
Really Fiduciaries?, 49 WM. & MARY L. Rev. 569 (2007).

12. Fred C. Zacharias, The Images of Lawyers, 20 Geo. J. LEGAL ETHICS 73
(2007).

13. Bruce A. Green & Fred C. Zacharias, Permissive Rules of Professional
Conduct, 91 MINN. L. Rev. 265 (2006).

14. Fred C. Zacharias & Bruce A. Green, “ Anything rather than a Deliberate and
Well-Considered Opinion” —Henry Lord Brougham, Written by Himself, 19 Geo. J.
LEGAL ETHICS 1221 (2006).

15. Fred C. Zacharias, Coercing Clients: Can Lawyer Gatekeeper Rules Work?, 47
B.C. L. Rev. 455 (2006).

16. Fred C. Zacharias, Who Owns Work Product?, 2006 U. ILL. L. Rev. 127.

17. Fred C. Zacharias, The Legal Profession in the Year 2050, 15 WIDENER L.J.
253 (2006).

18. Fred C. Zacharias & Bruce A. Green, Reconceptualizing Advocacy Ethics, 74
GEO. WASH L. Rev. 1 (2005).
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Vanderhilt.*®
San Diego.”®
Georgetown.”
Wisconsin.?
William & Mary.®
Vanderbilt.?*
San Diego.”
I1linois.?®
Arizona.”’
Fordham.?®
lowa.®®
Vanderhilt.*
Rutgers.®

North Carolina.®

19. Fred C. Zacharias, The Role of Prosecutors in Serving Justice After
Convictions, 58 VAND. L. Rev. 171 (2005).

20. Fred Zacharias, Lawyers as Gatekeepers, 41 SAN DIEGO L. Rev. 1387 (2004).

21. Fred C. Zacharias, A Word of Caution for Lawyer Assistance Programming, 18
GEO. J. LEGAL ETHICS 237 (2004).

22. Bruce A. Green & Fred C. Zacharias, Prosecutorial Neutrality, 2004 Wis. L.
Rev. 837.

23. Fred C. Zacharias, The Purposes of Lawyer Discipline, 45 WM. & MARY L.
Rev. 675 (2003).

24. Fred C. Zacharias & Bruce A. Green, Federal Court Authority To Regulate
Lawyers: A Practicein Search of a Theory, 56 VAND. L. Rev. 1303 (2003).

25. Fred C. Zacharias, Why the Bar Needs Academics—And Vice Versa, 40 SaN
DiecoL. Rev. 701 (2003).

26. Fred C. Zacharias, Reform or Professional Responsibility as Usual: Whither
the Ingtitutions of Regulation and Discipline?, 2003 U. ILL. L. Rev. 1505.

27. Fred C. Zacharias, The Future Sructure and Regulation of Law Practice:
Confronting Lies, Fictions, and False Paradigmsin Legal Ethics Regulation, 44 ARiz. L.
Rev. 829 (2002).

28. Fred C. Zacharias, Five Lessons for Practicing Law in the Interests of Justice,
70 FORDHAM L. Rev. 1939 (2002).

29. Fred C. Zacharias, What Lawyers Do When Nobody's Watching: Legal
Advertising as a Case Sudy of the Impact of Underenforced Professional Rules, 87
lowA L. Rev. 971 (2002).

30. BruceA. Green & Fred C. Zacharias, Regulating Federal Prosecutors' Ethics,
55 VAND. L. Rev. 381 (2002).

31. Fred C. Zacharias, The Lawyer as Conscientious Objector, 54 RUTGERS L. Rev.
191 (2001).

32. Fred C. Zacharias, The Professional Discipline of Prosecutors, 79 N.C. L. Rev.
721 (2001).
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Boston University.*

Georgetown.*

South Texas.*®

K entucky.®

Yae®

Georgetown.®

Georgetown.®

Georgetown.*°

William & Mary.*

George Washington.*

Fordham.*®

University of Southern California.
South Texas.®

University of California—Davis.*®
William & Mary.*’

Texas.®

44

33. Fred C. Zacharias, Limits on Client Autonomy in Legal Ethics Regulation, 81
B.U.L.Rev. 199 (2001).

34. Fred C. Zacharias & Bruce A. Green, The Uniqueness of Federal Prosecutors,
88 GEeo. L.J. 207 (2000).

35. Fred C. Zacharias, Harmonizing Privilege and Confidentiality, 41 S. TEX. L.
Rev. 69 (1999).

36. Fred C. Zacharias & Shaun Martin, Coaching Witnesses, 87 Ky. L.J. 1001
(1999).

37. Fred C. Zacharias, Waiving Conflicts of Interest, 108 YALE L.J. 407 (1998).

38. Fred C. Zacharias, Foreword: The Quest for a Perfect Code, 11 Geo. J. LEGAL
ETHICS 787 (1998).

39. Fred C. Zacharias, Limited Performance Agreements: Should Clients Get What
They Pay For?, 11 Geo. J. LEGAL ETHICS 915 (1998).

40. Fred C. Zacharias, Reply to Hyman and Slver: Clients Should Not Get Less
Than They Deserve, 11 Geo. J. LEGAL ETHICS 981 (1998).

41. Fred C. Zacharias, Justice in Plea Bargaining, 39 WM. & MARY L. Rev. 1121
(1998).

42. Fred C. Zacharias, Reconceptualizing Ethical Roles, 65 GEo. WASH. L. Rev.
169 (1997).

43. Fred C. Zacharias, Who Can Best Regulate the Ethics of Federal Prosecutors,
or, Who Should Regulate the Regulators?: Response to Little, 65 FORDHAM L. Rev. 429
(1996).

44, Kevin Cole & Fred C. Zacharias, The Agony of Victory and the Ethics of
Lawyer Speech, 69 S. CAL. L. Rev. 1627 (1996).

45. Fred C. Zacharias, A Nouveau Realist's View of Interjurisdictional Practice
Rules, 36 S. TEx. L. Rev. 1037 (1995).

46. Fred C. Zacharias, Privilege and Confidentiality in California, 28 U.C. DAvIs.
L. Rev. 367 (1995).

47. Fred C. Zacharias, Reconciling Professionalism and Client Interests, 36 Ww.
& MARY L. Rev. 1303 (1995).

48. Fred C. Zacharias, Federalizing Legal Ethics, 73 TEX. L. Rev. 335 (1994).
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Oklahoma.®®
Notre Dame.®
Minnesota.>!
Vanderhilt.>
lowa.>®
lowa.>*
Cornell.*®
Yae®®
Duke.”’

49. Fred C. Zacharias, The Restatement and Confidentiality, 46 OkLA. L. REv. 73
(1993).

50. Fred C. Zacharias, Specificity in Professional Responsibility Codes. Theory,
Practice, and the Paradigm of Prosecutorial Ethics, 69 NOTRE DAME L. Rev. 223
(1993).

51. Fred C. Zacharias, A Critical Look at Rules Governing Grand Jury Subpoenas
of Attorneys, 76 MINN. L. REv. 917 (1992).

52. Fred C. Zacharias, Structuring the Ethics of Prosecutorial Trial Practice: Can
Prosecutors Do Justice?, 44 VAND. L. Rev. 45 (1991).

53. Fred C. Zacharias, Rethinking Confidentiality II: Is Confidentiality
Congtitutional?, 75 lowA L. Rev. 601 (1990).

54. Fred C. Zacharias, Rethinking Confidentiality, 74 lowa L. Rev. 351 (1989).

55. Fred C. Zacharias, Flowcharting the First Amendment, 72 CORNELL L. REv.
936 (1987).

56. Fred C. Zacharias, The Politics of Torts, 95 YALE L.J. 698 (1986).

57. Fred C. Zacharias, The Uses and Abuses of Convictions Set Aside Under the
Federal Youth Corrections Act, 1981 DUKE L.J. 477.
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