
Image by third-year JD student Harley Ng

Tuesday, 5 April 2016 Volume 9, Issue 5 www.deminimis.com.au

The officially unofficial newspaper of the students of Melbourne Law School

Jacob D ebets

?Yeah I?m doing the JD at M elbourne Law 
School?

?Oh wow, you must be super smart. You?re 
going to make a lot of money. You?re going 
to be just like H arvey Specter!?

We?ve all had this conversation.

   Often with a stranger at a party while 
you?re in the line for the toilet; or speaking to 
an old family friend at your cousin?s birthday. 
It?s validating, to say the least. The eyebrows 
raised in deference* , the assumption of 
intellect and future material wealth, the fact 
that you get to talk about yourself and not 
your annoying cousin who won?t shut up 
about turning nine. 

   N ow that I?m nearing the merciful end of 
the JD however, I?ve started reflecting on 
how my reaction to this generic response has 
changed, and how the assumptions 
underlying it have long since departed from 
reality. 

 In first year I remember reacting with a 
modest smile: ?Thanks? I?d manage,  trying 
to repress my dormant egotism that had never 

been nurtured as an arts student (more like 
?Oh wow, you must be super good at making 
lattes? AM IRITE?!). 

   In second year I was a little more reserved: 
?Well, I?m told that the market out there is 
pretty tough. But the M elbourne name goes 
a long way? I?d say, unable to repress a smile, 
but feeling noticeably less secure than I did in 
the heady days of Obligations. 

At the outset of third year? M y response is a 
little more jaded:

   ?Actually Steve, the JD as a graduate degree 
isn?t nearly as valuable as some would have 
you believe. Whilst the alumni and facilities 
of M elbourne Law School speak for 
themselves, and M elbourne is consistently 
ranked as the best Law School in the country, 
the massive oversupply of law graduates and a 
contracting legal market renders myself and 
my peers in a precarious position ? 
notwithstanding that our position relative to 
other law schools is favourable.

   ?There are a variety of stakeholders to 
blame for this state of affairs Steve, but I?ll 
give you brief rundown on the main culprits.
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I tem Cost

M inimum food and beverage  
package

$89

Dessert $4

AV and Unavoidable Venue Fees $8.98

Entertainment $4.58

Theming $5.07

Afterparty and Transport $3.53

Printing and Stationery $0.31

Portion of Venue Bond $9.46

Total $128.06

M ULSS Law Ball: 
T he Break D own

Bursting the Law School Bubble

James Daff

   M ULSS Law Ball is the biggest LSS event of 
the year, both financially and by attendance.  
The Ball drew 1,059 guests to Peninsula 
Docklands last year. 

   In the lead up to M ULSS Law Ball 2016, 
there has been some discussion regarding ticket 
prices, set at $130 for M ULSS students and 
$140 for all other guests. This is comparable to 
other similar societies? Balls held at the same 
venue, such as $140 for M elbourne Commerce 
Society and $125 for M elbourne M ed Society 
and M onash LSS.

   In response to those discussions, this article 
aims to shed light on questions relating to the 
M ULSS Law Ball?s cost and profit.

   As all the costs for this year?s Law Ball are not 
yet currently fixed, this article will reference 
financial figures from M ULSS Law Ball 2015. 
This year?s Ball will be running in an almost 
identical format to last year.

Where does the money go? 

   To keep prices down as low as possible whilst 
maintaining a quality event, the M U LSS 
Activities Portfolio seeks out numerous quotes 
for every outlay, from venues to buses to the 
after party, with the intention to get the 
cheapest prices and provide the best value event 
possible.

   Before any decisions can be made or money 
can be spent, an appropriation must be passed 
by a majority at a M ULSS Committee 
meeting. 

   Peninsula, Docklands, has been the host of 
Law Ball for the past three years. This venue 
consistently provides the best value for money
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Law ball breakdown continued
in comparison to any other with the same capacity in 
M elbourne. The M ULSS purchases the minimum 
food and beverage package at just under $89 per 
person, only adding dessert for $4.00 a person. This 
provides students with all their food for the evening 
as well as an open bar for the five-hour duration of 
the Ball. 

   However, this package doesn?t include additional 
unavoidable venue charges such as security, AV and 
medical attendants, which add roughly another $8.98 
per ticket. Entertainment is provided for the evening 
at $4.58 per person which last year included a string 
quartet, DJ, five piece band and photo booths. 
Theming is sought out at the cheapest price and adds 
another $5.07 to each ticket. 

   An after party venue is provided, along with 
transport so students don?t have to shell out more 
money for taxis. This adds another $3.53 to each 
ticket. Using an online system for ticket purchasing 
and management adds roughly $3.12 to each ticket. 
There are also some small costs such as printing 
tickets and menus that add to the cost of running the 
event.

Does The Ball make a profit? 

   The M ULSS must manage finances, budgeting and 
price setting for the Ball prudently. A buffer must be 
put in place in case any unexpected costs arise. 
However, the aim is not to spend this buffer. 
Therefore, if the event has been carefully planned 
then there will be money remaining in the buffer 
after the Ball.

   The M ULSS must also act conservatively when 
estimating the number of attendees in case the event 
is not as popular as it has been in previous years. 
There are a number of fixed costs (those which won?t 
change depending on the number of attendees) 
which become less expensive per additional person in 
attendance. In 2015, we were fortunate to have an 
unexpectedly high attendance (~100 more than 
2014), which resulted in a slight decrease in cost per 
attendee.

   Furthermore, in order to secure the venue for the 
evening, the M ULSS is required to put down a 
$10,028 bond. This is held as security by the venue 
in case anything is broken on the evening. 
Thankfully, most years the majority of the bond is 
returned minus the cost of a few dozen broken glasses 
and a couple of vomit stains. 

   However, it is necessary for the M ULSS to account 
for the cost of the bond when setting ticket prices. 
Otherwise, if any serious damage were to occur, the 
M ULSS would be at risk of running the event at a 
$10,028 loss. This would jeopardise the M ULSS?s 
ability to provide the other events and services it 
does, such as free yoga classes, weekly netball and 
STS tutorials. 

   Therefore, most years the event has roughly 
$10,000 surplus. The entirety of any money left from 
The Ball goes towards subsidising the Spring Social, a 
stand up cocktail style event held in semester two. 
This event is aimed to be much less financially 
burdensome, whilst providing a similar atmosphere 
to The Ball, and is made even more affordable by the 
subsidy.    

We hope this article has provided some greater clarity 
as to how the M ULSS Law Ball comes together. If 
you have any further questions, feel free to email 
lss-vicepresident@unimelb.edu.au. 

James Daff is the MULSS Vice President and was 
Activities Director in 2015 

   

 Holly Watson Reeves  

   We don?t need to remind you about the 
plights of Baby Asha, Abyan, or Reza 
Berati. We don?t need to remind you 
about midnight deportation raids, hunger 
strikes or guard beatings. We don?t need 
to remind you about retrospective laws, 
freezes on journalistic and legal visas and 
endemic rates of self harm.
   However, we do need to remind you 
that you are a law student. That you are 
training to acquire skills that will give you 
a key to power and change. That you are 
already beginning to carry the privileged 
respect of a future legal professional. And 
that underpinning it all, you are being 
educated on the importance of justice and 
the rule of law.
   Last year, a small group of law students 
decided that they could sit idle no longer. 
They decided to take a stand against the 
manifestly unjust legal treatment of 
individuals seeking asylum in Australia 
and recognised that they were in a unique 
position to do so.

   Over the past twelve months, we have 
initiated a number of projects that have 
already had a significant impact. Our 
freedom of information team has 
uncovered crisis levels of self-harm in 
regional processing centres (news which 
made its way to the front page of Fairfax 
media outlets earlier this year). Our 
emerging divestment campaign ? 
requesting that the University of 
M elbourne divest from companies 
involved in offshore detention ? has 
prompted official consideration from Vice 
Chancellor Glyn Davis. Just before the 
start of Semester, we rallied staff and 
students to join the ever-growing 
#LetThemStay movement.
   To keep the momentum going, we need 
you. Law Students for Refugees will be 
holding its AGM  in Week 5 on Thursday 
7 April. 
   If you want to guide the group over the 
coming year, there will be key leadership 
roles opening up. If you just want to lend a 
hand, you can hear about our working 
groups.
   If you?ve never been to an AGM , never 
fear. This will not be a formal meeting. It 
will be a chance to meet a bunch of 
passionate people who, like you, might be 
feeling slightly lost in the face of such an 
incomprehensible problem, but are 
banding together to make a change. There 
might also be wine.
AGM D etails: 6.30pm Thursday 7 April 
2016. Room 108 Melbourne Law School (185 
Pelham St, Carlton) 

Holly Watson Reeves is a fourth-year JD 
student and President of LSFR

Law Students for Refugees: We N eed You

K ing Kendr ick Cam e, Saw and Conquered
Patrick Sexton   

   There?s something truly magnetic about 
watching a performer at the top of their 
game. They ooze a certain kind of 
confidence and control that other artists 
don?t have.
   Kendrick Lamar had this in spades when 
he graced the stage at Rod Laver Arena 
just before the University?s Easter break.
I?d seen Kendrick once before when he 
opened for Eminem in 2014, and I have to 
say I was left disappointed (this is coming 
from a massive Kendrick fan, mind you).
Things couldn?t have been more different 
this time around!
   The first two minutes of his 
performance, which consisted of him 
trolling the crowd by walking up to the 
microphone with a puzzled look on his 
face before walking away multiple times, 
set the tone for the rest of the night. 
Kendrick owned the stage, and he didn?t 
need any extravagant sets or light shows to 
do it. It was just him, his four-piece band 
and the music.
 Beginning with tracks from the 
Grammy-award winning album To Pimp a 
Butterfly, Kendrick got the eclectic crowd 

going with ?For Free? and ?Wesley?s 
Theory?. Then he took us back to Good 
Kid, M.A.A.D City with the booming 
Backseat Freestyle, and from there 
everything took off.

Kendrick makes rapping look and sound 
easy, and not with superficial lyrics about 
money, clothes and women either.
I can safely say that I?ve learnt more about 
myself listening to Kendrick than any 
other artist out there (corny but true), and 
he doesn?t shy away from the impact his 
music has on people across generations 
and races.

   At every turn, the 16,000-strong crowd 
was lapping up everything Kendrick had 
to offer. The mosh pit was, as you?d 
expect, the leader of the pack, starting an 
array of chants throughout the night that 
lifted the energy in the room to even 
higher levels.

   Kendrick fed off that any energy, and 
like any great performer, gave it back in 
spades, making for one of the best hip hop 
shows I?ve ever been to.

4.5/5 stars

Patrick Sexton is a second-year JD student
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Bursting the bubble continued
for this state of affairs Steve, but I?ll give you 
a brief rundown on the main culprits.

   ?First and foremost are the universities 
themselves, more and more of whom now 
offer law degrees. The variables underlying 
this increase are complex, but as an 
oversimplification, there are two interrelated 
rationales that keep this jurisprudential train 
on track. 

   ?First of all, legal education is remarkably 
cheap to provide relative to other masters 
degrees, and given that all postgraduate 
qualifications are uncapped, universities 
(including M LS) can charge up to three 
times as much as an LLB degree costs at a 
comparable university* * .  With the added 
cash they can increase their research 
output,thus placing them in a better 
?rankings? position which gives them 
something to market the flip out of, thus 
generating more enrolments* * *  This is 
augmented by the fact that universities that 
offer law courses are invariably perceived to 
be more prestigious than they were before 
(your comment is evidence of this, Steve).

 "the entire legal profession 
would need to retire in the 
next five years to absorb me 
and my compatriots."  

   ?The best part? The excess money* * * *  
goes towards subsidising more 
resource-intensive faculties ? like Science or 
M edicine ?  whilst our support services, like 
the late Student Centre at M LS (and most of 
its employees), are stripped down and sold 
for parts. In 2014, there were 12,000 law 
graduates for only 60,000 lawyer roles in the 
entire market ? that?s a 100% increase in law 
grads since 2001! That?s right Steve, the 
entire legal profession would need to retire in 
the next five years to absorb me and my 
compatriots. So I?m not so much concerned 
about being a rich and successful lawyer as I 
am about being a lawyer of any kind at all.

   ?The proliferation of law schools isn?t as 
much to blame as much as the way they 
conduct themselves. M LS for example (no 
doubt at the behest of Glynn Davis and the

 all powerful marketing department), has 
consistently refused to publish statistics of its 
graduate outcomes, impeding incoming 
students making an informed decision about 
whether they should undertake a $115,000 
investment. Equally, the fact that law schools 
do not sell law degrees as ?generalist? 
qualifications almost certainty discourages 
students from exploring alternate career 
paths until they absolutely have to (see: after 
being rejected for a multitude of graduate 
jobs and fast approaching the $12,000 PLT 
course). M ost importantly, a consistent 
admission that many - perhaps a majority of 
law students -  will not acquire graduate jobs 
straight out of the gate, would combat the 
toxicity that descends on students in their 
second year, when many students? entire 
identities are defined by clerkship outcomes 
with the impact on mental health being felt 
by everyone. 

   ?Yes Steve, if the law schools just explicitly 
conceded that a substantial portion of 
graduating classes have no choice but to seek 
work in a range of non-legal professions, or 
at the very least will face grave uncertainty as 
they approach their final semester, perhaps 
you wouldn?t be labouring under this  
misconception that I?m somehow entitled to 
anything other than student debt. This entire 
conversation could have been avoided! But 
that?s not the way things worked out ? so I?m 
just going to continue.  

?N ow to your point about H arvey Spectre:

   ?The institutional push to herd students 
towards jobs in commercial law ? expedited 
by the infiltration of law schools by large law 
firms through sponsorship arrangements, 
such as those which gave  the M ULSS over 
$120,000  last year ? explains why I didn?t 
correct you in first and second year. The 
reality is, however, that only 7% of all law 
students will be employed by law firms that 
offer clerkships and firm grad intakes, with 
few exceptions, have remained modest since 
the GFC. If you do the maths, you?ll see that 
the chances of becoming a name partner at a 
big firm are about the same as winning the 
heavyweight championship in the UFC. 

   ?I know what you?re thinking Steve, 
maybe this consideration could be taken a 
little bit more seriously by our elected 
student representatives. That?s not to say they 
don?t facilitate inroads into other legal areas.

 However I can?t help but feel that, given the 
context I?ve just described, the M U LSS 
careers policy is skewed pretty heavily in 
favour of  an unrepresentative class of 
 consumers (of law-grads), with little net 
return for the broader student body.

   ?Before I finish I?ll make a few honourable 
mentions, and then you can finally use the 
toilet / attend to your screaming child. First 
up is neoliberalism, which has shifted the 
paradigm of education from a universal right 
under Whitlam to a market commodity 
under Keating. It was this school of thought 
that turned Vice Chancellors into CEOs and 
students into dollar signs ? and is largely 
responsible for the less than favourable 
circumstances faced by law students. I?ll also 
throw a cheeky shout out to John Dawkins, 
the Labor M inister who oversaw this 
transition is the ?80s and ?90s, and just 
between you and me Steve, Glynn Davis for 
his stellar job of evoking fear in his tireless 
and talented employees and despondency in 
the students he?s supposed to be educating.  
Of course, I could also blame popular culture 
for creating archetypes like M r Specter to 
begin with, but considering how much Rake 
and Crownies I watch, and the fact that 
respect from strangers is about the only 
return some students receive from investing 
in a law degree, I?m going to leave that one 
alone. 

?Steve, it?s been great chatting, but I better 
get out of here. 

   On reflection, I think I?ve gone so far as to 
show that my decision to do the JD might 
actually be evidence of my lack of 
intelligence. It will certainly undermine my 
ability to accrue material wealth in the short 
term and, for the reasons outlined above, I?m 
perhaps as likely to end up as a defendant in 
court than an advocate.?

Jacob Debets is a third-year JD student

*or perhaps bewilderment because you used 
to eat paint as a child?

* * though in fairness M LS? own 
mini-campus does make up for some of the 
added cost

* * *and more, and more, and more (see: 
Deakin University)

* * * * that doesn?t go into marketing

Image courtesy of Werner |  Wikimedia Commons
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 Henry HL  

   M ULSS yoga is no longer sponsored by 
Allens Linklaters.?  With the passing of that 
sponsorship agreement we?ve all lost 
something.

   We?ve lost a not insubstantial sum of 
money. And that slight drop in funding has 
real world impact ?  slightly fewer wheels of 
brie at the garden party, a slight drop in wine 
quality at Law Ball, a slightly shallower 
swimming pool of cash for the LSS executive 
to do Scrooge M cDuck style dives into once 
everyone else in the law school has gone 
home. It?s a tragedy. But for better or worse 
(better) this article is not a detailed 
breakdown of LSS income/ 
expenditure/surplus.

   We?ve lost a joke. The idea of a legendarily 
high-pressure, super- intense corporate law 
firm sponsoring, of all things, some lovely 
relaxing yoga classes, was fundamentally 
absurd. This is the same Allens which, as the 
completely distinct and obviously utterly 
culturally different legal entity of Allens 
Arthur Robinson, had a managing partner 
who made some fairly outrageous statements 
that can be perused at your leisure on  line 5, 
page 32 of the Legal Ethics reading guide. I 
won?t print them here, as you would accuse 
me of making them up. Go read them. N ow 
ask yourself, did they deliberately pick their 
most diametrically opposed activity possible? 
Was this sponsorship deal the work of an HR 
officer gone rogue? Did they also demand 
sponsored poses? Did ?child?s pose? become 
?senior partner has just entered the room 
pose?? Did a ?sun salute' become ?deliriously 

saluting the sun after an all-nighter of 
discovery?? Did ?downward facing dog? just 
stay as it was? 

   We?ve lost a symbol. An important symbol, 
one that summarised the absurdities of the 
sponsorship system at M LS. Because large 
firms presumably get something out of the 
sponsorship dollars they dish out, a certain 
narrowing of what we collectively perceive as 
an acceptable career path. That free beer at 
the barbecue isn?t really free at all. You?re just 
paying for it in ways you don?t realise at the 
time. Given this, is it really necessary for 
absolutely everything to be branded with 
corporate advertising? M eet the Profession 
?  obviously, M ooting ?  yes, Law Ball ?  
sure, N etball ?  maybe, but yoga? Really? Is 
nothing sacred? N o, nothing is sacred and it 
never was, but at least the Allens Linklaters 
M ULSS Yoga classes made that fact 

undeniable. 

   We?ve lost an example. Because there was 
also something subtly appropriate about 
Allens sponsoring our yoga classes, 
something that we perhaps should have been 
learning from. It fits an underlying theme 
across the high pressure corporate world ?  
CEOs boasting about productivity-boosting 
meditation, employees being ?encouraged? 
into ?mindfulness? ?workshops?, HR 
managers touting the benefits of building 
resilience. 

   Employees are being readjusted to fit their 
high pressure job, rather than that pressure 
being lowered to better fit the mental needs 
of the employee. Given that the legal 
profession suffers from mental health issues at 
such disproportionate rates, it?s reasonable to 
assume that there are systemic, 
profession-wide problems explaining that 
disparity. Programs like those free yoga 
classes, that focus on individuals? resilience to 
stress, are a part of the process that reframes 
those systemic problems as individual ones 
instead. Sponsorship illustrated that 
relationship in a way that is now lost.

   We?ve lost something absurd. But that 
absurdity was profitable, hilarious, 
eye-opening and instructive. And, for that, 
I?ll raise a glass of Globe Draught?  at the 
Corkman Irish Pub pty ltd in fond memory 
of Allens Linklaters M ULSS Yoga Classes.

   The LSS sponsorship officer did not 
respond to my interview requests, chiefly 
because no such requests were made.

Henry HL is a third year JD student

M ourning the D em ise of Allens L inklaters M ULSS Yoga

Image courtesy of Drew Osborne |  Wikimedia Commons

   

   I turned slowly, casting my gaze toward the 
clerks surrounding me, vicious hunters in the 
wilderness, sniffing the air for the scent of 
prey: a Graduate who might need assistance 
with work; an Associate who had a research 
task to be outsourced. All was fair game in 
this concrete jungle, yet I saw that we all 
found ourselves starving in the slow hunting 
season of January. Such was the drought of 
'meaningful' work for clerks. 

   Suddenly, I heard the unmistakable sound 
of footsteps around the corner. Could it be? 
H ad our salvation arrived? Was our hunger to 
finally be satiated? Our prayers were 
answered with a lone Senior Associate 
walking down to our desks, a look of 
indifference about him, not knowing the 
eagerness to which we awaited his presence. 

'Step into my office if one of you is free for 
the next 10 minutes. I've got a job for you'.

   The call had been made to the masses; the 
chase was afoot! We waited patiently for our 
prey to slip out of sight before deftly reaching 
out for our notepads and stationery. Time 
was of the essence.  Three of us sprang from 
our dens, moving with an efficiency that 
could only be described as 'economic'. I 
fought the urge to break into a sprint ?  this 
was as much a test of etiquette as it was of 
speed. 

   The others had a lead on me by 
approximately two paces, but this was no 
concern: the first of us had already fallen prey 
to the clichéd graduate-buddy-that-smiles 
-and-suggests-coffee. H a! The soon-to-be 
-replaced leader's face fell as he realised he 
was no longer in the running. The offer 
could be rejected of course, but to do so 
would still require a pause in his step and an 
obligatory chat. 

   Two of us remained, now neck-and-neck. 
Armed with a taller stature and 
determination to rival my own, my opponent 
allowed a smirk to grace her face. She was 
taking the lead and she knew it. Should I 
retreat? Should I avoid the awkwardness of 

being the second, unnecessary clerk to show 
up at the door? These questions raced 
through my mind mere seconds before we 
arrived at our destination. 
   Only a miracle could save me now, and a 
miracle was granted. When all was lost; when 
I was in my darkest moment; a light cut 
through the gloom. How? In the form of a 
thunderous crack in the left heel of my rival's 
Jo M ercer stiletto pumps. Music to my ears. 
M ere seconds were gained, but the prize was 
mine. I glanced fleetingly at my colleague, 
still wondering if I should step aside and let 
her feast on what was rightly hers. Then I 
remembered: there is no honour in the 
jungle, only the satisfaction of bloodlust.   

   I sauntered into the office, my eyes 
gleaming with pride. Finally, meaningful 
work was mine for the taking!

   'I'm about to jump into a conference call. 
Please take these documents to the 
mailroom, staple them, send them out, and 
give these documents to your buddy. That is 
all'. 
I could have slaughtered him.

Have a funny clerkship story but still want a grad 
job? Send it to mlsdeminimis@gmail and we?ll 
publish it anonymously 

Clerkship 
D iar ies

Welcome to the Jungle


