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Disarm Now Plowshares 

Sentencing Statement to Judge March 28, 2011 by Bill Quigley 

 

 

INTRODUCTION 

 

Judge, My name is Bill Quigley and I am one of the standby counsel.  I am a father, a 

husband for 37 years, a lawyer for 37 years, a law professor, human rights lawyer, and a 

Katrina survivor. 

 

But today is a very special day for me.  And today is a very special day for you judge. 

 

Few cases in our lifetimes of lawyers that our grandchildren might study in school 

This is one. 

 

 

Point One:   LAW – asks for just punishment  

 

The law of sentencing asks for JUST punishment.   

 

Rule 2 of the federal rules of criminal procedure: 

These rules are to be interpreted to provide for the JUST determination of every criminal 

proceeding, to secure simplicity in procedure and fairness in administration, and to 

eliminate unjustifiable expense and delay. 

 

Likewise, Title 18 of the US Code, Section 3553 – give us the factors to be considered in 

imposing a sentence:  

 

(A) to reflect the seriousness of the offense, to promote respect for the law, and to 

provide JUST punishment for the offense; 

 

 

Point Two:  HISTORY helps us decide what is JUST punishment  

 

On June 19, 1873, US District Justice Ward Hunt, from the Northern District of New 

York, had a federal criminal case before him.  A woman was charged with the crime of 

voting.  Her name was Susan B. Anthony.  Ms. Anthony told the judge that she violated 

the “wicked law” which prohibited women from voting because that law was the same 

sort of man-made law that made it illegal to help runaway slaves, and people violated that 

wicked law and were justified in doing so, and in the same way she violated the wicked 

law that prevented women from voting.  

 

Judge Hunt convicted her and fined her and said, “My decision is in accordance with the 

law.”  

 

That case turned out to be the most important case Judge Hunt ever handled.   
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What do you think the grandchildren of judge hunt think of his decision?   

 

 

 

Germany 1930s 

 

Have you ever heard of Max Hirschberg or Hans Litten?  There were lawyers in 

Germany who took on cases challenging a rising politician in the 1930s.  They sued this 

politician, even got him on the stand.  They lost.  The politician we all know is Adolph 

Hitler.  Hitler had them disbarred.  One fled the country in disgrace.  The other died in 

prison. 

 

It turned out to be two of the most important case that any lawyers handled in Germany. 

 

What do you think their grandchildren and great grandchildren think of the lawyers now?  

What about the judges who ruled against them?  Those cases turned out to be the most 

important cases in their lives.  What do you think their grandchildren think of the judges 

now?     

 

 

Rosa Parks  

 

On December 1, 1955, Rosa Parks was arrested.  When she asked why, the arresting 

officer said, “The law is the law and you are under arrest.”   On December 9, 1955, a 

judge convicted her of violating chapter 6, section 11 of the Montgomery city code – the 

segregation law, and of disorderly conduct.  She lost her job and ultimately had to move 

to Michigan.  

 

What do you think Rosa Parks‟ great grandchildren think of her now?  What do you think 

the grandchildren of the arresting officer think of him now? What do you think the 

grandchildren of the judge think of him now?  It turned out to be the most important case 

he ever decided.  

 

 

 

Point Three:  How do we distinguish between law and justice?  The 100 Year Rule helps 

us figure out what is just. 

 

To help us distinguish between law and justice, I encourage law students and others to 

apply the 100 year rule. 

 

What on 1911, 100 years ago was totally legal but manifestly unjust? 

 

Women could not vote  - not till 1920 
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Mustard gas and other types of poison gas were used by French, German, British and US 

troops until 1925 when outlawed.   

It was illegal to meet and form a labor union – until 1935  

Child labor was allowed – not prohibited till 1938 

Segregation was legal until the 1960s 

Prohibiting African Americans from voting was legal till 1965 voting rights act 

No healthcare for seniors till Medicate in 1965 

Pollution was legal till 1970 clean air act 

Discrimination against people with disabilities was legal until 1990  

 

All totally legal, but we now know totally unjust. 

 

We ask, „how could people in 1911 have thought that was all right, legal, moral?  Where 

was their sense of justice?” 

 

So 100 years from now, what will people look back on and shake their heads about? 

 

Weapons of mass destruction? 

Nuclear weapons? 

 

If there is an earthquake off the coast of Tacoma and one of these warheads starts 

leaking, what will people think of the justice of the actions of these five people? 

 

Even more horrible, what if even one of these hundreds of warheads are ever used?  What 

then will people think of the justice of the actions of these five people?   

 

And what then will our grandchildren think of what we do here today? 

 

It is our job to narrow the gap between law and justice and this sentencing today offers 

that opportunity. 

 

 

Point Four:  Current signs of the times can help tell us what is just 

 

The USA is telling people across the world not to follow unjust laws.  

 

In Libya, the us is telling soldiers not to follow government orders; in Egypt, the world 

celebrated as the military refused its legal role. 

 

What is the world celebrating?  That thousands of people, tens of thousands of people in 

Tunisia, Egypt, Libya, Yemen, Saudi Arabia, and other countries  

Risk arrest 

Stand up for principle 

And make the changes necessary 

 

This is the justice we seek today. 
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Conclusion 

 

Augustine of Hippo said, “Hope has two beautiful daughters – anger and courage.  Anger 

at injustice and courage to do something about it.”  The five before us today give us real 

hope.   

 

This might be the most important case of your career judge and of mine.  

 

Your challenge is to figure out what is just? 

 

I question what will people think of us 100 years from today?   

Will they be celebrating the prosecution?   

Or will they be celebrating the defendants who like, Susan b Anthony and Rosa parks, 

stepped out for justice?  

 

Q - What will our grandchildren think of us if these weapons of mass destruction are ever 

used?  

 

We ask you to follow Rule 2 of the federal rules of criminal procedure.    

 

Rule 2. Interpretation 

These rules are to be interpreted to provide for the JUST determination of every criminal 

proceeding, to secure simplicity in procedure and fairness in administration, and to 

eliminate unjustifiable expense and delay. 

 

I suggest a JUST sentence is no prison time, no probation, no fine, no restitution. 

 

Just punishment in this case is time served.  

 

So, today, we ask for justice Judge.  


