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MWF 11:00–11:50

Instructor : Sheahan Virgin, Ph.D. (pronounced: Shay-EN)
Email : svirgin@saintmarys.edu
Office location: Spes Unica 264
Office hours : WF 1:30–3:30, R 10:00–11:00; or by appointment

“If they don’t quit complaining, you could
threaten them with democracy.”

Although citizens of democratic societies
around the world subscribe to the belief that
democracy is the “best form of government,”
they simultaneously tend to express nega-
tive sentiments about its actual operation
in their respective countries; indeed, since
2010, far right parties and candidates criti-
cal of democracy have gained rhetorical and
electoral momentum, both in Europe, Latin
America, and the U.S. While claims that
President Trump is a “tyrant” are overblown,
the President has questioned key compo-
nents of democratic governance, such as free
media, an independent judicial branch, the
right to protest, and the legitimacy of elec-
tions. Is democracy in the U.S. in trouble?
Has it foundered on the rocks of populism?

This course provides an introduction to
democratic theory, decline, and renewal, with a particular focus on the U.S. system. In
general, we can distinguish between democracy as an ideal (i.e., how it should operate)
and as a reality (i.e., how it tends to operate in the real world). In the first half of the
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course (Unit A), we will explore democratic formation and decline. In the second half
(Unit B), we will transition to democratic renewal via the reform of existing institutions
and processes. Topics for each unit include:

◦ Unit A – Democracy as Ideal and as Reality

Origins of democracy; defining democracy; arguments for and against; po-
litical equality; the institutions of democracy; citizen capacity for demo-
cratic governance; democracy and economic inequality; democratic decline

◦ Unit B – Reforming American Democracy

Democratic revitalization, feasibility of change, voting reform, participa-
tion, presidential reform, congressional reform, building better citizens

As you can see, we will cover a lot of ground together (particularly in Unit B).

Themes

Throughout the course, we will pursue five ‘meta’-themes, to motivate class discussion,
lecture, and student writing. These are as follows:

◦ Theme 1 – Democracy the Unobtainable?: To what extent is it useful to
postulate a democratic ideal when no state can possibly meet this standard?

◦ Theme 2 – America the Exceptional?: To what extent is American democ-
racy immune to decline; and if so, why would it be?

◦ Theme 3 – Citizen Capacity: To what extent are citizens capable of being
‘good democrats,’ that is, upholding their end of the democratic bargain?

◦ Theme 4 – Bias Towards the Status Quo: Why, both behaviorally and
institutionally, is change in the American system so difficult to achieve?

◦ Theme 5 – Change We Can (Can’t?) Believe In: Is institutional reform a
‘fool’s errand’ in an era in which informal democratic norms have eroded?

Learning objectives

Finally, this course has three learning objectives. The first is to deepen students’
understanding of democracy as an ideal and a reality, as well as the desirability and
feasibility of reform in the U.S. The second goal is for students to exit the course
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You, CTS, and Sophia LO2

Critical thinking outcomes Fulfillment in POSC 151.1

(A) Critical thinking

“A Saint Mary’s student
evaluates and formulates claims
about issues, ideas, artifacts, or
events using critical thinking
methods that are appropriate to
the discipline of the seminar.”

You will fulfill this outcome
through careful reading and
discussion of the books and
articles we read, and by
thoughtfully engaging those
texts in the writing assignments.

(B) Information literacy

“A Saint Mary’s student
demonstrates basic information
literacy. . . she is able to
determine how much and what
kind of information she needs,
locate that information,
evaluate its suitability, and use
it to accomplish her purpose.”

You will fulfill this outcome by
seeking out and using academic
sources for your written
contribution to the ‘Debating
Reform: SMC Expanded
Edition’ project.

(C) Communication

“A Saint Mary’s student
demonstrates effective oral
communication in interactive or
presentational contexts.”

You will fulfill this outcome by
regular participation in class
discussions, as well as by
working with your partner on
the ‘Debating Reform: SMC
Expanded Edition’ project and
co-presenting your joint chapter.

(D) Writing
“A Saint Mary’s student
develops and organizes written
arguments.”

You will fulfill this outcome by
completing the three paper
assignments and exam.

having thought carefully about, and to have arrived at an informed individual position
on, the above-mentioned themes. The final goal—less about substance and much more
practical—is to improve students’ critical thinking, reading, and writing skills (each is
in-demand professionally!). The above table describes how each student will realize the
Critical Thinking Seminar (CTS) goals of Saint Mary’s Sophia curricular program.

College and class policies

Creating a safe, inclusive environment is the responsibility of everyone at Saint Mary’s.
Please familiarize yourself with the following policies, which will govern our conduct:

1. Academic integrity : To cheat, plagiarize, or falsify records is to violate the Saint
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Mary’s honor code. I will report suspected dishonesty to the Associate Dean and
the Committee on Academic Standards, which then investigates. If a student is
found to be in violation of the code, I will reduce her grade by a full letter (give
her an F) for a minor (major) offense. (Read the code)

2. Accessibility : If you have had documented academic accommodations in the past,
or think you may be eligible for them presently, you should contact Iris Giamo
(igiamo@saintmarys.edu) or Jennifer Wright (jwright@saintmarys.edu) in the Dis-
abilities Resource Office (DRO), Madeleva 103C, to make an appointment. DRO is
responsible for coordinating academic accommodations for students each semester
and will issue a letter of documentation to your faculty for the current semester.
Requests for such accommodations will not be honored without this letter. Secur-
ing reasonable accommodations requires timely action on the part of the student.
Please contact the staff in DRO for an appointment. (Contact DRO)

3. Communication: I encourage students to communicate with me about the course,
their learning needs, and their career goals; indeed, I view mentorship as one of
the most important ways in which an instructor can serve his or her students. I
will try to respond to your emails within 12–24 hours. Note that emails to me are
a good time to practice the art of writing clear, economical messages, a skill that
is in-demand professionally. Aim for concision, use good manners (please address
me as ‘Prof. Virgin’) and grammar, and recognize that emails leave a digital trail.

4. Grading : I reserve A– and A for outstanding work; good (average) work will be B
to B+ (C to B–). You may appeal grades that you feel have been awarded in error
or unjustly. In these instances, I will re-grade the assignment, and your grade may
increase (or decrease) upon review. Furthermore, please note that an assignment
will be reduced by one-third of a letter grade for each day it is late; e.g., the highest
grade possible for an assignment one-day-late is an A–, two-days-late is a B+, etc.

5. Privacy : The Family Educational Rights and Privacy Act (FERPA) protects the
privacy of your academic record, mandating that your grades be shared with you,
only. I am therefore not at liberty to discuss grades over email or with parents, or
to return assignments via an intermediary. (Read about your rights)

6. Respect : Saint Mary’s College is committed to upholding standards that promote
respect and human dignity in an environment that fosters academic excellence and
professionalism. In addition, a political science course provides occasion to discuss
topics relevant to party ID, ideology, policy, prejudice, and identity. Periodically,
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you may find that you do not agree with me or your peers. In these instances,
it is important for all of us to respect each other’s opinions and personal space.
Bullying, racist, sexist, or homophobic comments, however, are not permitted.

As a student, if you experience what you believe to be discrimination or harassment
by another member of the community because of your identity (gender spectrum,
race, national origin, religion, age, disability, citizenship status, genetic info, vet-
eran status, sexual orientation, or political positions) please report this behavior
on the SMC portal using the Bias Reporting Form. Note that instructors are
mandatory reporters of discrimination. (Read the policy) (Report discrimination)

7. Sexual misconduct : Saint Mary’s has a zero tolerance policy with respect to sexual
misconduct, which includes: non-consensual intercourse or contact, harassment,
exploitation, stalking, dating and domestic violence, and retaliation. If something
of this nature has happened to you, you are encouraged to report the incident to
the college’s Title IX office (non-confidential) or Belles Against Violence (BAVO;
confidential). Note that instructors are mandatory reporters of sexual misconduct.
(Read the policy) (Contact the Title IX office) (Contact BAVO)

8. Technology : Laptops in class are not permitted, except with a note from DRO.

Readings

Please purchase the following required books. Each should be available at the campus
bookstore, but—with college so expensive—I encourage students to buy used copies.

◦ Dahl, Robert A. (1998, 2015). On Democracy, 2nd edition. Yale. (Used copies)

◦ Ellis, Richard J. & Michael Nelson. (2016). Debating Reform: Conflicting Per-
spectives on How to Fix the American Political System, 3rd edition. SAGE/CQ
Press. (Used copies)

◦ Levitsky, Steven & Daniel Ziblatt. (2018). How Democracies Die. Crown/Broadway
Books. (Used copies)

◦ Orwell, George. (1946, 1996). Animal Farm: A Fairy Story. Signet Classics (mass
market paperback). (Used copies)

I will provide students with either PDF copies of, or weblinks to, all additional readings.
These are marked with a dagger (†) in the schedule below.
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Assessment

Your final grade will be determined as follows:

◦ 15% Midterm exam on Unit A

◦ 20% Reaction essays

10% Reaction essay (2–3 pages) on Animal Farm + On Democracy

10% Reaction essay (2–3 pages) on Animal Farm + How Democracies Die

◦ 55% ‘SMC Expanded Edition’ of Debating Reform (partner project)

10% Written chapter abstract by partnership

30% Individual written half-chapter (pro or con)

10% Your oral presentation of your half-chapter

5% Overall quality of partnership (whole chapter and presentation)

◦ 10% Preparedness (i.e., doing the readings) and participation

Grades are calculated as: A, 94–100%; A–, 90–93.9%; B+, 87–89.9%; B, 84–86.9%; B–,
80–83.9%; C+, 77–79.9%; C, 74–76.9%; C–, 70–73.9%; D, 60–69.9%; and, F, 0–59.9%.
Grades .5–.9 will not be rounded up at the end of the semester.

Student responsibilities

As a participant in this course, you will be responsible for the following:

1. Preparedness : Come to class prepared, having completed the readings and thought
of their relation to current or historical events. The purpose of assigned reading is
not to make you miserable, but rather to structure and stimulate discussion, and
assist you in your writing. Take the readings seriously—reflect. (Note: If I suspect
students are not doing the reading, then I may issue quizzes.) I will let you know
which of the week’s assigned readings are due for Monday, Wednesday, etc.

A note on reading like a political scientist !

Be mindful when you read. I want you to focus not only on an author’s
argument, but also on the way in which s/hemakes and supports it. To fa-
cilitate mindfulness, I will introduce you to my preferred framework. This
framework will ‘demystify political science,’ and together we will learn to
distinguish between: 1) normative and positivist claims; 2) qualitative
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and quantitative evidence; 3) particularistic and generalizable findings; 4)
deterministic and probabilistic theory; and 5) concepts and measures.

2. Participation: Participating in class (and taking notes) means not only responding
to questions I pose, but also posing your own; not just speaking to me, but also
engaging your peers. Although I will not track attendance, note that if you do not
come to class, then your participation grade will decline accordingly.

A note on participating like a political scientist !

Participation is not the same as ‘being right’ or ‘knowing the answer.’
Often, the most effective comments are those in which we admit confusion
and ask the room (not just the instructor) for clarification. Please feel free
to take risks by proposing new ideas or citing particular cases, and try to
aim for comment quality over comment quantity.

3. Midterm: We will have a short in-class exam (closed-book) on democratic theory
(Unit A), with a particular focus on On Democracy and How Democracies Die.
The exam will include short answers and multiple choice questions. You may
bring to the exam one index card (front and back) for notes.

4. Reaction essays : Each student will complete two short essays on Unit A (2–3
pages, 1-inch margins, 1.5 spacing, 11-point Times New Roman font), applying the
insights of On Democracy and How Democracies Die (as well as supplementary
readings marked with a †) to George Orwell’s dystopian classic, Animal Farm. For
the first essay, you will analyze the farm’s institutions and participatory processes,
pre- and post-revolution, using Dahl’s criteria as a guide. To what extent did the
animals create a democratic society, both relative to the old order and to Dahl’s
ideal? How does your ‘scoring’ of it compare to each? Does your score increase or
decrease as Animal Farm’s institutions age and change?

For the second essay (more a continuation of the first than a stand-alone), you will
analyze the citizens and leaders of Animal Farm, using in particular Levitsky &
Ziblatt on the relationship between elites and democratic norms, as well as Achen &
Bartels (from Week IV) on citizen competence and Hibbing & Theiss-Morse (from
Week VII) on stealth democracy. Are the animals capable of (i.e., sophisticated
enough for) democratic governance? To what extent do the pigs push against the
‘guardrails of democracy’? Can Animal Farm’s ‘democracy’ ever revitalize?
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5. Debating Reform partner project : Together, you and a partner will pursue a reform
topic not covered in Ellis & Nelson’s Debating Reform (including the two earlier
editions), with the end product of your partnership being the production of a new
‘chapter’ for our Debating Reform: SMC Expanded Edition class project. The topic
you and your partner pursue in your chapter must be: 1) salient (i.e., recently in
the news); 2) on topic (i.e., about democratic institutions or processes); 3) unique
(i.e., no duplicates), and, 4) approved by me. I will provide students with a list of
suggested topics, to jump start the brainstorming process.

Each partnership will produce a written chapter (1-inch margins, 1.5 spacing,
11-point Times New Roman font) and give an oral presentation. Just as in the
book, a partnership’s chapter should include: 1) a clearly stated thesis in the form
of a resolution (you and your partner will write this together); 2) an abstract
that sets the stage for the subsequent debate (again, written together); 3) a Pro
half-chapter (about 8 pages, written by either you or your partner); 4) a Con
half-chapter (about 8 pages, written by the student who did not write Pro); and,
5) a combined list of sources and endnotes (written together). An outstanding
student project will mirror the style and formatting of the book. Although a given
student will only write half a chapter, she must also know the opposing viewpoint
(i.e., her partner’s half-chapter), in order to write a convincing argument and give
a strong oral presentation. Presentations are scheduled for the week of Dec. 9;
please have your abstract ready to disseminate to your classmates at this time.

A note on sourcing and citing like a political scientist !

An idea that is not original to your thinking, and that you therefore ob-
tained via a book, article, or website must be cited in-text as, e.g., Orwell
(1948:6–13) or parenthetically as, e.g., (Orwell, 1948:6–13). For three or
more authors, please use ‘et al.’ Each source cited should correspond to
a full citation in your list of references; if you need help on style, then
model entries in the list of readings below. Please rely on academic
books and journal articles, rather than low-quality Inter-
net content. The library and Google Scholar are great places to search.

Student resources

I also encourage you to take advantage of the following resources, to enhance both your
learning and your well-being:
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1. Emotional support : If you are experiencing depression, anxiety/panic, or other
emotional hardship, please consider meeting individually with trained psycholog-
ical counseling specialists at the Health and Counseling Center (HCC), located
in the Angela Center. If you or someone you know is at immediate risk of self-
inflicted harm, call the National Suicide Prevention Lifeline at 1-800-273-8255 or
text HOME to the Crisis Text Line at 741741. (Make an appointment)

2. Librarian specialists : Saint Mary’s library employs subject-specialists to assist stu-
dents with their research projects. Ours are Joe Thomas, Director of the Cushwa-
Leighton Library (incoming), and Ula Gaha (outgoing); they are incredibly nice
and eager to help! Remember: Mr. Thomas and Ms. Gala are members of faculty ;
utilize their skills, but also your good manners. (Make an appointment)

3. News service: Staying abreast of current events and policy debates is a hallmark
of an engaged citizen and of an individual committed to life-long learning. The
library offers students a free subscription to The New York Times, the U.S.’s most
reputable newspaper. I encourage you to read daily. (Claim your subscription)

4. Writing studio: Meet individually with trained writing consultants to improve your
academic writing or to brainstorm a writing project. (Make an appointment)

Schedule

Please use this class schedule to take ownership of your learning. Note that this schedule
is subject to change: invariably, we will have to make alterations to accommodate the
needs/interests of the class and of the instructor (e.g., if I have to travel for professional
obligations). I will update students on changes to the schedule by email and in class.

Some important dates

◦ Aug. 26: Classes begin

◦ Aug. 28: No Class – Mass of the Holy Spirit

◦ Sept. 20: Reaction paper I due, email timestamp 11:59 pm or earlier (Week 4)

◦ Sept. 27: Final day to drop

◦ Oct. 11: Midterm (Week 7)

◦ Oct. 18: Reaction paper II due, email timestamp 11:59 pm or earlier (Week 8)
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◦ Oct. 19–27: No Class – October break

◦ Nov. 8: Debating Reform – draft of resolution due in class (Week 11)

◦ Nov. 15: Debating Reform – draft of abstract due in class (Week 12)

◦ Nov. 25: Debating Reform – outlines of Pro/Con due in class (Week 14)

◦ Nov. 27–Dec. 1: No Class – November break

◦ Dec. 6: Debating Reform – list of sources due in class (Week 15)

◦ Dec. 9 & 11: Student presentations (Week 16)

◦ Dec. 12: Classes end

◦ Dec. 17: Final draft of project due, hand delivered by 10:00 am (Week 17)

◦ Dec. 20: Fall semester ends

Prelude – Building Blocks

Week I – Aug. 26–30: Building the democratic utopia?

Topics: What is politics, power and control, Animal Farm

◦ Levitsky & Ziblatt (2018), “Introduction” (p.1–11)

† Fukuyama, Francis. (2017). “Is American democracy strong enough for Trump?:
The case against panic,” Politico. Jan. 23, 2017. (Link)

◦ Orwell (1946), first half of book

Unit A – Democracy as Ideal and as Reality

Week II – Sep. 2–6: What is democracy?

Topics: Origins of democracy, democratic theory, Dahl’s ideal criteria

◦ Dahl (1998), Chapters 1–6 (p.1–68)

◦ Orwell (1946), second half of book
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Week III – Sep. 9–13: The raw materials of actual democracy

Topics: Political institutions, constitutionalism, parties and electoral systems

† North, Douglas (1990). Ch.1: “An introduction to institutions and institutional
change,” from Institutions, Institutional Change, and Economic Performance. Cam-
bridge. 3–10.

◦ Dahl (1998), Chapters 8–11 (p.83–141)

† Dahl, Robert A. (2003). Ch.2: “What the Framers couldn’t know,” from How
Democratic Is the American Constitution?. Yale. 9–40.

Week IV – Sep. 16–20: The citizens of democracy

Topics: Citizen knowledge and sophistication, authoritarian personality

† Achen, Christopher J. & Larry M. Bartels. (2016). Ch.1: “Democratic ideals and
realities,” from Democracy for Realists : Why Elections Do Not Produce Responsive
Government. Princeton. 1–20.

◦ Dahl (1998), Chapter 7 (p.69–80) & Chapter 15 (p.180–191)

† Stenner, Karen & Jonathan Haidt. (2018). Ch.9: “Authoritarianism is not a
momentary madness, but an eternal dynamic within liberal democracies,” from
Can It Happen Here?. Sunstein, Cass R. (ed.). HarperCollins. 175–219.

Week V – Sep. 23–27: Democracy with inequality

Topics: Democracy and capitalism, economic inequality, group-based resentment

◦ Dahl (1998), Chapters 12–14 (p.145–179)

† Page, Benjamin I. & Martin Gilens. (2017). Ch.2: “Unequal wealth distorts
politics,” from Democracy In America? : What Has Gone Wrong and What We
Can Do about It. University of Chicago. 19–50.

† Cramer, Katherine J. (2018). Ch.1: “Making sense of politics through resentment,”
from The Politics of Resentment : Rural Consciousness in Wisconsin and the Rise
of Scott Walker. University of Chicago. 1–25.
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Week VI – Sep. 30–Oct. 4: How democracies founder

Topics: Demagogues, institutional checks, norms of toleration and forbearance

◦ Levitsky & Ziblatt (2018), Chapters 1–6 (p.11–144)

Week VII – Oct. 7–11: American democracy in trouble?

Topics: The Trump years, democracy without democrats, decline of civic culture

◦ Levitsky & Ziblatt (2018), Chapters 7–9 (p.145–231; Ch.9 is optional)

† Hibbing, John R. & Elizabeth Theiss-Morse. (2002). Ch.6: “Americans’ desire
for stealth democracy,” from Stealth Democracy : Americans’ Beliefs about How
Government Should Work. 129–169. (includes an excerpt from Ch.7)

† Appelbaum, Yoni. (2018). “Americans aren’t practicing democracy anymore,” The
Atlantic. Oct. 2018. (Link)

Unit B – Reforming American Democracy

Week VIII – Oct. 14–18: Who should be able to vote?

Topics: Voter access vs. electoral integrity, felon voting, non-citizen voting

◦ Nelson & Gunnar Bentele et al. Ch.6: “Resolved, states should enact voter ID
laws and reduce early voting,” from Ellis & Nelson (2016). 99–117.

◦ Wood & Clegg. Ch.5: “Resolved, Congress should pass the Democracy Restoration
Act restoring the right to vote in federal elections to people with criminal records,”
from Ellis & Nelson (2016). 78–98.

† Hayduk & Renshon. (2011). Ch.17: “Resolved, residents who are not citizens
should be granted the right to vote,” from Debating Reform, 1st edition. Ellis &
Nelson (eds). 265–281.

Week IX – Oct. 21–25: October Break!

Please relax with family, friends, and pets (“woof ”).
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Week X – Oct. 28–Nov. 1: How much citizen participation?

Topics: Forced turnout, citizen referenda, citizen capacity in policymaking

◦ Wattenberg & Brennan. Ch.8: “Resolved, the United States should adopt com-
pulsory voting,” from Ellis & Nelson (2016). 138–154.

◦ Donovan & Ellis. Ch.7: “Resolved, the United States should adopt a national
initiative and referendum,” from Ellis & Nelson (2016). 118–137.

◦ Cain & Bass et al. Ch.2: “Resolved, American democracy needs less sunshine and
more closed-door negotiations,” from Ellis & Nelson (2016). 19–38.

Week XI – Nov. 4–8: Addressing institutional impediments to change

Topics: Congress as obstacle, the Court as obstacle, the Constitution as obstacle

◦ Smith & Schiller. Ch.15: “Resolved, Senate Rule XXII should be amended so that
filibusters can be ended by a majority vote,” from Ellis & Nelson (2016). 266–285.

◦ Karol & Farnsworth. Ch.19: “Resolved, the terms of Supreme Court justices should
be limited to eighteen years,” from Ellis & Nelson (2016). 341–361.

◦ Levinson & Kyvig. Ch.1: “Resolved, Article V should be revised to make it easier
to amend the Constitution and to call a constitutional convention,” from Ellis &
Nelson (2016). 1–18.

Week XII – Nov. 11–Nov. 15: Reforming the presidency

Topics: Primaries, electoral college abolition, presidential succession

◦ Tolbert & Redlawsk. Ch.10: “Resolved, political parties should nominate candi-
dates for president in a national primary,” from Ellis & Nelson (2016). 173–194.

◦ Edwards & Gregg. Ch.16: “Resolved, the electoral college should be abolished,”
from Ellis & Nelson (2016). 286–305.

◦ Crockett & Korzi. Ch.17: “Resolved, the Twenty-Second Amendment should be
repealed,” from Ellis & Nelson (2016). 306–323.
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Week XIII – Nov. 18–22: Reforming Congress

Topics: Gerrymandering, PR for the House, Senate apportionment

◦ Kamarck & Buchler. Ch.13: “Resolved, the redistricting process should be non-
partisan,” from Ellis & Nelson (2016). 229–249.

◦ Amy & Doherty. Ch.12: “Resolved, proportional representation should be adopted
for U.S. House elections,” from Ellis & Nelson (2016). 210–228.

◦ Oppenheimer & Pitney. Ch.14: “Resolved, the Senate should represent the people,
not states,” from Ellis & Nelson (2016). 250–265.

Week XIV – Nov. 25–29: Short week, due to November Break!

Note: We will use our one class this week to catch up, in case we are behind.

Please relax with family, friends, and pets (“woof ”).

Week XV – Dec. 2–6: The rights, liberties, and development of citizens

Topics: Developing citizen skills, encouraging service, terrorism and civil liberties

◦ Samuels & McCluskey. Ch.20: “Resolved, Americans should receive four more
years of free public education,” from Ellis & Nelson (2016). 362–379.

† Litan & Lindberg. (2011). Ch.18: “Resolved, the government should require
national service for all youth,” from Debating Reform, 1st edition. Ellis & Nelson
(eds). 282–296.

† Ackerman & Gudridge. (2011). Ch.16: “Resolved, the United States should adopt
an ‘emergency constitution’ to preserve civil liberties in an age of terrorism,” from
Debating Reform, 1st edition. Ellis & Nelson (eds). 251–264.

Postlude – Final Weeks

Week XVI – Dec. 9–13: Student presentations

Note: Presenters must email a co-written abstract to the class 24 hours prior; half
of the class will go on Monday, Dec. 9, and the remainder on Wednesday, Dec. 11.
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Week XVII – Dec. 16–20: Final exam week!

Note: There is no final exam; the final draft of your chapter is due (hand delivered
to me) at the conclusion of our exam time—Dec. 17 at 10:00 am
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