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REMARKS OF THE HONORABLE
TIMOTHY E. WIRTH: SYMPOSIUM IN
HONOR OF DAVID H. GETCHES

TIMOTHY E. WIRTH*

Good morning and thank you all for coming. I feel
privileged to be here today to join you in reflecting on the life
and work of David Getches, one of the real treasures of the
legal profession, of environmental history, of this University,
and [of] our broader community.

David was my friend—we ran rivers together, talked a lot
of politics, and he flattered me by inviting me many times to
meet with his faculty and students. He recruited my son,
Christopher—one of his students—to be his assistant on the
little book, Water Law in a Nutshell, which has a proud spot in
our library.

We all feel cheated by David’s early departure—I think of
punctual David; he was always on time. It is still a jolt to think
of the late David Getches. I would have valued his counsel—as
[always], we would have sat on river banks trying to puzzle
through what had gone wrong in our country and what we
could do about it. David and I—and many of you here today—
were of a generation keenly aware of the opportunities we had
been given and our responsibilities to [ensure] that future
generations [have] [those] opportunities as well.

Like John Leshy,! 1 would like to frame my remarks
in a generational context. Many [of my] thoughts echo
John’s good talk. We were products of a previous
generation that made huge investments in our public spaces:

* Former U.S. Senator (1987-1992) and U.S. Representative (1975-1986) from
Colorado. He is President of the United Nations Foundation, founded by R. E.
“Ted” Turner. The Foundation connects people, ideas, and resources with the
United Nations to address key global problems. The Foundation has major
campaigns in the areas of energy and climate change, population and women’s
empowerment, and children’s health. This talk was delivered at the University of
Colorado Law School symposium A Life of Contributions for All Time: Symposium
in Honor of David H. Getches on April 27, 2012.

1. John D. Leshy, Reflections on Social Change and Law Reform, 84 U.
CoLo. L. REV. 221 (2012).
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our great public universities;

remarkable advances in the public health;

public parks and public libraries;

a vast public transportation system, open to
everyone; and

e public electrification, public broadcasting, and a public
interest standard to govern the public’s airwaves.

The public invested in the Marshall Plan, rebuilt our
international financial institutions, and built the United
Nations. For our lucky generation, these investments were
governed by a broadly shared sense of public responsibility and
the public interest. An unprecedented number of Americans
benefited [from the] deep sense of possibility and optimism.

David, and much of his generation, built another American
structure on this public legacy and developed a new layer of
common, public institutions:

the Civil Rights Movement, in all of its ramifications;
women’s access and equality;

the voice of the consumer; and

the environmental awakening (perhaps most profound
right here).

David was dedicated to making our country more
economically, socially, and environmentally just. He believed
that it was important to break down barriers to equal
opportunity in the United States. He worked throughout his
life to help ensure that all Americans had access to the
educational experiences that underlie individual and societal
progress. He valued wilderness and the natural world and
wanted to make sure that future generations could enjoy the
same experiences he had climbing the mountains of Colorado
and running the rivers of the west.

Based on these values, David fought and won the Boldt?
decision that gave Native Americans in Washington access to
salmon fisheries. He founded and ran the Native American
Rights Fund. His knowledge and work ethic made him a
preeminent resource in the creation of wilderness areas and
the establishment of water rights within them. He helped

2. United States v. Washington, 384 F. Supp. 312 (W.D. Wash. 1974), affd
and remanded, 520 F.2d 676 (9th Cir. 1975).
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broker the agreement that recognized the water rights of the
Southern Ute and Mountain Ute Tribes in southwest Colorado.
He created the Natural Resources Law Center here. And, as
Dean, he rebuilt this law school—as is reflected not only in this
building but also in the diverse and dynamic scholars he
recruited.

His life’s work demonstrated that the law, the legislature,
and the courts can be made to work for the disadvantaged, the
disenfranchised, and the environment. But, as David—ever the
cheerful optimist—often pointed out, this work was getting
harder all the time. [For example]:

e our environment is more threatened than ever, with
accurate measurements that tell this important and
depressing story;

e battles for equal opportunity have had mixed results at
best, with income indices for minorities, immigration
law, and even the rights of women now under broad
assault; and

e the gap between rich and poor has grown dramatically;
while our historic investments in public institutions
have frayed for one America, the other America lives
within a gated community, with access to quality
schools, good health care, and real economic
opportunity.

David would be wrapping his head around these huge
challenges, urging his faculty to join, and leading his students
in a set of new commitments for what is right for America.
[David would ask the following questions]:

e What is the role of corporations in governance? Is there
an antidote to their enormous concentration of
economic and political power?; and

o How should financial institutions be regulated? They
were once considered akin to public utilities, and now
seem to have become vehicles for private gain. Is this
right, and if not, what is the solution?

As John Leshy described so well, the Executive [branch]
and Congress are under attack, so too are the courts.? Who else

3. Leshy, supra note 1.
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can adjudicate questions of the common good, and will they
maintain their more progressive role?

Work used to be defined in pretty much the same way, and
so were incomes. But modern specialization has led to great
disparities. Is capitalism too efficient?

Under what condition might our country, and the world,
accept a climate treaty? What building blocks must first be in
place, and what new legal regimes will be required?

Finally, and perhaps most important[ly], how might we
deal with the tangled and destructive campaign finance
system? From the earliest days of the Republic, special
interests have attempted to purchase politicians and political
outcomes. What is different today is the size and pervasiveness
of the money involved, the growing veil of secrecy surrounding
political money, and the apparent naiveté or indifference of our
highest court to this powerful, corrupting, and stultifying
political cancer. As Justice Stevens wrote in his dissent to
Citizens United, “A democracy cannot function effectively when
its constituent members believe laws are being bought and
sold.”4

These are some of the major issues of today and tomorrow.
As [Professor Sarah Krakoff] wrote in her invitation to this
symposium, David lived several lives in one. His scholarship
was as far reaching as his curiosity and grew to assume new
issues and to try to understand new challenges. As he opened
up Indian law, forged some order from the chaos of water law,
codified new approaches to natural resource law, and even
tried to streamline and reform the Department of the Interior,
David demonstrated his enormous capacity, his ethical
standards for how we should operate, and his moral code for
right and wrong.

He had built his school, grown his faculty, and pointed the
enterprise in the direction he had calibrated. I am certain that
[now] he would [turn] his attention to the great emerging
challenges of today and to ways in which the law could
contribute. His cheerful leadership would have helped to sketch
new definitions of the public good.

We are left behind to do that work without him. I suspect
that we all know what he would [urge] us to do. So let us get
with it before the country slips away. Time is short and there is
so much to do. Thank you.

4. Citizens United v. Fed. Election Comm’n, 558 U.S. 310 (2010).



UNIVERSITY OF COLORADO LAW REVIEW



UNIVERSITY OF COLORADO LAW REVIEW



UNITED STATES St of On hip, Manag t, and C X
POSTAL SERVICE o (All Periodicals Publications Except q P ns)
1. Putostion Tide 2, Pubtieation Murmber 3 Firg Cata
University of Colorado Law Review CICICHI [STif8] Augustzr, 2012
els b1 |-l ofajo
4, ktue Froquency £
Quarterty Faur (4) s i
7. idress of Knowr Ofbcs oy, county, sizte. end ZiPedS) | Corttact Parson
320-0 Wolf Law Bukding, . Boukler County o
Boulder, Colorado e 80309-0401 (303) 422.5145
3 Compte Genwrst NOEFor (N praier]
320-D Walf Law Building Boulder County
Boulder, Colorado 1
TFoll earvwe ore Comphete Wialing Adciezaws of Prbisner, B8, 8ng Manmgrg E450
Pubisher (éamo and cormpiele mofing sodresa) 401 UCB
Unlversity of Colorado Law Review Boulder, CO
320-D Woif Law Bullding 80308-0401
Ecor (Lams 80 OO AL BINeE) 320-D Wolf Law Building
Jessica Smith 401 UCB
University of Colorado Law Review Boulder, CO 80309-0401
mwm-ﬁmmﬂ:ﬂm 320-D Woif Law Buliding
Katherine Neison 401UCB
University of Colorado Law Review Boulder, CO 80309-0401
i ry ot oumed by 8 corparedon, gve e
H )
Fol Name
University of Colorado Law Review University of Colorado Law Review
320-D Wolf Law Bullding
40t UCB
Boulder, CO 80309
B m‘ww“dwmﬂmm - o Nery
m»u- Compiute Maiiing AdGress.
12 Tax San 22000 rates) {Chock ane)
B Has ot Changed Oueing Pracading 12 Monts
a ng 12 Morths. l
13. Putieation Tise 14. issua Date %o Circuintion Date Below
University of Colorado Law Review Vol. 83, tssues 14 834
78 Extem and Naiure of Gireatation - R &cﬁ_,,w;”
During Preceding 12 Months Filng Date
. Total Nurmber of Copdos (et prees ) 379 3688
Outsise-County PR Subscriptions Stated
o) ::m:w(mmwmmmr 263.75 262
Tata, advertsecs procf copies, and excherge
W-)
mg:m 2 mm|mmmm;: 5.5 [}
By M Proot copier, and exchange copies)
-
Qutzide
LT o.....wmm.’f‘;..\m‘,‘&... 0 1]
Bubes, ot Other Paid Ourside USPS3
o e 12 12
© otal Peid Olstrouton (Sum of 130 (7). (21 (3. o {4} 281.25 280
(1] Froe o Nommical Rate Outside-Courty o
Coples inchuded on PB Form 3541 o
d Fesor
Mot o Nominat Rate In-Coutty Gaples nchded 0
R L2l it i 0
Dizsasion
By Ma?
" Froe oc Nomiew: Rate
m @ a’;:mmn-w?s(uﬁua-n-n -0 0
“ Froe or Nomins! Rete Distriouion Outside the kel 0 o
(Camiors or otver mesns)
@, Touud Frae o Nomirad Rate Disrbusion (Susn of 150 (1), (24 (3) wnd 4)) 0 0
1. Tout Diswidution (Surm of 13 and 156} » 281.25 280
o » 109.5 97
N ol (S of 19 e ) > 386.75 377
b e e o 10 s 100 » 100 100
8. R Sterrant of Qwevecadin
ja]
nte 84:1 v of s puticaton.
[x="r " Buskoess Maneger, o Owrar Tow
/ K Jessica Smith, EIC August 27, 2012
) SR L ST «
o 9 e
sanctions ol perzies).

P8 Farm 3526, September 20067



UNIVERSITY OF COLORADO LAW REVIEW



	Remarks of the Honorable Timothy E. Wirth: Symposium in Honor of David H. Getches
	Recommended Citation

	Remarks of the Honorable Timothy E. Wirth: Symposium in Honor of David H. Getches

