
Walter C. Abbott III 

227 Baxter Road, Ruston, LA 71270 

(318) 255-1157 – wabbott@suddenlinkmail.com 

 

April 8, 2008 

 

Mr. James P. Roy 

LSU Board of Supervisors 

P. O. Box 3668 

Lafayette, LA 70502 

 

Dear Mr. Roy: 

 

Last week I emailed you in regard to LSU’s hiring of Joe Alleva as Athletic Director.  I 

write to suggest that you disapprove his hiring at your April 25 meeting.  He was intimately 

involved in the Duke Lacrosse Frame of two years ago and knew, or should have known, that 

three innocent men were about to be lynched.  He did nothing to stand up for people he was 

responsible for. 

 

Duke Lacrosse had and still has one of the highest GPA of any Duke athletic team.  Many 

of the families involved were Duke Alums and much involved with the extended Duke 

community.  It has and continues to be a public relations disaster for Duke. 

 

Joe Alleva fired Duke University’s lacrosse coach, Mike Pressler and cancelled the 

team’s season.  Pressler’s book, “It’s Not About the Truth” describes what happened:   

 

"Alleva said the situation has gotten out of hand and they must cancel the season 

immediately," Pressler said. "I was shocked. I responded by saying, 'You promised the 

players to their faces there would be no more forfeitures of games unless charges were 

brought. What new happened? Joe, you told the players and the parents you believed 

their story, you believed in them, you believed that they were telling the truth. It's 

all about the truth; we must stand for the truth.' 

 

"Alleva looked right at me and made the statement I'll never forget as long as I live: 'It's 

not about the truth anymore,' he said. 'It's about the integrity of the university, it's about 

the faculty, the city, the NAACP, the protesters, and the other interest groups.'” 

 

 One of the blogs that covered the Frame extensively was Durham-in-Wonderland.  The 

blog’s author, K. C. Johnson and Stuart Taylor co-authored a book about the case, “Until Proven 

Innocent.”  Herewith from the blog K. C. tells of correspondence from one of the lacrosse 

players’ parents: 

I read with interest your recent post and the link to the March 27 Chronicle story. 

The article referenced a meeting the team parents had the afternoon of March 25 

(2006) with university officials after they had cancelled that day's game against 

Georgetown. Larry Moneta, the vp for student affairs, was quoted in the story as 
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stating that the meeting was to "keep the parents informed and focusing on the 

consequences for their kids and the way we will proceed pending the conclusion 

of the investigation." Moneta also said "the parents were frightened and nervous 

for their children." 

This statement, like so many other statements put out by Duke officials, was 

misleading and false. I was one of the 40 or 50 parents who were at that meeting 

that day. We were nervous for our sons, but we were also furious at Duke. That 

was the day we all realized that Duke was not on our side and was not going to do 

anything to protect its students. That was the day Brodhead turned his back on 

our sons. 

When Duke forfeited that day's game, Coach Pressler asked the parents who were 

in town for the game to meet with Athletic Director Alleva and Dean Wasiolek. 

The two of them told us that this game and the next had been forfeited as the 

team's punishment for holding the party. Alleva said the "party was inconsistent 

with the values of Duke athletics and Duke University and is unacceptable." He 

could not tell us when, or if ever, a Duke team had forfeited a game for 

disciplinary reasons. He could not explain why he had not forced all of the other 

Duke athletic teams, fraternities, and sororities which had held similar parties to 

forfeit their games or activities. And he refused to admit that his actions canceling 

the games just might make it look like Duke thought the team was guilty. 

We were furious, and felt totally betrayed by Duke. We knew our sons were 

innocent of these outrageous allegations, and so did Duke. We had all grilled our 

sons about what happened, and so had Duke officials. No charges had been filed, 

and the Duke police had told university officials the allegations were not credible. 

A university lawyer had told team parents there was nothing to the allegations 

and they would go away. Top university officials, including the number two man 

EVP Tallman Trask, Alleva, and Wasiolek, had met with the four team captains 

the previous afternoon, learned exactly what had and had not happened, 

including the extent of their cooperation with the police, and had told them they 

believed they were innocent. In fact, Trask told the four captains as they left the 

meeting to "Beat Georgetown." Yet less than 24 hours later, Duke was forfeiting 

the games and putting out statements that moved this story from the local papers 

to the front page of the New York Times. 

During the meeting, we pleaded with Alleva to amend his statement to say that 

Duke officials had met with the team captains, knew they were cooperating with 

the authorities, and believed they were innocent. When Alleva refused to do that, 

we asked to meet with President Brodhead. After a short break, Alleva returned 

with Trask and Moneta, who told us flatly that Brodhead would not meet with us. 

When we asked them to put out a statement from Brodhead saying that Duke was 

confident that its students were innocent, they refused, and informed us that no 

further statements would be released by anyone at Duke. They also told us that no 

further action would be taken by Duke against the team until the legal 



investigation was concluded, and that steps would be taken to ensure that the 

team members would be treated fairly by their professors. 

As it turned out, none of these assurances from the Duke officials were true. Less 

than an hour after the meeting broke up, Brodhead issued a statement praising 

Alleva's action and stating that "physical coercion and sexual assault are 

unacceptable in any setting and have no place at Duke. The criminal allegations 

against three members of our men's lacrosse team, if verified, will warrant very 

serious penalties." Brodhead also urged everyone on the team to cooperate with 

the authorities. With this statement, Brodhead turned his back on his students, 

and threw them to the wolves, and helped create the media firestorm that erupted. 

We were shocked and dismayed. How could Duke take such a radical 

turn…moving from "we believe you are innocent" to issuing a statement that all 

but declared the team was guilty? We now know that Brodhead caved to a small 

but very vocal group of professors who wanted to drive athletic teams off the 

campus. At a faculty meeting that Friday afternoon and another meeting with 

faculty that Saturday morning, Brodhead was severely criticized for not forcing 

the team to cooperate with the investigation and for not disbanding the team. 

Instead of explaining to these officials the constitutional rights of their own 

students, Brodhead caved to their pressure and took the side of the mob. He has 

been there ever since. 
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 This and other information about Joe Alleva will likely be testified to in court as 

the pending civil lawsuits against Duke University, the City of Durham, the Durham 

Police Department and the Durham District Attorney’s Office proceed.  It is almost a 

certainty that Alleva will be subpoenaed to testify. 

 To summarize, Joe Alleva was part of the group that framed innocent men.  He 

was in a position of trust and authority, but did nothing to stop a lynch mob that was 

gaining speed.  The mob almost succeeded. 

 Joe Alleva is not the type person Louisiana needs representing it or its flagship 

university.  We’ve got enough of the type here already. 

Sincerely, 

 

Walter C. Abbott III 


