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Last week, the National Law Journal published its Top 10 Law 
School Stories of 2011. Mercifully, oe of them ivolved a 
dog.  The NLJ reported that a compassioate Yale law libraria 
brought Moty the dog to the stacks to soothe studets’ exam-
jagled erves. 

The remaiig ie stories costituted the past year’s bill of 
particulars agaist law schools. The stories were arrayed alog a 
fairly arrow spectrum from dreadful to horrible: breaches of 
data itegrity; calls for Cogressioal hearigs about law school 
debt or graduate uemploymet; decliig applicats; high 
ad risig law school costs; lawsuits by graduates; ad claims 
that legal academics are, i the NLJ’s strikig summary, “ivory 
tower-dwellig chi strokers who eglect to teach their studets 
how to practice law.”

Perhaps law schools should have egaged more adorable 
aimals this past year!  

May law faculty, admiistrators, ad staff who have committed their lives to legal educatio are deeply 
dishearteed ad dismayed by the past year’s barrage of egative press, cosumer class actios, ad seatorial 
suspicio. Some of the critics frame their stories i ways that cast those i the academy as the adversaries of our 

studets ad graduates. To most of us who make our 
lives i the legal academy, these stories have bee 
paiful, sometimes excruciatigly so. Our vocatio 
commits us to do our level best to hoor ad brig to 
fruitio the hopes ad dreams of the huma beigs 
who etrust their futures to us - ad to do this with 
full kowledge that we are preparig our graduates 
to be the guardias ad advocates of those who will i 
tur etrust their futures, dreams, hopes, busiesses, 
families, ad lives to them.  This is ot trivial work, ad 
few could sustai it without the deeply huma rewards 
it brigs. Much of the huma joy of beig a teacher 
comes from the log arc of trust ad relatioships we 
build with our studets ad graduates.  At our alumi 
receptio here a few days ago, I stared itetly ito 
the face of a former studet util I cojured his ame.  
He had devoted his life to the JAG corps.  He was ow 
a coloel, ad that life had bee filled with itegrity, 
purpose, ad service.   All of our lives are measured 
most meaigfully by the successes of such a studet, 
ad the itese pleasure of seeig a graduate build 
a career of itegrity ad purpose is umatched. Too 
may of our graduates face the disappoitmet ad 
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frustratio of a world that dimiishes their chaces to use their educatios 
to build such lives ad careers, ad that is disappoitig ad frustratig to 
us as well. We uderstad that may of them are agry ad discouraged.

It is also completely uderstadable that faculty members are discouraged 
ad agered by suggestios that the etire eterprise of scholarship is 
irrelevat ad uworthy of support. I was appreciative today i the sparklig 
sessio with Justice Stephe Breyer of the ways he described the virtuous 
circle that exists at its best with the academy, the bech, ad the bar.  
We have a distictive place i that circle. We are partered with the 
professio, but our home is the academy. Scholarly iquiry is as cetral 
to our ow professioal idetity as fidelity to cliets is to a lawyer’s, or 
cocepts of stare decisis to judges. It icreases our uderstadig of the 
world ad the professio, ad challeges ad expads our coceptios of 
what law ca do i the service of justice. At the first meetig of this House, 
as Susa Prager read the ames of the colleagues we lost last year, it was 
ot their faces but their ideas that flashed through my mid. Jae Larso 
ad femiist legal history; David Baldus ad the relatioship betwee race 
ad capital seteces; Larry Ribstei ad the ecoomics of the professio; 
Derrick Bell ad critical race theory.  The impact of these ideas has bee 
eormous.  Oe of the most ispirig speakers at Thursday’s Workshop 
o the Future of the Legal Professio ad Legal Educatio was a 2009 
graduate of St. Louis Uiversity’s School of Law, Thomas Harvey. Fresh out 
of school, he ad two of his classmates had the courage to create a oprofit, 
ArchCity Defeders, to provide holistic legal services to idividuals, mostly 
homeless, facig state prosecutio. All three of them do this i additio to 
other legal work, Thomas i a solo practice. Their oprofit has already 
wo both a cotract with the city ad awards from the Bar Associatio i  
St. Louis. Whe he spoke about what ispired him to do such a thig, 
Thomas explaied the importace of his critical race class, a iteratioal 
huma rights itership, ad a cliical experiece. Derrick Bell’s work 
lives o i the immese service Thomas Harvey provides to the otherwise 
voiceless populatio he serves.  Scholarship should ot require a sustaied 
defese, but if it does, I would poit to Thomas Harvey.

May of us were also puzzled by the New York Times’ editorial suggestio that 
Christopher Columbus Lagdell might be trasported to ay law school i 
2011 ad fail to otice that the cetury had chaged ad he was’t at Harvard 
aymore. The four ew member schools iitiated ito the Associatio two 
days ago icely illustrate the breadth ad diversity of the legal academy.  
Those schools iclude a historically-black public school with a strog 
bet towards access that fosters the professioal success of people who are 
historically uderrepreseted i the professio; a religiously-affiliated 
school with a missio of iculcatig a particular visio of professioal 
accoutability; a urba school with full ad part-time programs; ad 
a brad-ew private school with a cooperative educatio program rich 
i extership opportuities. I thik Lagdell would be delighted by the 
diversity he would see i legal educatio, ot oly i the missios of our 
member schools, but also i the curricula they offer.   
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The AALS has bee a showcase for curricular 
iovatio. Examples aboud, icludig this Aual 
Meetig, with its terrific day-log Workshop o the 
Future of the Legal Professio ad Legal Educatio 
ad this past summer’s AALS Mid-Year Coferece 
o the Future of the Law School Curriculum. Both 
demostrate how may faculty members ad schools have 
worked hard to embrace thoughtful curricular iovatio 
about everythig from professioal competecies ad 
leadership skills to trasactioal ad global lawyerig. 
The popular arrative about law schools, eve amog 
may i the professio ad the judiciary who kow 
us best, misses so much of this activity ad diversity.  
That is our problem to correct.

I have bee most struck, however, at this Aual 
Meetig i particular, by how most i our commuity 
have resisted the urge to tur a defesive face to this wall 
of critique ad have istead egaged with its questios.   
I support the characteristic geerosity ad itellectual 
hoesty of this impulse. For the sake of our studets, our 
graduates, ad the society we serve, we are right to brig 
the rigorous ad ope-mided aalysis that characterizes 
our scholarly ad teachig commitmets to bear o the 
questios that legal educatio’s critics raise. We are also 
right both to egage with the professio that is our parter 
i esurig the quality of legal educatio ad to isist o 
their partership i the educatio of youg lawyers.  We 
must thik carefully about whether a issue is uique to 
legal educatio, or commo to challeges facig higher 
educatio, or eve our coutry, more geerally.

 What a adveture to imagie ad reimagie our 
schools, our teachig, ad our scholarship i light of 
the chagig world. May of the most pressig ad 
complicated curret questios surroud the relatioship 
betwee the destabilized profit model of the professio 
at the largest law firms, ad the fiacig ad cost 
of legal educatio. Much of the commetary o the 
cost ad fiacig of a law degree has focused o this 
relatioship, ad much terrific scholarship focuses o 
it as well. While our relatioship with the professio 
tells part of the story, ca we add to our uderstadig 
by shiftig the frame to our commoalities with higher 
educatio geerally?

Law schools are ot uique i may of the questios 
we face, whether they surroud the amout of public 
ivestmet i educatio (directly or through studet 
loas), the amout of studet debt, the value of icurrig 
educatioal debt i light of employmet returs, or the 

causes of risig istructioal costs. Legal educatio 
shares all of these questios about fiacig ad cost 
with higher educatio geerally.

These topics raise complex questios about which 
reasoable people ca ad do disagree.  We ca all 
agree that there is certaily room for schools to reduce 
or redistribute costs, ad we all have our favorite 
examples of law school costs we thik are uwise or 
ujustified. Noetheless, we would get ew isights ito 
questios of cost ad fiacig if our aalysis put law 
schools back ito cotext withi higher educatio more 
geerally ad distiguished more amog their missios.  
For istace, we are experiecig the rapid privatizatio 
of public educatio, icludig public legal educatio, a 
log-term tred that has accelerated as a result of states’ 
ecoomic distress. The scope of public disivestmet i 
public higher educatio, ad public legal educatio, is 
uprecedeted. I may ways, i-state tuitio at public law 
schools sets the floor for law school costs more geerally. 
The ABA’s Presidet, Bill Robiso, metioed i his 
address here a few days ago that over 65 law schools i 
the coutry have tuitios at or below $26,000. I am 
willig to bet they are almost all public. Now do a thought 
experimet; imagie the overall effect o costs at all 
law schools if public support for public schools had ot 
dropped so precipitously. Discussios about costs that do 
ot take accout of this broader cotext - discussios that 
frame cost issues as if law schools’ cost structures were all 
the result of ucostraied choices, studet behaviors, 
US News, ad labor market restructurig - miss a critical 
part of a broader story about the cost of legal educatio.

What do we lose if we lose public legal educatio?  
How does pullig this thread affect the other parts 
of legal educatio? If our aalysis does ot idetify 
ad ackowledge the impact of severely reduced public 
ivestmet i higher educatio, ad i tur o studets 
ad the share of cost they are asked to absorb as a result, 
it tacitly accepts privatizatio without examiig its 
premises or its broader impact. It tells a icomplete 
story. Fuller pictures are better, as we thik about cost, 
fiacig, ad the elemets of our system of legal 
educatio that have made it so attractive globally.    

Ad i what ew ways might we cooperate ad 
collaborate to improve quality without icreasig 
costs?   US News did’t ivet hierarchy, or would 
hierarchy disappear tomorrow if the magazie were goe. 
But its rakigs have cotributed to a atomistic culture 
that frames us all first ad foremost as competitors. 
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We will always compete for the best faculty ad studets.  
But my sese is that we also ache for a more cooperative, 
collaborative culture, oe that hoors our shared sese 
of the importace of our missios, the urgecy of the 
chages we are facig, ad the importace of the work we 
do i the world.

What a adveture it would be to be the architects of 
that culture!  Ad what ispirig ad imagiative steps 
i that directio we have heard at this aual meetig.  
We have heard about woderful classes, like the oe 
taught by Lou Biliois ad Judith Weger, that lik 
differet schools through techology to share a visio 
for professioal developmet. We have heard about 
cosortia, such as Law Without Walls ad Educatig 
Tomorrow’s Lawyers, ad the Labor Law Group, amog 
others, that cross traditioal law school hierarchies ad 
use techology to share the costs, ad the best ideas, i 
service of studets ad research. We have heard may 
woderful iitiatives that coect lawyers, teachers, 
ad studets through techology i ways that are both 
replicable ad ripe for multi-school participatio.  AALS 
has always provided a forum for sharig the best ideas 
about scholarship ad teachig. It ca play a importat 
role i helpig coect us through ew ad imagiative 
collaboratios to reduce our programmatic costs ad 
icrease the beefits for our studets. 

  Like the questio of law school costs, the serious 
questios surroudig the legal professio, ad the ature 
of the chage it is experiecig, are shared with may 
other service professios. We are extraordiarily lucky 
to be experiecig a boom i high-quality, empirically 
grouded research o the professio i law schools. We 
lear eve more whe we coect that research, as may 
legal academics have begu to do, to the experieces of 
other professios.  

Those experieces, i our ow ad other professios, 
are profoudly shaped by the effects of a globalized 
ecoomy ad globalizatio more geerally.   No matter 
what happes with the domestic ecoomic situatio, 
globalizatio is to the immediate future of the professio, 
ad of legal educatio, what rapid ad iexorable 
techological chage was to our immediate past.   
Justice Breyer spoke today about its impact o the Supreme 
Court’s docket.  It affects deeply such diverse areas of the 
law from the balace of power betwee the states ad 
the federal govermet, ad amog the braches of the 
federal govermet, to the ways i which litigatio is 
shaped. The scholarship that has poured out of the legal 

academy o globalizatio, the debates that scholarship is 
framig with respect to both public ad private law, ad 
the opportuities for imagiative egagemet with the 
world, are staggerig.

So let me make three poits.

First, globalizatio’s effects o practice are more 
pervasive tha we geerally recogize ad reach much 
more broadly across practice cotexts. As may have 
observed, this pervasiveess has broad implicatios for 
law schools.

Secod, law schools are already eormous sites 
of globalizatio, drive i large part by U.S. higher 
educatio’s stellar ad deserved reputatio iteratioally.  
This pheomeo gives us huge opportuities to prepare 
our studets for their future i creative ad excitig ways 
- especially if we are willig to collaborate ad leverage 
commo resources. 

Third, it is time for the AALS to go global.

I have bee surprised by the resistace to the argumet 
that globalizatio pervasively affects the professio. Few 
people resist the assertio that large private firms have a 
global reach, that they have rapidly expaded ito other 
coutries, or that they deal regularly with trasatioal 
legal issues. But the extet of globalizatio’s reach ito 
the smallest of practice settigs is ot as familiar a story. 
So let me tell you of rural Specer, Idiaa, populatio 
13,000, home to persoal ijury lawyer, Roger Pardieck.  
Roger’s website accurately otes the (let me just claim) 
Hoosier values that have made him successful, icludig 
the close ad empathic relatioships he develops with 
his cliets ad the public service that makes lawyers like 
Roger the backboes of their commuities.  

Yet Roger routiely egages i trasatioal work i the 
products liability cases i which he has developed a small 
specialty.  To wi those cases, he has to follow products 
up the global supply chai, which regularly meas out of 
the Uited States. Oe of the cases he has wo through 
careful trasatioal ivestigatio, for istace, ivolved 
comparig the black-box warigs used o a drug i a 
variety of Asia atios, icludig Japa, with what was 
doe here. He has also leveraged his time by outsourcig 
some research to Idia ad tells me that the same Idia 
firm was willig to take over the frot ad back office 
operatios of his tiy firm from Bagalore (he politely 
declied). The idea of Idia outsourcig came through 
Roger’s coectio with a group of persoal ijury 

Presidential Address  continued from page 3

continued on page 7
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lawyers located aroud the coutry, ad he speaks of other 
solo lawyers like him who use this service ofte to leverage 
their resources i service to their cliets. Like may 
lawyers i smaller practice settigs, Roger is coected to 
larger etworks of lawyers through techology, ad those 
etworks give him access to the world.

Roger’s experiece o the idividual services side 
of the practice hemisphere is icreasigly matched by 
that of the lawyers who serve the small ad medium 
sized busiesses, ofte family owed, that are beig 
pulled or pushed ito ufamiliar trasatioal waters. 
The Departmet of Commerce otes, for example, that 
more tha a third of U.S. exports to Chia were from  
over 16,000 small to medium-sized busiesses1. 
The umber of small maufacturers who source 
parts overseas, or have moved their maufacturig 
across borders, is huge. Whether because of sourcig 
or outsourcig eeds or because of other market 
opportuities, smaller busiess etities that have 
traditioally used i-house cousel, or smaller regioal 
law firms, ow eed legal cousel who ca pla ad execute 
cross-border trasactios, ad their lawyers have to be able 
to provide these services if they wat to retai that busiess. 
I tur, this set of legal competecies requires familiarity 
with a host of regulatory schemes, both domestic (like 
the Foreig Corrupt Practices Act) ad odomestic. 
Ad it requires ew kids of kowledge, such as how the 
legal professios i other coutries are, ad are ot, like 
the oe i the Uited States.  

As Laurel Terry’s work has demostrated, those 
who egotiate bilateral trade agreemets icreasigly 
coceptualize lawyer regulatio as a form of trade barrier. 
The U.S. has etered over fiftee agreemets that, at least 
i theory, commit us to uderstadig what this meas 
i practice. These developmets raise huge questios 
about lawyer regulatio, but as a result, other coutries, 
like Korea, are opeig i ew ways to foreig lawyers, 
icludig lawyers from the Uited States.  

Globalizatio creates risks for the professio, but it 
also creates opportuities.  Ad whether the professio 
ca seize those opportuities depeds i part o 
uderstadig ad ehacig the role that U.S. legal 
educatio plays i creatig a icreasigly large cadre 
of foreig lawyers who have studied i our schools ad 
i successfully buildig professioal etworks betwee 
these studets ad our J.D. studets. 

Colleges ad uiversities, law schools icluded, 
are already massive sites of globalizatio. I his book, 

The GreaT american UniversiTy, Joatha Cole otes 
that “America higher educatio represets oe of the few 
sectors of the U.S. ecoomy with a favorable iteratioal 
balace of trade.”2 This is certaily true for U.S. legal 
educatio, where the umber of LLM degrees, primarily 
to foreig studets, grew by 65% betwee 1999-2009.3 
Iroically, at a time whe U.S. legal educatio is subject 
to such broad domestic criticism, the global attractiveess 
of U.S. legal educatio, ad a U.S. law degree have ever 
bee higher.  

The professio’s ability to compete globally is 
ehaced by assurig that a U.S. legal educatio remais 
importat ot oly to those who come from abroad, but 
also through our creative thikig about how to work 
together to create ad sustai curriculum, scholarship, 
ad likages that egage globally.   

Durig the past year, the AALS Executive Committee 
asked for a report from a special committee, chaired 
by the visioary Judith Aree, o the Associatio’s 
role i a global future. That report outlies a host 
of actioable ways i which the AALS ca support 
our members as they egage with global issues ad 
pursue collaborative opportuities for their studets. 
Critical to these is providig our schools with more 
ways to lower the cost barriers to egagemet with our 
colleagues i legal educatio abroad ad to our studets’ 
egagemet with the world. As we move forward with 
implemetig this work, our focus will be o assurig 
that we work closely with our members to support 
iitiatives that you tell us are importat to you, that 
facilitate sharig ad collaboratio, that work to provide 
resources for importat coectios, ad that provide 
o-U.S. law schools ad faculty more opportuities to 
egage with our member schools.

To coclude, we all recogize that we have real issues to 
address i the academy, icludig idefesible breaches 
of public trust aroud data, ad difficult ad complex 
questios of cost ad fiacig.  I hear deep commitmet 
from my colleagues at our law schools to address these 
issues head-o, ad collectively, ad this Associatio will 
support you i every year.  

But it’s a ew year. Let’s approach it from a ew place.  
Let’s declare a ew zeitgeist ad commit to build its 
vocabulary. Here’s my vocabulary list:

Itegrity. Collaboratio. Imagiatio.  
Global egagemet.  Adveture.  Possibility.  
Ad maybe oe more from the old days: Hope. 

1DaviD a. sTeiGer, The GlobalizeD lawyer ix (2008). 
2JonaThan r. cole, The american UniversiTy: iTs rise To Preemience, iTs inDisPensible naTional role, why iT mUsT be 
ProTecTeD 4 (2010).
3Kare Sloa, Increased Scrunity for LL.M.s: New Hundles for Foreign Trained Attorneys, naT. l.J., May 23, 2011, at 4.

Presidential Address  continued from page 6
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AALS Administration and Stewardship of IALS Has Ended 
At the IALS Board Meetig i Bueos Aires, Argetia i April 2011, the Associatio of America Law Schools 

(AALS) Executive Director Susa Prager idicated to the Iteratioal Associatio of Law Schools (IALS) Board 
that it was ow time to implemet the origial cocept shared by the IALS Board ad the AALS Executive Committee 
that AALS staff support would be of short duratio.  The IALS Board aouced to the IALS Geeral Assembly o 
April 14th that the AALS would trasitio out of staff support capacity for IALS, with a trasitio of all fuctios 
to be completed prior to mid-Jauary 2012. 

IALS came ito existece after iteratioal ad U.S. delegates were ivited to atted two Associatio of America 
Law School cofereces: The AALS Coferece of Iteratioal Legal Educators at New York Uiversity’s Villa 
La Pietra (Florece, Italy, 2000) ad the AALS Coferece o Educatig Lawyers for Trasatioal Challeges 
(Hoolulu, Hawaii, 2004). It was determied at those cofereces that a Iteratioal Associatio of Law Schools 
should be formed.

I 2005, IALS was established by Charter at a meetig i Istabul, Turkey. Durig the iterveig six years 
AALS has supported the foudig of IALS by providig admiistrative support to IALS from its iceptio; AALS 
also provided sigificat moetary support for IALS durig its first four years.  Through the efforts of past ad pres-
et IALS Board Members, ad the support of the host schools for IALS cofereces, IALS accumulated sigificat 
fuds, makig this a appropriate time for IALS to establish its ow admiistrative capacities.  

The IALS Goverig Board idetified Barbara J. Holde-Smith, Vice Dea ad Professor of Law at Corell 
Uiversity Law School as the ew IALS Geeral Secretary/Treasurer effective October 11, 2011. AALS ceased the 
fiacial admiistratio for IALS o November 30th; IALS assumed cotrol of the assets of the orgaizatio the 
followig day.  IALS is fortuate ideed to have Professor Holde-Smith succeed Professor Carl Mok i this impor-
tat role for the orgaizatio.

“AALS remais committed to the goal of supportig meaigful iteractios with colleagues ad schools 
throughout the world ad we will be, as we always are, iterested i the thoughts of member schools ad their facul-
ties,” said Prager. “There is much to do i the iteratioal area ad we wish IALS success i its missio.”

For additioal iformatio regardig AALS ad globalizatio, please see Laure Robel’s 2012 Presidetial 
address to the Secod Meetig of the House of Represetatives durig the Aual Meetig o page 1.
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2012 AALS Conference on Clinical Legal Education – Takeaways for Clinical 
Teaching and Assessment in a Changing Environment
April 30-May 3, 2012
Westin Bonaventure Hotel
Los Angeles, California

Why Attend?

The coferece’s overarchig goal is to provide cliical educators with cocrete lessos, examples, ad ideas for 
improvig teachig, studet assessmet, ad cliical program self-evaluatio i the face of a chagig legal profes-
sio ad world.  Pleary sessios, mii-pleary sessios, cocurret sessios, ad workig groups will be structured 
to emphasize ad produce takeaways for improvig the teachig of lawyerig skills ad professioal values, icorpo-
ratig reflectio compoets ito exterships/field placemets ad i-house cliical courses, successfully meetig 
the teachig challeges of today, desigig effective studet assessmet istrumets, ad egagig i meaigful 
self-evaluatio of cliical programs.

The legal professio ad eeds of law school graduates have bee rapidly chagig.  The last five years have brought 
profoud chages i the legal professio, icludig law firm dowsizig, a weak legal employmet market, ad a 
icreasig call for practice-ready law graduates.  At the same time, the eeds of our cliet commuities cotiue 
to evolve, as do our studets’ goals ad expectatios for their cliical experiece.  These chages have placed, ad 
will cotiue to place, more demads o cliical legal educatio withi law schools.  This coferece will explore 
what these chages mea for cliical faculty while providig attedees with cocrete tools they ca use at their home 
istitutios.

The coferece this year will take place over three ad oe-half days ad will address the chagig eviromet 
by examiig three major themes:  (1) settig goals ad structurig i-house ad extership/field placemet cliical 
courses i a eviromet i which studet goals, cliet eeds, ad the professio itself are chagig; (2) developig 
effective techiques for teachig skills, give how the practice of law has evolved ad expaded i the 21st cetury; ad 
(3) measurig the effectiveess of our teachig by learig from differet cliical models (simulatios, exterships/
field placemets, ad i-house cliics).

There will be a pleary for each of these major themes, ad preseters will iclude faculty who focus o exter-
ships/field placemets, i-house cliics, ad simulatio skills teachig as well as experts from other disciplies.  A 
subtheme of the coferece will be to compare ad cotrast what occurs i each type of cliical pedagogy ad what we 
ca lear from each other as legal educators i our commo eterprise to prepare studets for the practice of law.

Cocurret sessios will explore issues roughly broke ito six categories:  geeral cliical pedagogy; teachig 
ad assessig specific lawyerig skills ad professioal values; sessios with extership/field placemet emphasis; ses-
sios with i-house cliic emphasis; professioal developmet for faculty; ad sessios addressig diverse areas such 
as case ad data maagemet i cliics, ad preparig studets for today’s legal market.

The coferece structure will have fewer large pleary sessios, ad cocurret sessios will be structured to ru 
i tracks (e.g., i-house ad extership/field placemet tracks) to miimize coflicts withi areas of iterest.  There 
will also be four slots o differet days of the coferece for AALS Cliical Sectio committee meetigs ad oe 
time slot for affiity group meetigs that are ot duplicative of workig groups.  Noe of these meetigs will coflict 
with coferece sessios.

While the emphasis of the plearies ad cocurret sessios will be o cocrete tools faculty will be able to use, 
the sessios will also explore the uderlyig educatioal theories ecessary to uderstad, modify, ad develop these 
tools.  Workig groups will be orgaized to examie topics geerated by the plearies ad to help aswer questios 
about the effective use of the takeaways i the cotext of the teachig we do.  
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I additio to the geeral coferece, there will be a special sessio ad orietatio to cliical teachig ad the 
coferece for ew cliical faculty the morig of the first day of the coferece, ad cliic admiistrators will have 
a workig group ad sessios geared to their iterests.  Also, durig the coferece, there will be a time slot set aside 
for multiple cocurret sessios for works-i-progress.

Planning Committee for Conference on Clinical Legal Education

Jon C. Dubin, Rutgers University School of Law - Newark
Margaret M. Jackson, University of North Dakota School of Law

Peter Joy, Washington University School of Law, Chair
Luz M. Molina, Loyola University New Orleans College of Law

Jayesh Rathod, American University Washington College of Law

Topics Include: Structurig Cliics i a Chagig Eviromet; Teachig Lawyerig Skills i the 21st Cetury; 
Teachig ad Evaluatig Self Assessmet:  Takeaways from Differet Cliical Models (Simulatios, Field Placemets, 
I-House); Poster Presetatios, Cocurret Sessios, Works-i-Progress, Affiity Groups.

Location:
The coferece will take place at the Westi Boaveture Hotel & Suites, 404 South Figueroa Street, Los Ageles, 
CA  90071. This strikig buildig is located i the ceter of the dowtow fiacial district with easy access to cul-
tural ad etertaimet veues.

Hotel Information:
Sigle/double occupacy is $169 plus 15.57% sales tax.  Childre stayig i the room with their paret(s) are free of 
charge.  There is a additioal charge of $20 per perso for more tha two adults sharig a room.  Check i time is 
3:00 p.m.; check out time is 12:00 p.m.  This hotel has a smoke-free policy.  To reserve a room, visit www.aals.org/
cliical2012/ ad click o the “Hotel” tab.

Registration:
Registratio fee per perso for the Coferece o Cliical Legal Educatio is $425 for faculty of AALS member ad 
fee-paid schools, ad $475 for faculty of o-fee-paid law schools, if registratio is received at AALS by April 17, 
2012.  There is a additioal charge of $50 to register after April 17th.

Look for olie registratio ad registratio forms at the AALS website www.aals.org/cliical2012.

Conference on Clinical Legal Education  continued from page 9
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Nominations for AALS Executive Committee and President-Elect
The Nomiatig Committee for 2013 Officers ad Members of the Executive Committee, chaired by  

Dea Rachel F. Mora, Uiversity of Califoria, Los Ageles School of Law, ivites suggestios for cadidates for 
Presidet-Elect of the Associatio ad for two positios o the Executive Committee, each for a three-year term.  
The Nomiatig Committee will recommed cadidates for these positios to the House of Represetatives at the  
Jauary 2013 Aual Meetig i New Orleas.

Presidet Laure K. Robel has appoited a able, iformed, ad represetative Nomiatig Committee. 
I additio to Dea Rachel Mora, the members of the 2013 Nomiatig Committee are as follows:

Douglas A. Kysar, Yale Law School•	
Jeremy R. Paul, Uiversity of Coecticut School of Law•	
Susa Poser, Uiversity of Nebraska College of Law•	
Kevi R. Johso, Uiversity of Califoria Davis School of Law (previous Chair)•	

The Nomiatig Committee would very much appreciate your help ad the help of members of your faculty i 
geeratig strog cadidates for its cosideratio. To be eligible, a perso must have a faculty appoitmet at a 
AALS member school.  

Suggestios of persos to be cosidered ad relevat commets should be set to Executive Director  
Susa Westerberg Prager, Associatio of America Law Schools, 1201 Coecticut Aveue, N.W., Suite 800, 
Washigto, DC 20036 or sprager@aals.org.  To esure full cosideratio, please sed your recommedatios by 
July 15, 2012.

2012 Annual Meeting Podcasts 
Over 140 sessios from the 2012 AALS Aual Meetig were digitally audio recorded ad are posted o the AALS 
website. These recordigs, kow as ‘podcasts,’ are available at o charge to faculty ad professioal staff from AALS 
member ad fee-paid law schools.

To access podcasts visit www.aals.org/am2012/ ad select “Podcasts” to liste to the recorded sessios. You ca browse 
the Aual Meetig podcast program by scrollig dow or search for a specific sessio by typig ‘Ctrl F’ ad the 
typig a keyword. Click the Sectio ame of the sessio you are iterested i, ad your media player should ope ad 
begi playig the recordig. Loger sessios have bee broke up ito multiple recordigs—they will have several 
liks (such as ‘morig’ or ‘afteroo’) directly beeath the sessio ame.

A user ame ad password is required to access the podcasts. Your user ame is your primary e-mail address, ad 
your password is the same oe you use to register for cofereces ad update your DLT profile.  If you do ot have or 
do ot remember your password, click the ‘forgot password’ lik o the bottom of the logi scree.
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AALS  Workshop on Torts, Environment and Disaster
June 8 - 10, 2012
The Claremont Hotel
Berkeley, California

Why Torts Law Teachers Would Attend? 

Tort scholarship ad tort practice has bee cocered with large-scale losses sice the advet of the class actio.  
Recet evets, such as the attacks of 9/11 ad the BP oil spill, have illustrated that the tools of aggregate litigatio may 
ot be eough to hadle the job of ascertaiig both resposibility ad compesatio after a disaster.  The Torts ad 
Compesatio Law Sectio will take advatage of its joit meetig with the Evirometal Law Sectio to provide a 
fresh look at the special problem that disasters pose for tort law i the 21st Cetury.

The topics covered by the torts portio of the joit meetig will iclude whether tort law should be limited i times 
of disasters, the role (if ay) of tort priciples i the desig of public compesatio ad private settlemet fuds, ad 
the relatioship betwee tort ad isurace law i times of disaster.  At the ed of the program there will be a ses-
sio o the icorporatio of issues relatig to disaster i the torts curriculum.  The program will provide torts ad 
isurace scholars of all levels of seiority with ew isights ito their ow research ad teachig.

Why Environmental Law and Natural Resources Law Teachers Would Attend? 

Rather tha a sigular catastrophic evet, Hurricae Katria seems more ad more like the opeig act i what 
will become kow as a age of disaster.  Sice Katria, ot oly hurricaes, but also oil spills, earthquakes, floods, 
toradoes, terrorist attacks, volcaoes, heat waves, blizzards, ad all maer of other disasters seem to be occurrig 
i the Uited States ad across the globe with icreasig regularity ad destructiveess.  The sober predictios of cli-
mate models suggest that the frequecy ad scale of weather-related evets will cotiue to icrease. The implicatios 
of this age of disaster for evirometal law are profoud, icludig the rise of vulerability assessmet ad adapta-
tio plaig as ew areas of expertise, the reewal of debate over scietific ucertaity ad worst case scearios as 
key drivers of policy, ad the challege of defiig ad achievig justice for disaster victims.  

Disaster takes ceter stage for this Mid-Year Meetig, the first i Evirometal Law sice 2004 ad the first to 
be orgaized cocurretly with a Tort Law evet.  This Workshop – Torts, Eviromet ad Disaster – will brig 
together scholars ad teachers for two days of itesive presetatios ad discussio o disaster.  Pleary sessios for 
both Evirometal Law ad Tort Law attedees will cosider such topics as the history ad psychology of disaster 
ad perspectives o the precautioary priciple.  Evirometal Law sessios will iclude such topics as disaster 
plaig ad prevetio, federalism ad disaster, ad climate chage adaptatio.  Egagig luchtime speakers, 
professioal developmet ad teachig sessios, ad breakout group discussio will roud out the program.

Planning Committee for AALS Workshop on Torts, Environment and Disaster

Robin K. Craig, Florida State University College of Law
Eileen Gauna, University of New Mexico School of Law
Laura Hines, University of Kansas School of Law, Chair 

Douglas A. Kysar, Yale Law School 
Robert L. Rabin, Stanford Law School

Anthony J. Sebok, Yeshiva University Benjamin N. Cardozo School of Law
Lisa Grow Sun, Brigham Young University J. Reuben Clark Law School
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General Topics: History of Disaster; Psychology of Disaster; Precautioary Priciple: Regulatory ad Tort Perspectives. 

Torts Topics:  Tort Priciples i the Cotext of Disaster; Priciples for Compesatio Programs ad Mass Settlemets:  
Public ad Private; Iteractio of Tort ad Isurace Law; How to Teach Disaster as Part of a Torts Curriculum.

Environmental Law Topics: Climate Chage, Cost-Beefit Aalysis ad the Social Cost of Carbo; Geeratios of 
Evirometal Law; Disaster Prevetio; Disaster Federalism; Climate Adaptatio

Confirmed Speakers:
Joatha H. Adler (Case Wester Reverve), Joohog Ah (Departmet of Nuclear Egieerig, Uiversity of 
Califoria Berkeley); Tom Baker (Pesylvaia); Rebecca M. Bratspies (CUNY); Robert D. Bullard (Barbara 
Jorda-Mickey Lelad School of Public Affairs, Texas Souther Uiversity); A E. Carlso (UCLA);  
James Mig Che (Louisville); Daiel H. Cole (Idiaa Maurer); David A. Daa (Northwester); Mary J. Davis 
(Ketucky); Howard M. Erichso (Fordham); Daiel A. Farber (Califoria, Berkeley); Victor B. Flatt (North 
Carolia); Sheila R. Foster (Fordham); Myriam Elizabeth Gilles (Cardozo); Michael Gree (Wake Forest);  
Blake Hudso (Stetso); Keith Norma Hylto (Bosto Uiversity); Gregory C. Keatig (Souther Califoria) 
Caroly Kousky (Keedy School of Govermet, Harvard); Susa S. Kuo (South Carolia); Christia Lahstei 
(Former Departmet of Risk, Liability ad Isurace, Muich Re, Muich, Germay); Gregory C. Keatig 
(Souther Califoria); Gregg P. Macey (Brookly); Joatha Masur (Chicago); Rachel Morello-Frosch (Departmet 
of Evirometal Sciece, Policy ad Maagemet, College of Natural Resources, Califoria Berkeley);  
Jaime Napier (Departmet of Psychology, Yale); May Nguye (formerly Vietamese Commuity Group, Los 
Ateles, CA); Michael L. Rustad (Suffolk); J. B. Ruhl (Vaderbilt); Adam F. Scales (Rutgers – Camde); 
Peter H. Schuck (Yale); Catherie M. Sharkey (NYU); Jed H. Shugerma (Harvard); Jaso M. Solomo (William & Mary);  
Rea I. Steizor (Marylad); Stephe D. Sugarma (Califoria, Berkeley).

Location:
The Mid-Year Meetig will take place at the Claremot Hotel i Berkeley, Califoria. Situated overlookig the Sa 
Fracisco Bay ad set amid palm trees ad rose gardes, this historic Berkeley Hills property is 2 miles from the 
Uiversity of Califoria at Berkeley ad 12 miles from dowtow Sa Fracisco.

Hotel Information:
Sigle/double occupacy is $189 plus 14.065% sales tax.  Childre stayig i the room with their paret(s) are free 
of charge.  There is a additioal charge of $20 per perso for more tha two adults sharig a room.  Check i time 
is 4:00 p.m., check out time is 12:00 p.m.  To reserve a room, visit www.aals.org/midyear2012/ ad click o the 
“Hotel” tab.

Registration Information:
Registratio fee for the Workshop o Torts, Eviromet ad Disaster is $495 for faculty of AALS member ad fee-
paid schools, ad $585 for faculty of o-fee-paid law schools, if registratio is received at AALS by May 3, 2012.  
The fee for registratios received after May 3rd are $545 for faculty of AALS member ad fee-paid schools, ad $645 
for faculty of o-fee-paid law schools

There is a discouted registratio fee for attedig both workshops (Workshop o Torts, Eviromet ad Disaster 
ad Workshop o Whe Techology Disrupts Law:  How Do IP, Iteret ad Bio Law Adapt?) of $780 for faculty of 
AALS member ad fee-paid schools, ad $865 for faculty of o-fee-paid law schools, if registratio is received at 
AALS by May 3, 2012.  The fee for registratios received after May 3rd are $865 for faculty of AALS member ad 
fee-paid schools, ad $960 for faculty of o-fee-paid law schools.

Look for online registration and registration forms at the AALS website www.aals.org/midyear2012/ .

Workshop on Torts, Environment and Disaster  continued from page 12
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2012 AALS Workshop on When Technology Disrupts Law: How Do IP, 
Internet and Bio Law Adapt?
June 10-12, 2012
The Claremont Hotel
Berkeley, California

Why Attend?

Sythetic biology, regeerative stem cells, chimera, fMRI, aotechology, cloud computig, social etworks, 
ad web 2.0 are just a few of the may techological advaces of the first decade of the twety-first cetury to which 
itellectual property (IP), iteret ad biolaw professioals are havig to help the law adapt.  This workshop will 
brig together leadig thikers ot oly from the legal academy, but also from fields of ecoomics, busiess, biology, 
ad computer sciece, to share isights about these techologies ad how the law ad lawyers ca best adapt to these 
ew pheomea.

The covetioal wisdom i the IP field has log bee that the grat of exclusive rights such as patets ad copy-
rights is essetial to foster iovatio i virtually all fields of edeavor.  This wisdom has bee called ito questio 
to some degree by the rise of peer productio processes, such as ope source developmet, ad by other modes of 
ope iovatio.  How has ad how should the law respod to ope iovatio?  If users are iovatig by tikerig 
with products that are pateted or copyrighted, should special rules privilege this tikerig? The iteret ad other 
advaces i iformatio techology have made it possible for people to collaborate at a distace to costruct sigificat 
iformatio resources such as Wikipedia.  Who ows what has bee created collaboratively?  What role do commos 
play i promotig iovatio ad progress?  The rise of amateur creatios such as remixes ad mashups of copyrighted 
cotet, which are widely available o sites such as YouTube, have geerated more legal questios tha aswers.

Social etworks allow sharig of iformatio beyod aythig that could have bee imagied a decade ago.  What 
resposibilities to the operators of these etworks have toward their users, particularly as to data miig with per-
soal data about the users?  Data miig has also become extremely importat with large data sets, ad bioiformatics 
is a ew field of research that does ot fit withi stadard models of discipliary fields.  Amog the challegig ques-
tios that have arise i the biological scieces have bee whether products of sythetic biology ca be copyrighted or 
subject to Creative Commos liceses.  Thickets of patets o stem cell iovatios ad geetic materials are said by 
some to pose threats to the ogoig progress of research i these fields, ad law professors, amog others, are offer-
ig suggestios about how to overcome obstacles of this sort.  

Beyod IP, advaces i biology ad biotechology icreasigly challege ot just the margis, but the core of 
the law as well.  Fuctioal brai scaig ca ow provide a detailed picture of the livig, thikig huma brai, 
complicatig our uderstadig of such legal cocepts as scieter, resposibility, guilt, ad puishmet.  Rapid, 
iexpesive geome sequecig allows patiets itimate kowledge of their geetic heritages, with cosequeces 
for employmet, isurace, health, ad family law.  Embryoic stem cells raise myriad bioethical issues, reewig 
legal debates over property rights i huma body parts ad abortio rights.  Ad, sythetic biology raises cocers 
biosafety, biosecurity, ad the democratizatio of biotechology.

This workshop will ot oly cosider these types of questios, but also what kids of chages to legal istitutios 
might be ecessary or desirable to reder the istitutios better able to adapt to the rapidly chagig techological 
eviromet i which we live.  Should the Federal Commuicatios Commissio have more regulatory authority 
over the iteret?  Do we eed to recreate the Office of Techology Assessmet iside the U.S. Cogress?  Is the 
Patet & Trademark Office able to hadle the iflux of applicatios i ew fields of techology?  How might the 
U.S. Copyright Office be revamped to make better use of iformatio techologies ad the iteret?  Does the Food 
& Drug Admiistratio eed to be redesiged?  Because so may of the techology challeges today are ot just 
atioal, but global i character, how does or should the regulatory ifrastructure o a iteratioal scale eed 
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to be recofigured to respod to these chages?  To what extet do techologies themselves express policy ad eve 
regulatory choices?

This two ad a half day workshop will feature three keyote speakers, several pleary paels o substative issues such 
as those metioed above, a debate about the patetig of geetic iformatio by lawyers who have bee ivolved i active 
litigatio o these matters, a opportuity to coverse with a remarkable group of seior wome i the IP field, breakout 
sessios to discuss ope iovatio i various fields, creative ways to teach difficult subjects with ad about techology, 
ad iflueces from other fields of kowledge that have a bearig o the work of IP, Iteret, ad biolaw professioals.

Planning Committee for Workshop on When Technology Disrupts Law: 
How Do IP, Internet and Biolaw Adapt?

Margo A. Bagley, University of Virginia School of Law
Mark P. McKenna, Notre Dame Law School

Paul Ohm, University of Colorado Law School
Pamela Samuelson, University of California Berkeley School of Law, Chair

Andrew W. Torrance, University of Kansas School of Law

Topics Include: Ope Iovatio ad Goverace Keyote; Ope Iovatio Pael; Updatig the Regulatory 
Ifrastructure – Domestic Regulatory; Challeges of Updatig Iteratioal Regulatory Ifrastructure; Debate; 
Coversatio with Seior Wome i the Itellectual Property Field; Big Data / Evolutioary / Geoomics; 
Techology as Policy; Cocurret Sessios (User-Geerated Cotet o Social Networks ad Other Collaborative 
Websites; Ope Biology; Commercializig Ope Iovatios; Social Networks ad Privacy; Teachig Biotech; 
Teachig with Digital Techology; Teachig Cyber Law; Cliical Educatio; New Istitutioal Ecoomics; 
Behavioral Ecoomics; Neurosciece/Cogitive Psychology/Marketig Behavior; Experimetal)

Speakers: Carliss Y. Baldwi (Harvard Busiess School); Teielle Brow (Utah); Da L. Burk (Califoria, 
Irvie); Rochelle C. Dreyfuss (New York Uiversity); Rebecca S. Eiseberg (Michiga); Adrew Edy (Staford 
School of Medicie); Edward W. Felte (Federal Trade Commissio); William W. “Terry” Fisher III (Harvard); 
Brett Frischma (Yeshiva); Daiel J. Gervais (Vaderbilt); Michael Goldberg (Corell); Wedy Jae Gordo 
(Bosto Uiversity); Stuart Graham (The Busiess School at Georgia Tech); Hery T. Greely (Staford); Paul 
Heald (Illiois); Christopher M. Holma (Missouri, Kasas City); Chris Hoofagle (Califoria, Berkeley); Joseph 
P. Jackso III (Ope Sciece Summit); Christie Jolls (Yale); Jeff Joas (IBM Research); Amy N. Kapczyski 
(Califoria, Berkeley); Daiel Katz (Michiga State); Ori S. Kerr (George Washigto); Edward Lee (Chicago-
Ket); Peter Lee (Califoria, Davis); Jessica Litma (Michiga); Lydia P. Lore(Lewis & Clark); Deirdre K. 
Mulliga(Uiversity of Califoria, Berkeley School of Iformatio); Ira S. Natheso (St. Thomas, Florida); 
Kevi E. Nooa (McDoell Boehe Hulbert & Berghoff LLP); Sea O’Coor (Uiversity of Washigto); 
Ruth Okediji (Miesota); Dave Opderbeck (Seto Hall); Frak A. Pasquale (Seto Hall); Victoria Phillips 
(America); Arti K. Rai (Duke); Daiel Ravicher (Yeshiva); Christopher Sprigma (Virgiia); Victoria C. 
Stodde (Columbia); Rebecca Tushet (Georgetow); Greg R. Vetter (Housto); Eric Vo Hippel (Massachusetts 
Istitute of Techology); Fred vo Lohma (Google, Ic.); Philip J. Weiser (Colorado); Christopher S. Yoo 
(Pesylvaia).

Location:
The Mid-Year Meetig will take place at the Claremot Hotel i Berkeley, Califoria. Situated overlookig the Sa 
Fracisco Bay ad set amid palm trees ad rose gardes, this historic Berkeley Hills property is 2 miles from the 
Uiversity of Califoria at Berkeley ad 12 miles from dowtow Sa Fracisco.

Workshop on When Technology Disrupts Law: How Do IP, Internet and Biolaw Adapt?  continued from page 14
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ACADEMIC SuPPORT
Chair: Herbert N. Ramy, Suffolk Uiversity Law School
Chair-Elect: Louis N. Schulze, New Eglad Law, Bosto

ADMINISTRATIvE LAW
Chair: Jeffrey S. Lubbers, America Uiversity, Washigto  
      College of Law
Chair-Elect: William D. Araiza, Brookly Law School

ADMIRALTY AND MARITIME LAW
Chair: Charles Norchi, Uiversity of Maie School of Law
Chair-Elect: Joh W. Reifeberg, Jr., Michiga State Uiversity 
      College of Law

AfRICA
Chair: Paolo Galizzi, Fordham Uiversity School of Law
Chair-Elect: Matthew H. Charity, Wester New Eglad  
      Uiversity School of Law

AGENCY, PARTNERSHIP, LLC'S AND 
uNINCORPORATED ASSOCIATIONS
Chair: Douglas K. Moll, Uiversity of Housto Law Ceter
Chair-Elect: Lyma P.Q. Johso, Washigto ad Lee 
      Uiversity School of Law

AGING AND LAW
Chair: Barry Kozak, The Joh Marshall Law School
Chair-Elect: Susa E. Cacelosi, Waye State Uiversity Law School

AGRICuLTuRAL LAW
Chair: Aliso Peck, West Virgiia Uiversity College of Law
Chair-Elect: Neil D. Hamilto, Drake Uiversity Law School

ALTERNATIvE DISPuTE RESOLuTION
Chair: Roald G. Aroovsky, Southwester Law School
Chair-Elect: Jeifer W. Reyolds, Uiversity of Orego School of Law

ANIMAL LAW
Chair: David S. Favre, Michiga State Uiversity College of Law
Chair-Elect: David N. Cassuto, Pace Uiversity School of Law

ANTITRuST AND ECONOMIC REGuLATION
Chair: Michael A. Carrier, Rutgers School of Law - Camde
Chair-Elect: Darre D. Bush, Uiversity of Housto Law Ceter

ART LAW
Chair: Steve A. Hetcher, Vaderbilt Uiversity Law School
Chair-Elect: Mega Carpeter, Texas Wesleya Uiversity  
      School of Law

BALANCE IN LEGAL EDuCATION
Chair: Amy C. Bushaw, Lewis ad Clark Law School
Chair-Elect: Lawrece S. Krieger, Florida State Uiversity 
     College of Law

BIOLAW
Chair: Michele Goodwi, Uiversity of Miesota Law School
Chair-Elect: Eilee M. Kae, Pesylvaia State 

Uiversity The Dickiso School of Law

BuSINESS ASSOCIATIONS
Chair: Brett H. Mc Doell, Uiversity of Miesota Law School
Chair-Elect: Joa M. Hemiway, Uiversity of Teessee College 
     of Law

CHILDREN AND THE LAW
Chair: Jessica Dixo Weaver, Souther Methodist Uiversity, 
     Dedma School of Law
Chair-Elect: Joatha Todres, Georgia State Uiversity College of Law

CIvIL PROCEDuRE
Chair: Loy S. Hoffma, Uiversity of Housto Law Ceter
Chair-Elect: Lida S. Simard, Suffolk Uiversity Law School

Hotel Information:
Sigle/double occupacy is $189 plus 14.065% sales tax.  Childre stayig i the room with their paret(s) are free 
of charge.  There is a additioal charge of $20 per perso for more tha two adults sharig a room.  Check i 
time is 4:00 p.m., check out time is 12:00 p.m.  To reserve a room, visit www.aals.org/midyear2012/ ad click o 
the “Hotel” tab.
Registration Information:
Registratio fee for the Workshop o Whe Techology Disrupts Law: How Do IP, Iteret ad Bio Law Adapt? is 
$495 for faculty of AALS member ad fee-paid schools, ad $585 for faculty of o-fee-paid law schools, if regis-
tratio is received at AALS by May 3, 2012.  The fee for registratios received after May 3rd are $545 for faculty of 
AALS member ad fee-paid schools, ad $645 for faculty of o-fee-paid law schools.

There is a discouted registratio fee for attedig both workshops (Workshop o Whe Techology Disrupts Law:  
How Do IP, Iteret ad Bio Law Adapt? ad Workshop o Torts, Eviromet ad Disaster) of $780 for faculty 
of AALS member ad fee-paid schools, ad $865 for faculty of o-fee-paid law schools, if registratio is received 
at AALS by May 3, 2012.  The fee for registratios received after May 3rd is $865 for faculty of AALS member ad 
fee-paid schools, ad $960 for faculty of o-fee-paid law schools.

Look for olie registratio ad registratio forms at the AALS website www.aals.org/midyear2012/.  

AALS Section Chairs and Chair-Elects for 2012
The followig chairs ad chair-elects were elected at the Sectio’s busiess meetig held durig the AALS Aual Meetig i 
Jauary.  Sectio chairs ad chair-elects are ow i the process of selectig their topics ad plaig their programs for the 
2013 Aual Meetig to be held i New Orleas, Louisiaa.

Workshop on When Technology Disrupts Law: How Do IP, Internet and Biolaw Adapt?  continued from page 15
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CIvIL RIGHTS
Chair: Melissa Hart, Uiversity of Colorado School of Law
Chair-Elect: Michele Alexadre, Uiversity of Mississippi

CLINICAL LEGAL EDuCATION
Chair: Robert L. Joes, Jr., Notre Dame Law School
Co-Chair Elect: Elizabeth B. Cooper, Fordham Uiversity 
      School of Law
Co-Chair Elect: Marisa S. Ciaciarulo, Chapma Uiversity 
      School of Law

COMMERCIAL AND RELATED CONSuMER LAW
Chair: Sarah Howard Jekis, Uiversity of Arkasas at 
     Little Rock, William H. Bowe School of Law
Chair-Elect: Amelia H. Boss, Drexel Uiversity, Earle Mack 
     School of Law

COMPARATIvE LAW
Chair: Julie C. Suk, Bejami N. Cardozo School of Law 
     Yeshiva Uiversity
Chair-Elect: Ferada Giorgia Nicola, America Uiversity,
     Washigto College of Law

CONfLICT Of LAWS
Chair: Tobias Barrigto Wolff, Uiversity of Pesylvaia 
     Law School
Chair-Elect: Louise Weiberg, The Uiversity of Texas School of Law

CONSTITuTIONAL LAW
Chair: Mark S. Scarberry, Pepperdie Uiversity School of Law
Chair-Elect: Miguel Schor, Suffolk Uiversity Law School

CONTINuING LEGAL EDuCATION
Chair: J. Noah Fuderburg, The Uiversity of Alabama School of Law
Chair-Elect: Jeifer Dabso, America Uiversity, 

Washigto College of Law

CONTRACTS
Chair: Thomas W. Joo, Uiversity of Califoria at Davis School of Law
Chair-Elect: Larry T. Garvi, The Ohio State 

Uiversity, Michael E. Moritz College of Law

CREDITORS' AND DEBTORS' RIGHTS
Chair: Ala M. White, Valparaiso Uiversity School of Law
Chair-Elect: Kelli A. Alces, Florida State Uiversity College of Law

CRIMINAL JuSTICE
Chair: Beett Capers, Hofstra Uiversity School of Law
Chair-Elect: Nita Farahay, Vaderbilt Uiversity Law School

fOR THE LAW SCHOOL DEAN
Co-Chair: Darby Dickerso, Texas Tech Uiversity School of Law
Co-Chair: David N. Yelle, Loyola Uiversity, Chicago, School of Law

DEfAMATION AND PRIvACY
Chair: Amy Gajda, Tulae Uiversity School of Law
Chair-Elect: Gaia Berstei, Seto Hall Uiversity School of Law

DISABILITY LAW
Chair: Leslie P. Fracis, Uiversity of Utah, S. J. Quiey 
     College of Law
Chair-Elect: Richard M. Peterso, Pepperdie Uiversity School 
     of Law

EDuCATION LAW
Chair: Kimberly Jekis Robiso, The Uiversity of Richmod 
      School of Law
Chair-Elect: Mark C. Weber, DePaul Uiversity College of Law

EMPLOYEE BENEfITS AND ExECuTIvE 
COMPENSATION
Chair: Susa E. Cacelosi, Waye State Uiversity Law School
Chair-Elect: Breda Maher, Oklahoma City Uiversity School 
     of Law

EMPLOYMENT DISCRIMINATION LAW
Chair: Sadra Sperio, Uiversity of Ciciati College of Law
Chair-Elect: Deborah A Widiss, Idiaa Uiversity Maurer
     School of Law-Bloomigto

ENvIRONMENTAL LAW
Chair: Deis Bider, Chapma Uiversity School of Law
Chair-Elect: Jacquelie P. Had, Uiversity of Detroit Mercy
     School of Law

EvIDENCE
Chair: Jae Campbell Moriarty, Duquese Uiversity School 
     of Law
Chair-Elect: Erik Lillquist, Seto Hall Uiversity School of Law

fAMILY AND JuvENILE LAW
Chair: Theresa Gleo, Temple Uiversity, James E. Beasley
     School of Law
Chair-Elect: Lida C. McClai, Bosto Uiversity School of Law

fEDERAL COuRTS
Chair: Carlos M. Vazquez, Georgetow Uiversity Law Ceter
Chair-Elect: Stephe I. Vladeck, America Uiversity, 

Washigto College of Law

fINANCIAL INSTITuTIONS AND 
CONSuMER fINANCIAL SERvICES
Chair: Erik F. Gerdig, Uiversity of Colorado School of Law
Chair-Elect: Saule T. Omarova, Uiversity of North Carolia
     School of Law

GRADuATE PROGRAMS fOR NON-u.S. LAW YERS
Chair: Khary Horsby, Uiversity of Miesota Law School
Chair-Elect: Mark R. Shulma, Pace Uiversity School of Law

IMMIGRATION LAW
Chair: Nora V. Demleiter, Hofstra Uiversity School of Law
Chair-Elect: Mueer I. Ahmad, Yale Law School

INDIAN NATIONS AND 
INDIGENOuS PEOPLES
Chair: Matthew L.M. Fletcher, Michiga State Uiversity College 
     of Law
Chair-Elect: Ezra E.S. Rosser, America Uiversity, Washigto 
    College of Law

INSTITuTIONAL ADvANCEMENT
Chair: Mary H. Hoaglad, Brigham Youg Uiversity, 

J. Reube Clark Law School
Chair-Elect: Julia A. Yaffee, Sata Clara Uiversity School of Law

INSuRANCE LAW
Chair: Michelle E. Boardma, George Maso Uiversity School 
    of Law
Chair-Elect: Joshua C. Teitelbaum, Georgetow Uiversity 
    Law Ceter

INTELLECTuAL PROPERTY
Chair: Jeae Fromer, Fordham Uiversity School of Law
Chair-Elect: Collee Chie, Sata Clara Uiversity School of Law
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INTERNATIONAL  HuMAN RIGHTS
Chair: William V. Dulap, Quiipiac Uiversity School of Law
Chair-Elect: Michele Alexadre, Uiversity of Mississippi

INTERNATIONAL LAW
Chair: Christiaa Ochoa, Idiaa Uiversity Maurer School 
     of Law-Bloomigto
Chair-Elect: Stephaie Farrior, Vermot Law School

INTERNATIONAL LEGAL ExCHANGE
Chair: Jeffrey Ellis Thomas, Uiversity of Missouri-Kasas City 
     School of Law
Chair-Elect: Jeffrey Dodge, Hofstra Uiversity School of Law

INTERNET AND COMPuTER LAW
Chair: Michael W. Carroll, America Uiversity, Washigto
    College of Law
Chair-Elect: Paul Ohm, Uiversity of Colorado School of Law

ISLAMIC LAW
Chair: Clark B. Lombardi, Uiversity of  Washigto School of Law
Chair-Elect: Seval Yildirim, Whittier Law School

JEWISH LAW
Chair: David C. Flatto, Pesylvaia State Uiversity 

The Dickiso School of Law
Chair-Elect: Michael A. Helfad, Pepperdie Uiversity School
     of Law

JuRISPRuDENCE
Chair: Paul Litto, Uiversity of Missouri School of Law
Chair-Elect: Robi B. Kar, Uiversity of Illiois College of Law

LABOR RELATIONS AND EMPLOYMENT LAW
Chair: Jeffrey M. Hirsch, Uiversity of North Carolia School 
    of Law
Chair-Elect: Peggie Smith, Washigto Uiversity i St. Louis
     School of Law

LAW AND ANTHROPOLOGY
Chair: Weoa T. Sigel, Michiga State Uiversity College 
     of Law
Chair-Elect: Kriste A. Carpeter, Uiversity of Colorado
     School of Law

LAW AND ECONOMICS
Chair: James W. Bowers, Louisiaa State Uiversity, 

Paul M. Herbert Law Ceter
Chair-Elect: Joatha Klick, Uiversity of Pesylvaia 
     Law School

LAW AND INTERPRETATION
Chair: Keith J. Bybee, Syracuse Uiversity College of Law
Chair-Elect: Frak S. Ravitch, Michiga State Uiversity College 
     of Law

LAW AND MENTAL DISABILITY
Chair: Jeifer A. Gudlach, Hofstra Uiversity School of Law
Chair-Elect: Aliso Bares, Marquette Uiversity

LAW AND RELIGION
Chair: Paul Horwitz, The Uiversity of Alabama School of Law
Co-Chair Elect: B. Jessie Hill, Case Wester Reserve Uiversity
     School of Law
Co-Chair Elect: Beradette A. Meyler, Corell Law School

LAW AND SOuTH ASIAN STuDIES
Chair: Shubha Ghosh, Uiversity of Wiscosi Law School
Chair-Elect: Sudha N. Setty, Wester New Eglad Uiversity 
     School of Law

LAW AND SPORTS
Chair: Joseph G. Hylto, Marquette Uiversity
Chair-Elect: Keeth D. Ferguso, Uiversity of 

Missouri-Kasas City School of Law

LAW AND THE HuMANITIES
Chair: Melissa E. Murray, Uiversity of Califoria, Berkeley 
     School of Law
Chair-Elect: Beett Capers, Hofstra Uiversity School of Law

LAW AND THE SOCIAL SCIENCES
Chair: Meera Deo, Thomas Jefferso School of Law

LAW LIBRARIES AND LEGAL INfORMATION
Chair: Michelle M. Wu, Georgetow Uiversity Law Ceter
Chair-Elect: James E.  Dugga, Tulae Uiversity School of Law

LAW, MEDICINE AND HEALTH CARE
Chair: Jeifer S. Bard, Texas Tech Uiversity School of Law
Chair-Elect: Elizabeth Weeks Leoard, Uiversity of Georgia 
     School of Law

LEGAL HISTORY
Chair: Daiel W. Hamilto, Uiversity of Illiois College of Law
Chair-Elect: Tahirih V. Lee, Florida State Uiversity College of Law

LEGAL WRITING, REASONING AND RESEARCH
Chair: Kathlee Elliott Viso, Suffolk Uiversity Law School
Chair-Elect: Judith A. Rosebaum, Northwester Uiversity 
     School of Law

LEGISLATION & LAW Of THE POLITICAL PROCESS
Chair: William S. Blatt, Uiversity of Miami School of Law
Chair-Elect: Daiel P. Tokaji, The Ohio State Uiversity, 
     Michael E. Moritz College of Law

LITIGATION
Chair: Keeth Kadaras, The Joh Marshall Law School
Chair-Elect: Jose Felipe Aderso, Uiversity of Baltimore

MASS COMMuNICATION LAW
Chair: Auj C. Desai, Uiversity of Wiscosi Law School
Chair-Elect: RoNell Aderse Joes, Brigham Youg
    Uiversity, J. Reube Clark Law School

MINORITY GROuPS
Chair: Audrey G. McFarlae, Uiversity of Baltimore
Chair-Elect: Xua-Thao Nguye, Souther Methodist Uiversity,
     Dedma School of Law

NATIONAL SECuRITY LAW
Chair: Stephe Dycus, Vermot Law School
Chair-Elect: Afshee J. Radsa, William Mitchell College of Law

NATuRAL RESOuRCES LAW
Chair: Irma S. Russell, Uiversity of Motaa School of Law
Chair-Elect: Jaso J. Czarezki, Vermot Law School

NEW LAW PROfESSORS
Chair: Marcia L. Mc Cormick, Sait Louis Uiversity School 
     of Law
Chair-Elect: Christopher C. Lud, Waye State Uiversity 
     Law School
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NON-PROfIT LAW AND PHILANTHROPY
Chair: Daa Brakma Reiser, Brookly Law School
Chair-Elect: Robert A. Katz, Idiaa Uiversity 

Robert H. McKiey School of Law

NORTH AMERICAN COOPERATION
Chair: Elizabeth N. Burleso, Pace Uiversity School of Law
Chair-Elect: Ferado Villarreal-Goda, Free Faculty of 
     Law of Moterrey

PART-TIME DIvISION PROGRAMS
Chair: Lida S. Aderso, Stetso Uiversity College of Law
Chair-Elect: Jo M. Garo, Norther Ketucky Uiversity,
     Salmo P. Chase College of Law

POST-GRADuATE LEGAL EDuCATION
Chair: Arold S. Roseberg, Thomas Jefferso School of Law
Chair-Elect: Matthew Parker, Uiversity of Pesylvaia 
     Law School

POvERTY LAW
Chair: Emily Befer, Loyola Uiversity, Chicago, School of Law
Chair-Elect: Jessica Steiberg, The George Washigto  
    Uiversity Law School

PRELEGAL EDuCATION AND ADMISSION TO 
LAW SCHOOL
Chair: Michelle Alliso, Thomas Jefferso School of Law
Chair-Elect: Alicia K. Cramer, South Texas College of Law

PRO-BONO & PuBLIC SERvICE OPPORTuNITIES
Chair: Elizabeth Tobi-Tyler, Roger Williams Uiversity School 
     of Law
Chair-Elect: Mari B. Leo, Uiversity of Miami School of Law

PROfESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY
Chair: Peter Margulies, Roger Williams Uiversity School of Law
Chair-Elect: Joh P. Sahl, Uiversity of Akro, 

C. Blake McDowell Law Ceter

PROPERTY LAW
Chair: Shelley Ross Saxer, Pepperdie Uiversity School of Law
Chair-Elect: Hari Michele Osofsky, Uiversity of Miesota 
     Law School

REAL ESTATE TRANSACTIONS
Chair: Debra P. Stark, The Joh Marshall Law School
Chair-Elect: Joh A. Lovett, Loyola Uiversity New Orleas
    College of Law

REMEDIES
Chair: W. Joatha Cardi, Wake Forest Uiversity School of Law
Chair-Elect: Samuel Jorda, Sait Louis Uiversity School 
     of Law

SCHOLARSHIP
Chair: Orde F. Kittrie, Arizoa State Uiversity 

Sadra Day O'Coor College of Law
Chair-Elect: Arthur B. Laby, Rutgers School of Law - Camde

SECuRITIES REGuLATION
Chair: Kimberly D. Krawiec, Duke Uiversity School of Law
Chair Elect: Richard W. Paiter, Uiversity of 

Miesota Law School

SExuAL ORIENTATION AND 
GENDER IDENTITY ISSuES
Chair: Jose M. Gabilodo, Florida Iteratioal Uiversity
    College of Law
Chair-Elect: Saru Matambaadzo, Tulae Uiversity School of Law

SOCIO-ECONOMICS
Chair: Irma S. Russell, Uiversity of Motaa School of Law
Chair-Elect: Jeffrey L. Harriso, Uiversity of Florida, 
     Frederic G. Levi College of Law

STATE AND LOCAL GOvERNMENT LAW
Chair: Rick Su, Uiversity at Buffalo Law School
Chair-Elect: Sheila R. Foster, Fordham Uiversity School of Law

STuDENT SERvICES
Chair: Michelle D. Maso, Florida Iteratioal Uiversity 
    College of Law
Chair-Elect: Jeifer T. DiSaza, Capital Uiversity Law School

TAxATION
Chair: Reuve S. Avi-Yoah, The Uiversity of Michiga 
     Law School
Chair-Elect: Leadra Lederma, Idiaa Uiversity 

Maurer School of Law-Bloomigto

TEACHING METHODS
Chair: Barbara A. Gleser Fies, Uiversity of 

Missouri-Kasas City School of Law
Chair-Elect: Michael H. Schwartz, Washbur 

Uiversity School of Law

TORTS AND COMPENSATION SYSTEMS
Chair: Joh Valery White, Uiversity of Nevada, Las Vegas, 
William S. Boyd School of Law
Chair-Elect: Jeifer Wriggis, Uiversity of Maie School of Law

TRANSACTIONAL LAW AND SKILLS
Chair: Joa M. Hemiway, Uiversity of Teessee College of Law
Chair-Elect: Eric Gouvi, Wester New Eglad 

Uiversity School of Law

TRuSTS AND ESTATES
Chair: Laura A. Rosebury, Washigto Uiversity i 

St. Louis School of Law
Chair-Elect: William P. LaPiaa, New York Law School

WOMEN IN LEGAL EDuCATION
Chair: Nacy Levit, Uiversity of Missouri-Kasas City 
     School of Law

Chair-Elect: Bridget J. Crawford, Pace Uiversity School of Law
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Call for Proposals for Crosscutting Programs for 2013 AALS Annual 
Meeting

AALS is requestig proposals for Crosscuttig Programs for the 2013 AALS Aual Meetig i New Orleas, 
LA.  Crosscuttig Programs focus o multi-subject ad iterdiscipliary subjects with ew perspectives o legal issues 
or the professio. Crosscuttig programs will attract a wide audiece of law faculty teachig a variety of topics.

Faculty members at AALS member law schools may submit a proposal for a Crosscuttig Program. Foreig, 
visitig ad adjuct faculty members, graduate studets, ad fellows are ot eligible to submit a proposal.

Successful proposals will iclude creative topics ad presetatio formats ad should ot feature a program or 
subject that could be offered by a AALS Sectio.  Additioally, they should ot coflict with other program topics 
beig preseted at the 2013 AALS Aual Meetig. To esure there is o overlap, the Crosscuttig Selectio 
Committee will evaluate all proposals i light of AALS Sectio ad AALS Committee programs already plaed for 
the 2013 Aual Meetig.

The committee will cosider the followig: 

Is the format iovative? •	
Will the program attract a broad audiece? •	
Is there a diversity of preseters ad multiplicity of plaers? •	
Is there juior ad seior professor ivolvemet? •	
Does the topic cross over commo issues ad trasced a particular subject area? •	
Would there be a publicatio comig out of the program? •	

For a proposal to be cosidered, it must iclude the followig iformatio:

Program title.•	
Detailed descriptio ad explaatio of what the program is tryig to accomplish.•	
Names of the plaers of the program ad descriptio of how the program idea was geerated.•	
Names of speakers to be ivited icludig their full ames ad schools with a lik to or copy of their curricula •	
vitae.
Presetatio format of the program.•	
Program publishig iformatio: Will the program be published? If so, where would it be published? •	

Examples of prior Crosscuttig Programs iclude the followig: 

“The Busiess of Tax Patets: At the Crossroads of Patet, Tax ad Busiess Law”•	
“New Legal Realism”  •	
“The Law ad Sciece of Trustworthy Electios: Facig the Challeges of Iteret Votig ad Other E-Votig •	
Techologies”

Please email your submissios ad required iformatio to crosscuttig@aals.org by April 13, 2012.
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Linda Jellum Appointed as AALS Associate Director
Effective Jauary 1, 2012, Professor Lida D. Jellum of the Mercer 

Uiversity School of Law bega her term as AALS Associate Director.

Ofte referred to as a “triple threat,” Jellum ears the respect ad 
awe of colleagues as a teachig award wier who at the same time is 
a egaged, productive scholar, yet with the added bous of a talet 
for service.  Jellum has voluteered for AALS i multiple capacities, 
coveyig high eergy ad a positive approach to whatever it is that 
she takes o.  Oe of the maistays of the program for cadidates at 
the Faculty Recruitmet Coferece ad a key member of the team 
that has put together the SEALS Coferece for years, Jellum will 
offer isight as to how AALS ca improve ad expad programs ad 
further serve faculty ad academic leaders at member law schools.

“I’ve come to believe that AALS very much eeds the additioal 
capacity grouded i a experieced legal educator, particularly at 
this time of so much positive fermet withi legal educatio combied 
with itese exteral criticism of law schools ad legal educatio,” 
stated Susa Prager, AALS Executive Director, i a December 2011 memoradum to member school Deas.  “I’m 
grateful to Lida ad to her family for their willigess to move to Washigto D.C. so that Lida ca cotribute 
her may talets to improvig the work of AALS.”

Durig the fall of 2011, Jellum visited at Florida State College of Law where she taught Property ad Admiistrative 
Law. I additio to teachig, she has coached umerous moot court teams throughout her eight years of teachig. She 
has received umerous teachig ad coachig awards for her service.

Jellum is a prolific scholar ad has writte extesively i the areas of Admiistrative Law ad Statutory 
Iterpretatio. Her most recet articles iclude the followig: Heads I Win, Tails You Lose: Reconciling Brow v. Garder’s 
Presumption that Interpretive Doubt be Resolved in Veterans’ Favor with Chevro’s Second Step, 61 AM. U.L. Rev. 59 (forthcomig 2011); 
But That Is Absurd! Why Specific Absurdity Undermines Textualism, 76 Brooklyn L. Rev. 917 (2011).  Jellum has also authored two 
books o statutory iterpretatio: MasTerinG sTaTUTory inTerPreTaTion (Carolia Academic Press) (2008) ad 
moDern sTaTUTory inTerPreTaTion: Problems, Theories, anD lawyerinG sTraTeGies (2d ed.) (co-authored) 
(Carolia Academic Press) (2009).

“I am thrilled to be joiig AALS durig this challegig time for legal educatio,” said Jellum. “I look forward 
to cotributig to the team ad providig a ecessary perspective.”

Professor Jellum serves or has served o may professioal committees ad boards. She recetly was a board 
member for the Southeaster Associatio of Law Schools; she is a coucil member for the America Bar Associatio 
Sectio’s o Admiistrative Law ad Regulatory Practice; ad she has served o AALS committees, spoke at 
programs, ad served i the leadership of umerous sectios.

Prior to joiig the Mercer faculty, Professor Jellum spet five years workig for Washigto State’s Attorey 
Geeral’s office. While there, she served as lead attorey for the Departmet of Social ad Health Services. Before 
workig as a assistat attorey geeral, she served as a law clerk for the Hoorable Paul Yesawich i New York State.

Professor Jellum received her J.D. from Corell Law School ad her udergraduate degree from Corell 
Uiversity. She has the uique hoor of havig sat for ad passed five states’ bar exams.

For Jellum’s full bio, please visit http://www.law.mercer.edu/facultystaff/bios/lida-d-jellum.
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Workshop for New Law School Teachers 
June 21-23, 2012 (Thursday – Saturday)
Washington, D.C.

Why Attend?
At the 30th aual Workshop, ew law teachers will share their excitemet, experieces ad cocers with each other 
ad with a roster of seior ad juior faculty chose for their track record of success ad their diversity of scholarly 
ad teachig approaches. These professors will pass alog ivaluable advice about teachig ad testig techiques ad 
tips for developig, placig ad promotig oe's scholarship.   Speakers will also address how to maage the demads 
of istitutioal service, as well as the expectatios of studets ad colleagues, alog with special challeges that arise 
whe cofrotig cotroversial topics.

Topics Include:
A Dea’s Perspective:; Welcome to the Professio; Nuts ad Bolts - Tips ad Tricks of Scholarship; Gettig Started 
with Your Scholarly Ageda – Idetity, Scholarship, Networkig; Those Who Have Already Writte - Where Are You 
o Scholarly Ageda; Teachig: Learig Styles; Teachig: Preparatio ad Methods; Maagig the Classroom; 
A Dea’s Perspective: Service ad Istitutioal Citizeship; Teure Track (Service ad Professioalism for Juior 
Faculty); Etry Level/Job Market Track (Visitig Assistat Professors, Fellowship); Evaluatio; ad Reports from the 
Early Years.

Speakers Include:
Rory D. Badahur (Washbur); Derek W. Black (Howard); Zachary Bray (Housto); Erika George (Utah); 
Phoebe A. Haddo (Marylad); Kevi R. Johso (Califoria, Davis); Lawrece C. Levie (Pacific McGeorge); 
Paula Lustbader (Seattle); Jeffrey A. Maie (Maie); Russell A. McClai (Marylad); Lisa H. Nicholso (Louisville); 
Mariela Olivares (Howard); Jeifer L. Rosato (Norther Illiois); Rose Cuiso Villazor (Hofstra); Lu-i Wag 
(Pittsburgh); Lidsay F. Wiley (America); Serea M. Williams (Wideer); Laurie B. Zimet (Califoria, Hastigs).

Workshop for New Law School Clinical Teachers
June 20-21, 2012 (Wednesday-Thursday)
Washington, D.C.

Why Attend?
The Workshop for New Law School Cliical Teachers is desiged to offer ew faculty member a itroductio to 
cliical teachig ad to the challeges of balacig the various roles that cliical teachers are expected to perform.  
The Workshop will address the basic tasks of the cliical teacher—settig goals for cliical courses, teachig 
professioal skills ad values, supervisig studets ad producig scholarship—ad will iclude the perspective 
of cliicias who were recetly ew teachers themselves  Cocurret sessios will focus o importat questios of 
evaluatio ad collaboratio i a cliical cotext.   

Topics Include:
History ad Curret Treds i Cliical Legal Educatio; Teachig Goals, Skills ad Values of Cliical Legal 
Educatio; Future Treds; Program/Cliic Desig; Navigatig the Academy; Scholarship; ad Thigs I Wish 
Someoe Had Told Me Whe I Started. 

Attention Deans and Associate Deans!
Upcoming Workshops for Your New Law School Faculty and the 

Workshop for Pretenured People of Color Law School Faculty
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Speakers Include:
Brya L. Adamso (Seattle); Okiaer Christia Dark (Howard); Phyllis Goldfarb (George Washigto);  
Leigh Goodmark (Baltimore); Reee M. Hutchis (Marylad); Carol L. Izumi (Califoria, Hastigs);  
Katherie R. Kruse (Nevada); Atoiette Sedillo Lopez (New Mexico); Tamar Meekis (Howard); J. P. "Sady" Ogilvy 
(Catholic); Breda V. Smith, (America); Jessica Steiberg (George Washigto); Valorie K. Vojdik (Teessee).

Workshop for Pretenured People of Color Law School Teachers 
June 23-24, 2012 (Saturday-Sunday)
Washington, D.C.
AALS thanks and recognizes the Law School Admission Council for their generous grant to support this workshop.

Why Attend?
From their first day of teachig util teure, miority law teachers face special challeges i the legal academy. 
At this workshop, diverse paels of experieced ad successful law professors will focus o these challeges as they 
arise i the cotext of scholarship, teachig, service, ad the teure process. The workshop dovetails with the AALS 
Workshop for New Law School Teachers by providig sustaied emphasis o the distictive situatios of preteured 
people of color law school teachers.

Topics Include:
Teachig; Scholarship Overview; Gettig Started with Scholarly Ageda – Idetity, Scholarship, Networkig; Preparig 
the Teure File; Service: Whe to Say No, Whe to Say Yes; Beyod Gettig Teure:  Why a Pla is Importat.

Speakers Include:
Steve Beder (Seattle); Kare E. Bravo (Idiaa, Idiaapolis) Hery L. Chambers, Jr. (Richmod); Robert S. 
Chag (Seattle); Agela J. Davis (America); Taya Kateri Heradez (Fordham); Eresto A. Herádez-Lopez 
(Chapma); Gilbert A. Holmes (Baltimore); Susa R. Joes (George Washigto); Veryl Victoria Miles (Catholic); 
Agela I. Owuachi-Willig (Iowa); Margaret M. Russell (Sata Clara).

Information for all three Workshops:
Registration Information:
The registratio fee for the Workshop for New Law School Teachers for AALS member ad fee-paid law schools is: 
$550 early bird fee, $600 is the regular fee.

The registratio fee for the Workshop for New Law School Cliical Teachers for AALS member ad fee-paid law 
schools is: $255 early bird fee, $305 is the regular fee.

The registratio fee for the Workshop for Preteured People of Color Law School Teachers for AALS member ad 
fee-paid law schools is: $255 early bird fee, $305 is the regular fee.

Two Combined Workshops:
The registratio fees for attedig two combied Workshops (New Law School Teachers ad Preteured People of 
Color Law School Teachers or New Law School Teachers ad New Law School Cliical Teachers) for AALS member 
ad fee-paid law schools are: $660 early bird fee, $710 is the regular fee.

The registratio fees for attedig all three Workshops (New Law School Teachers, Preteured People of Color Law 
School Teachers ad New Law School Cliical Teachers) for AALS member ad fee-paid law schools are: $770 early 
bird fee, $820 is the regular fee.

Look for olie registratio ad registratio forms at the AALS website at www.aals.org/lt2012/ .
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Location:
The Workshops will take place at the Mayflower Reaissace Hotel located at 1127 Coecticut Ave. NW, Washigto, 
DC. The Mayflower opeed i 1925 ad was quickly labeled Washigto, DC's "Secod Best Address" by Presidet 
Harry Truma. This historic hotel is ear Dupot Circle, the Farragut North Metro stop, ad atioal moumets 
ad museums. 

Room Rates: 
Sigle/Double occupacy is $239 per ight plus 14.5% sales tax. Childre stayig i the same room with their 
paret(s) are free of charge. There is a additioal charge of $20 per perso for more tha two adults sharig a room.  
Check-i time is 3:00 pm; check-out time is 12:00 p.m. This hotel has a smoke-free policy. To reserve a room, visit 
www.aals.org/lt2012/ ad click o the “Hotel” tab.

Planning Committee for AALS Workshop for New Law School Teachers, 
Workshop for Pretenured People of Color Law School Teachers and 

Workshop for New Law School Clinical Teachers

Okianer Christian Dark, Howard University School of Law
Susan R. Jones, The George Washington University Law School

Sapna Kumar, University of Houston Law Center
Xuan-Thao Nguyen, Southern Methodist University Dedman School of Law, Chair

Laurie B. Zimet, University of California Hastings College of Law

It’s a Banner Year for Membership
O Jauary 5, 2012, the House of Represetatives approved 
the membership of four law schools, the largest yearly 
icrease sice the early 1980s: the Earle Mack School of Law 
at Drexel Uiversity i Philadelphia, Pesylvaia; North 
Carolia Cetral Uiversity School of Law i Durham, 
North Carolia; the Uiversity of St. Thomas School 
of Law i Mieapolis, Miesota; ad Texas Wesleya 
Uiversity School of Law i Fort Worth, Texas. "This is 
a very special year, as far as membership," said Executive 
Director Susa Westerberg Prager. "Each oe of these 
schools brigs its ow persoality to our membership."    

The Earle Mack School of Law at Drexel Uiversity opeed 
i 2005. The law school defies itself as oe that pursues 
iovatio i teachig ad program. A part of its missio is to ifuse service through the program provided to 
studets. At the same time, the law school has bee able to develop strog scholarly values. The strog support ad 
commitmet of the Uiversity has bee a key factor i the law school’s ability to establish itself very quickly ad to 
make rapid progress i its early years. Equally importat i the law school’s developmet was the recruitmet of a 
experieced ad accomplished core faculty of teacher-scholars who are iterested i the potetial of a ew istitutio.  
Faculty members have bee sigificatly ivolved i goverace from the outset, ad this culture should serve the law 
school well i umerous ways i the future.
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North Carolia Cetral Uiversity School of Law opeed i the 1940. Authorized by the North Carolia Geeral 
Assembly as a “separate-but-equal” optio for Africa Americas, this law school was the atio’s secod Historically 
Black College. Today, the law school has cotiued to emphasize, share, ad promote its vitally importat missio. 
Cetral to this missio is the educatio of studets who are committed to public service ad to meetig the eeds of 
the uderserved. The faculty remais admirably ad passioately devoted to esurig the success of their studets 
so that graduates successfully eter the practice of law ad work to serve the iterests of justice withi their state. 
Now, studets of all races ad may backgrouds come to North Carolia Cetral to become part of this missio. 
The law school is aided i this missio by the success of so may alumi who have become members of the judiciary 
ad other effective members of the legal professio. Improvemets i recet years iclude the successful effort to 
equalize the fudig of the state law school. Equally importat, the Chacellor elevated the school’s aspiratios ad 
stressed the importace of successful research efforts to the educatio studets receive ad to the log term health 
of the Uiversity.

The Uiversity of St. Thomas first operated a law school from 1923-1933.  More tha fifty years later, the Uiversity 
commissioed a feasibility study to cosider reopeig the law school. The Uiversity had a strog commitmet to 
creatig a ew law school.  The Board of Trustees the approved the reopeig of the law school o the uderstadig 
that the school would focus o the Roma Catholic itellectual ad moral traditio.  A strog faculty was assembled.  
Its members demostrate a commitmet to teachig ad evidece productivity i research, as well as a devotio to 
the school’s visio of the role it ca play as a Catholic law school dedicated “to itegratig faith ad reaso i the 
search for truth through a focus o morality ad social justice.”  The law school is also committed to the professioal 
preparatio of its studets ad to ecouragig studets’ itegratio of their faith ad deepest ethical priciples 
ito their professioal character ad idetity. This law school has developed iovative programs to help achieve its 
itegrated missio.  

Texas Wesleya Uiversity School of Law origially opeed i 1989 as the Dallas/Fort Worth School of Law, which 
was affiliated with Texas Wesleya Uiversity. I 1992, the law school assumed its curret ame. The law school’s 
missio icludes access to educatio ad diversity, with a special emphasis o first geeratio college studets.  It is 
evidet that a belief i the importace of this missio is clearly shared by the Uiversity’s leadership ad by its faculty.  
The law school has maaged its fiaces well ad takes pride that its tuitio levels help support its commitmet to 
access. The law school is a strog ad viable istitutio. This stregth comes i part from the Presidet ad the 
Uiversity as a whole, as well as from the Fort Worth commuity. The law school’s stregth also has grow because 
of the leadership of key faculty members who have effectively ecouraged the developmet of scholarship, while 
simultaeously remaiig focused o the importace of teachig ad studets. This dual focus is impressive ad 
should serve the law school well.  

While these law schools are each quite differet from each other, they share a commitmet to the core values of the 
AALS. With the additio of the four schools, AALS ow has 176 members.
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Susan D. Carle, Planning Committee Chair, American University Washington College of Law

The AALS 2012 Aual Meetig Workshop o “The Future of the Legal Professio: Implicatios for Legal Educatio” 
took place o Jauary 5, 2012, before stadig-room oly crowds. The workshop examied the iteractio betwee 
chages i the legal professio ad chages i legal educatio.

Although it might seem that the workshop plaig committee imbly put together this workshop i respose to 
the recet spate of egative publicity about law schools i the New York Times ad elsewhere, plaig for the workshop 
actually took place i stages over several years. Its origis bega i ideas geerated by the AALS Professioal 
Resposibility Sectio i 2009, as developed by a creative ad eergetic proposal committee composed of  
Ted Scheyer (Arizoa), Peter Joy (Washigto Uiversity), Barbara Gleser-Fies (Missouri-Kasas City),  
Louise Hill (Wideer), Peter Margulies (Roger Williams), ad me. Tom Morga (George Washigto) proposed a 
similar idea as well. I early 2010, a workshop plaig committee bega plaig the details of this coferece.  
The plaig committee members were Carla Pratt (Pe State-Dickiso), Reee Kake (Michiga State),  
Carol Needham (Sait Louis), ad Mitt Rega (Georgetow). Their creative ideas ad hard work brought the may 
sessios to fruitio.

The full-day workshop brought together members of the legal academy to focus collectively o the implicatios of 
structural chages i the legal professio that will be affectig legal educatio far ito the future. As we leared 
durig the day, these chages are affectig all sectors of the legal professio: big firms, medium-sized firms, ad 
small firms; govermet work; so-called “busiess” employmet (a catch-all category for may kids of legal ad 
o-legal work); ad public iterest ad o-profit sector jobs. We iteded the workshop to focus o the professioal 
ad educatioal eeds of studets headig ito all of these practice locatios. We did ot pla to focus o ay oe 
type of practice; evertheless, as the speakers poited out, we eed to pay attetio to what is happeig with Big 
Law. Big Law’s curret troubles are impactig legal employmet more geerally. As Big Law udergoes seismic, 
structural, ad permaet chage o a global scale, large firms are hirig substatially fewer lawyers, especially 
juior lawyers. Law firms are subcotractig ad off-shorig much of the work juior associates used to do.  
Firms are providig legal services through leaer project maagemet arragemets, which are supplatig traditioal 
hourly billig arragemets ad forcig greater efficiecies i project staffig. These arragemets are icreasig 
busiess ad productio pressures o juior lawyers. May firms are strugglig i the face of iteratioal ad cross-
discipliary competitio; eve some very large firms have imploded ad vaished like dead superovas. The law firms 
that are succeedig i this ew more competitive eviromet are doig so by becomig leaer ad meaer.  The 
idisputable result of these Big Law chages for our studets is that there are fewer law jobs tha there used to be, ad 
there is more competitio to get them.

Structural chages have bee uderway for a log time, as scholars who study the legal professio have oted. 
The chages are ot simply due to the Great Recessio, though the Recessio did exacerbate ecoomic competitio ad 
thus speed up the rate of such chage. Nor will these developmets etirely reverse themselves whe the Great Recessio 
eds. Ideed, as legal historias have log documeted, ogoig structural chage has bee a cotiual feature of 
the America legal professio throughout its history, drivig chages i practice arragemets ad legal educatio 
alike. There is o reaso lawyers today should be ay more immue from these pressures tha lawyers from ay other 
historical era have bee. Thus, the workshop brought home the reality that legal educators should embrace calls for 
chage i legal educatio because such chage is ievitable; the key questio is how legal educatio should respod, ot 
whether it must do so.

What does chage mea for legal educatio? It meas, to be sure, as a umber of speakers poited out, that legal 
educatio – alog with may other sectors of America eterprise – is curretly i somethig of a crisis. But this crisis 
has preseted worthwhile opportuities for rethikig ad retoolig practices i ways that ca ad will make legal 
educatio much better, more effective, more creative, ad more beeficial to our studets. 
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As the plaig committee discovered i a vivid ad cocrete way while explorig iovatios i legal educatio i 
preparatio for this workshop, there already is a great deal of very excitig work uderway i law schools throughout the 
coutry that is either directly or idirectly respodig to the well-recogized eed to retool legal educatio to respod 
to the ew challeges of the 21st Cetury. Last summer, the plaig committee set out “A Request For Proposals” 
regardig iovatios i law teachig ad iovatios at the itersectios amog scholarship, teachig, ad service. 
Nearly oe hudred AALS-affiliated faculty members set i proposals describig a wide ad rich rage of iovative 
ideas for law teachig that respod to the chagig demads of the professio. The resposes were so varied that it is 
hard to summarize them, but at least five geeral categories ad themes emerged.  

First, a great deal of experimetatio with co-teachig across disciplies is goig o, especially work i which 
law professors ad studets collaborate with faculty ad studets i other disciplies, icludig i such fields as 
architecture, medicie, busiess, social work, psychology, athropology, ad other social scieces. This work is ofte 
aimed at problem-solvig for cliet orgaizatios or groups i real-world situatios. The workshop sessios featured 
just a few of these may programs.

Secod, there is a move towards erichig the educatioal experieces of our sometimes bored third-year studets. 
New courses such as capstoe courses ad third year practicums are beig offered. The latter ofte ivolve studets workig 
with cliets or legal orgaizatios i real world situatios o advaced ad challegig legal problems that require studets 
to brig to bear a wide set of skills they have leared i the course of their law studies ad experietial placemets.

Third, there is earlier ad more sophisticated work beig doe to help studets thik about their career optios, 
values clarificatio, ad plaig ad pursuit of professioal goals.

Fourth, there is - ad has bee for some time ow - more work o so-called skills traiig, as ecouraged by the 
Caregie Report but as has bee virtually igored i high-profile media reports o legal educatio i recet moths.  
This itegratio of skills traiig with doctrial study i law schools is by o meas ew ews, but some of the ways 
that this traiig is takig place may be ew ad iterestig ews: Law faculties are pioeerig techology-rich 
experimets with virtual law firms, computer-based writig self-assessmet, o-lie role playig simulatios, web-
based outcome assessmet of teachig, podcastig, electroic discovery maagemet, studet software developmet 
to ehace access to legal services, ad much more.

Fifth, there are also may experimets focusig o teachig the affective, persoal character, ethics, ad service-
orieted aspects of beig a good lawyer.  Agai, the importace of focusig o these aspects of legal educatio is 
by o meas ew, but some of the ways we are doig so is ew.  Ideed, the aual meetig workshop was ot the 
oly recet AALS evet to cosider these aspects of legal educatio.  Last summer’s AALS mid-year coferece o 
“The Future of the Law School Curriculum” highlighted these ad other aspects of developig a rich law school 
curriculum. Carole Goldberg (UCLA), the plaig committee chair, metioed two such themes i particular for 
that coferece: first, the pedagogical iovatios of cliical legal educatio, which emphasizes problem-solvig 
rather tha doctrial ad policy aalysis; ad, secod, attetio to the multicultural ad multiatioal dimesios 
of law ad legal represetatio. These are themes that deserve cotiued attetio as we discuss educatig studets 
for a broad rage of practice optios i the face of a rapidly chagig professio.

We were so excited about the groudbreakig ad iovative chages takig place that we decided to post may of 
the resposes we received. To fid these resposes, look for a referece o the AALS home page (www.aals.org) to  
“I the Spotlight.”  These resposes reflect the great, utold story of chages i the legal professio ad implicatios 
for legal educatio today. The New York Times ad other media outlets have bee coverig a sesatioalized versio of the 
“bad” of legal educatio, but they are givig o equivalet i-depth attetio to the iovatio, serious soul searchig, 
chage that is takig place as law professors ad law school admiistrators pioeer iovatios from the groud level up 
at istitutios across the coutry.     

I sum, the workshop provided yet aother step i sharig assessmets about the future of the legal professio ad about 
how law schools are adaptig to that chagig future. Participats discovered ew ideas ad iovatios they could take 
back to their ow istitutios.  More importatly, the workshop helped foster coectios ad begi the dialogue by 
which such sharig will cotiue far ito the future. 
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