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ABSTRACT
This article presents a critical reflection on the disconnect between conventional legal training and the skills
needed by lawyers to support low-income communities of color, among others, in addressing U.S. systems of
oppression. It is intended to assist aspiring “movement lawyers” in developing their capacity to align their
strategic and tactical decision-making with the power dynamics faced by the communities they serve. It offers
some analytical tools and strategic resources - including the “Social Change Power Meter” - and provides a case
study of the national movement to dismantle the “school-to-prison pipeline,” in which lawyers played a critical
supporting role in addressing the overuse of out-of-school suspensions, expulsions, referrals to alternative
schools, school-based arrests, and other school referrals to the juvenile justice system.

*148 I. INTRODUCTION
Here is a scenario that has never happened in the history of advocacy:
Public interest lawyers walk into a room full of our country's wealthiest and most politically powerful
citizens to convince them that the system of oppression they have created and/or benefitted from should be
dismantled. The lawyers masterfully employ the full array of their argumentation skills, deftly summarizing
the vast economic, social, cultural, policy, and moral implications of the current system. They skillfully
weave in incisive and persuasive data along with an overwhelming body of research supporting their
position. They make an irrefutable case for immediate and substantial reform, and the policy proposals
they present are expertly crafted--each carefully designed to address longstanding systemic injustices with
maximum precision and impact. The clarity and cogency of the presentation grabs the full attention of
every person in the room. Their case made, the lawyers make a rousing appeal to our shared humanity
and their audience's enlightened self-interest, and conclude with a call to action on behalf of those who are
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needlessly suffering as a result of the system of oppression. For several seconds after they finish, the crowd is
silent, each person seemingly unable to breathe. Tears can even be spotted rolling down the cheeks of some
members of their audience. Then all at once, the group of billionaires and political power players rise as
one and exclaim, “YES! We have seen the error of our ways. The fog of ignorance has been lifted from our
eyes and we now see the need to eliminate the system that has enriched or empowered us beyond measure.
Let the people be liberated, and may we all bask in the glory of a just and equitable society!”
We, like many aspiring progressive lawyers, left law school deeply passionate about addressing large systemic injustices such as mass incarceration, inequitable educational opportunities, and the prevalence of poverty wages - that continually
reproduced the oppression, subordination, and disempowerment of low-income communities of color, in particular.
We were deeply influenced by Gerald López's brilliant and seminal book, Rebellious Lawyering, 1 and its progeny, 2
and were committed *149 to multi-faceted, community-based approaches to lawyering. We firmly believed that once
policymakers and the broader public were made aware of the devastating impact of these policies and practices on the
many communities we were working with around the country, and heard our eminently reasonable solutions to the
problems, they would be compelled to act. We simply assumed that if we made good use of our legal training and if our
arguments, litigation strategies, and policy proposals were better than those of the police departments, school districts,
and corporations on the other side of the table, then these systems of oppression would become unsustainable. The best
ideas would inevitably win out and justice would naturally prevail.

It didn't. Our original enthusiasm for creating large-scale social change was matched only by our ignorance of what
it would take for the communities we served to achieve it. We quickly came to the sobering conclusion that it did not
matter if we were “right,” meaning that our positions were more grounded in basic notions of justice and morality,
research, our foundational constitutional principles, common sense, and any reasonable understanding of what would
be most pragmatic for society overall. We soon learned that there are thousands of progressive lawyers all around the
country that are regularly “right” and yet still consistently find themselves on the losing end of important cases and
public policy debates. We also discovered that even while some remarkable “community lawyers” or “rebellious lawyers”
were dramatically expanding the advocacy capacity of low-income communities and making significant gains across the
country, many of the overall systemic problems were worsening. 3
What we failed to recognize was just how much some relatively small groups of people benefit from the oppression
and exploitation of low-income communities of color and other similarly situated communities, and how invested these
oppressors are in maintaining those systems. We learned these lessons the hard way; by coming face-to-face with the
beneficiaries of structural racism and structural poverty *150 and realizing that every advocacy strategy we had learned
in law school was virtually worthless in shifting their understanding or behavior. Sure, we are able to win largely
inconsequential shifts in policy or symbolic victories. But to meaningfully alter the conditions on the ground, and to
address the root causes of community oppression, we soon learned that we would have to reconceptualize our practice
and dramatically expand our own strategic capacity.
This reconceptualization started by examining our own theory of social change. As lawyers, we had been trained to think
narrowly in terms of policy, and how our legal skills could be used to create the just policies that we believed would
inexorably produce a just society. Fortunately, our practice allowed us to work with, and learn from, many remarkable
community organizers and grassroots leaders from across the country. Through those experiences we discovered that
the organizers had an entirely different understanding of the challenges their communities faced and how to eliminate
these challenges.
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These organizers and grassroots leaders do not think in terms of policy: They think in terms of power. Power, in this
context, means the ability to shape the world. For these organizers and leaders, the primary goal is not to change laws
or policies because that represents, at best, a means to an end. Instead, they seek to change the severely disproportionate
allocations of power that create and reinforce the systems of oppression that produce unjust laws and policies. They have
learned through decades of harsh lessons that even the most progressive policies are little more than words on a page
to their communities if the underlying power dynamics are not altered. Thus, these organizers and grassroots leaders
resist and disrupt the uses of power that have caused mass suffering for their families, friends, and neighbors, while
simultaneously building their community power so that they are better able to exercise self-determination and ensure
that all public policies reflect their particular needs and concerns.
These organizers and leaders study the mechanisms of power. Their strategies and tactics are focused on building power.
They consciously develop relationships to support power-building. Their proposed reforms are designed to shift the
balance of power. This is the approach that guides their work, yet it is an approach that is foreign to most lawyers,
including many of those who seek to use their training to join these organizers and leaders in their efforts.
This gap in understanding is of particular importance now, as numerous dynamic social movements and grassroots-led
campaigns flourish across the U.S. and produce transformative results. Yet all of these efforts desperately need more
resources to realize their enormous potential, and one of the resources they need most is lawyers *151 with the skills to
support meaningful grassroots power-building. This article is intended to assist aspiring “movement lawyers” in being
able to meet these on-the-ground needs so that more low-income communities of color and other oppressed communities
are able to advance their interests. Thus, it includes some analytical tools and strategic resources - including the “Social
Change Power Meter” - that we have designed to equip such lawyers with the skills they need to support the creation of
sustainable, large-scale efforts that can more effectively address the root causes of systemic injustice.
Because despite what seem like long odds, oppressed communities can win. As history has shown us time and time
again, David can beat Goliath. However, doing so requires that the affected community marshals more power than those
who are invested in preserving the status quo. Lawyers can be critical allies in this process, as has been demonstrated
recently in the national movement to dismantle the “school-to-prison pipeline” (infra Section IV). Nevertheless, doing
so at the scale necessary to effectively support the liberation of oppressed communities will require far more members
of our profession to (1) liberate themselves from the constraints imposed by conventional legal training and (2) embrace
grassroots power-building as a core function of their practice.
II. THE REALITY OF SYSTEMIC OPPRESSION
What Professor López demonstrated in Rebellious Lawyering 25 years ago is still true today: There is a massive disconnect
between the conditions that are causing mass suffering within low-income communities of color and the skillset taught
within virtually every law school. 4 There are still distressingly few lawyers who have been prepared to make meaningful
contributions to addressing deeply-entrenched systemic injustice within the education, criminal justice, juvenile justice,
healthcare, public transportation, voting rights, economic, and political systems, among other areas. 5
For example, consider the system of mass incarceration in the U.S. and its evolution since the 1980s:
[In 1982] we already had a massive (and expanding) justice system, with perhaps the largest police force and
the largest incarcerated population in the world. Indeed, our incarcerated population then - 621,885 - would
still rank as third-highest in the world today, behind only China and Russia. If we adjust for inflation, in
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1982 the *152 U.S. totaled $90 billion in justice spending (including police, corrections, judicial/legal, and
immigration enforcement spending). Nevertheless, we continued to aggressively expand both the size and
role of our justice system, particularly as a result of the escalation of the “War on Drugs” and the increased
use of the “tough on crime” approach. Thus, by 2012, total justice spending had increased by 229% to nearly
$297 billion. In other words, we spent over $206 billion more in 2012 than we did in 1982.

Even more staggering is the cumulative impact of those shifts in resources. Over the 30-year period from
1983 to 2012, we spent $3.4 trillion more on the justice system than we would have if it had merely stayed
the same size as it was in 1982.

This “surplus justice spending” ... turned our already-massive justice system into what we have today. As a
result, by 2013, our incarcerated population had more than tripled to 2,227,700, which is by far the largest
in the world. If we take into account all of the adults and youth who are behind bars, being otherwise
detained, or are within the probation and parole systems, there were nearly eight million individuals within
our justice system in 2013. 6

Even if lawyers were able to provide expert representation for every criminal defendant, create the best litigation strategy
for the greatest impact on law and policy, and have the most skilled advocates and lobbyists arguing for reform, our
profession would still barely be able to move the needle on the incarceration rate and justice spending in this country.
Why? To begin with, every state has hundreds (and perhaps thousands) of laws and policies that have been created over
the last 30+ years and actively contribute to this system. 7 Additionally, outside of formal policy, the culture and day-today practices that have developed within many law enforcement agencies pose a major barrier to typical reform efforts. 8
Moreover, after decades of being inundated with “law-and-order” messages through the news, popular TV shows and
movies, and political rhetoric, much of the public has *153 been conditioned to respond favorably to “tough-on-crime”
approaches. 9
However, these are minor challenges compared to the vast and formidable power structure that supports the system
of mass incarceration. There are more than two million police officers, corrections officers, prosecutors, and other
justice system employees whose continued employment is at least somewhat contingent upon preserving the current
system. 10 Additionally, many elected officials owe much of their political success to the “tough-on-crime” platforms
they adopted. 11 In short, there are numerous individuals, many of whom have significant public influence, who will
proudly defend mass incarceration. Nevertheless, these individuals are not the primary beneficiaries of this system.
Like all large systems of oppression, mass incarceration primarily serves the long-term interests of the wealthiest and
most politically powerful. 12 These largely hidden beneficiaries reap many benefits, including:
• The justice system currently serves to disproportionately protect their property and interests. 13

© 2018 Thomson Reuters. No claim to original U.S. Government Works.

4

Peleg, Talia 4/25/2018
For Educational Use Only

IT'S ABOUT POWER, NOT POLICY: MOVEMENT..., 23 Clinical L. Rev. 147

• Mass incarceration has severely disrupted and destabilized communities of color, which limits the social,
economic, and political advancement of these communities and reinforces their subordination vis-à-vis
wealthier and more politically powerful communities. 14

*154 • The over-policing and over-criminalization of communities, and particularly communities of color,
promotes social control and, from the perspective of the existing power structure, reduces the threat of
political dissent and collective action within subordinated communities. 15

• The prison industrial complex has produced vast profit-making opportunities for those with capital to
invest, most notably - but certainly not exclusively - within private, for-profit prisons. 16

• The over-criminalization of youth and adults ensures the continued availability of an abundant low-wage
labor force, a prerequisite for maximizing profits within our economic system. 17

• The mass incarceration system has fomented race- and class-based tension within and across communities,
which impedes the building of interracial and inter-class unity that could begin to address the structural
barriers to racial, economic, and social justice. 18

In these ways, mass incarceration is strikingly similar to slavery and Jim Crow segregation in the various benefits that
accrue to the *155 corporate and political “elite.” 19 While these individuals may permit marginal adjustments to this
system, they will defend the overall core structure with supreme vigor and often overwhelming resources. 20 Thus, a
relatively small number of people are able to exercise vastly outsized influence over a system that has been devastating
to millions of U.S. residents, and particularly to low-income communities of color that are substantially more affected
by over-policing and over-criminalization.
The analysis outlined above is not unique to mass incarceration. It is largely the same for each of the large systems of
oppression that affect low-income communities of color across the country. Yet lawyers are not typically prepared to
address challenges of this scale. Within this context, our standard legal strategies represent little more than a flea bite to
such elephantine systems of oppression. So, in the face of such formidable opposition, how should progressive lawyers
structure their practice?
III. SHIFTING POWER DYNAMICS
There are a number of ways in which our progressive legal community must improve its collective strategic capacity
and understanding of what it takes to prevail against the high-powered beneficiaries of systemic injustice. First, we
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must accept that, for the reasons discussed above, we cannot do it alone. The work of lawyers in our sector can be
dynamic, creative, and inspiring, yet if the goal is to address large systems of oppression, it is largely futile if done in a
silo, disconnected from other like-minded individuals and organizations. The only viable path to substantially raising
the efficacy of our legal work in this context is to create greater linkages between it and broader, more comprehensive
strategies, such as those involving organizing, strategic communications, and grassroots-led policy advocacy at the local,
regional, and national levels.
Second, many of us need to develop a more sophisticated understanding of the power landscape around particular issues
within each of our communities. There are various forms of power analysis tools that are critical resources for many
successful community organizers and grassroots leaders but are rarely used by lawyers. 21 We strongly *156 encourage
lawyers to become fluent in using such tools, as they can be invaluable for sharpening strategic and tactical decisionmaking.
Finally, more lawyers in our sector need to develop a deeper understanding of the sources of our opponents' power, how
that compares to the power within the communities we serve, and what can be done by communities (and the lawyers that
support them) to destabilize and ultimately reshape those dynamics. One tool we have developed to assist in cultivating
this understanding within advocacy efforts is called the “Social Change Power Meter.” It starts with the assumption
that large-scale, systemic injustice is the result of power imbalances, meaning the beneficiaries of the system have greater
power than those that are oppressed by it. Thus, at the beginning of any advocacy effort, the Social Change Power Meter
typically resembles the diagram below:

TABULAR OR GRAPHIC MATERIAL SET FORTH AT THIS POINT IS NOT DISPLAYABLE
The first step in using the Social Change Power Meter is to deconstruct those power imbalances. Most power in this
context derives from four broad areas of influence: political, communications/media, grassroots support, and legal. Thus,
we work with communities to answer the following questions with respect to the particular issue they *157 are seeking
to address, first for our opponents and then for the communities themselves:

Political
• Do they/we have disproportionate control or influence over the policymaking process?

• How strong is their/our support from policymakers on this issue?

• Do they/we have significant relationships with key stakeholders on this issue?

• Do they/we have disproportionate influence over the process of electing or choosing policymakers?

• Are there broader political conditions that indirectly favor their/our position on this issue?
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Communications/Media
• How much influence or control do they/we have over the popular narrative on this issue?

• How well are their/our messages related to this issue conveyed by TV, radio, print, and online news media?

• How effectively do they/we use social media to spread their/our messages on this issue?

• Have their/our messages on this issue penetrated other forms of media, such as popular TV shows or
movies?

• Do they/we have influential spokespeople on this issue?

Grassroots Support
• How much support do they/we have from members of the community (individuals and organizations)
on this issue?

• How active are their/our supporters in the political process surrounding this issue?

• How active are their/our supporters in shaping the popular narrative on this issue?

• How influential are their/our supporters with other key stakeholders?

Legal
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• How much influence or control do they/we have over the courts and the justice system?

• How much would existing law favor their/our position on any legal actions related to this issue?

• Are there any other factors that would make them/us more likely to win, and benefit from, any legal
actions on this issue?

In answering these questions, we want to determine how much *158 power our opponents have in each category relative
to the communities we serve. We also estimate how much of both our opponents' and the communities' power on this issue
emanates from each of the four categories. For example, a completed Social Change Power Meter might look like this:

TABULAR OR GRAPHIC MATERIAL SET FORTH AT THIS POINT IS NOT DISPLAYABLE
In this example, the opponents' power derives primarily from its advantages in political and communications/media
influence, while the only area where the communities have an advantage is in grassroots support, which is the source
of most of their power.
Once there is a solid collective understanding of community power compared to that of their opponents, the analysis
then moves to deciding how we can collectively deploy our resources to shift these relationships to build the power of
the communities we serve and reduce oppositional power (thus getting closer to a proportionate allocation of power for
this particular issue).
The goal for lawyers working in solidarity with oppressed communities should be for each of the strategies and tactics
we employ to result in those communities acquiring more political, communications/media, grassroots, or legal influence
relative to their opponents. At the same time, our sector should strive to build the capacity of those communities so that
they are able to assume increasingly more responsibility *159 for these power-building activities. 22 Note that while
there are benefits to having multiple organizations working on parallel tracks in pursuit of the same goal, such methods
will be most effective if they emanate from a collaboratively developed strategy.
Of course, the massive advantages in resources enjoyed by the beneficiaries of oppressive systems will not be eliminated
in the short term. Their superior wealth and access to policymakers, media, and the courts ensures that marginalized
communities will not be able to enjoy proportionate influence in those spaces within the near future. Well-designed
strategies and tactics can close that gap, but the elimination of it will first require the development of a far more inclusive
and equitable society. Thus, in order for the communities we serve to amass enough power to prevail, they cannot
simply play the same game as their opponents. They must maximize their one clear comparative advantage: developing
grassroots support. In other words, for progressive lawyers seeking to maximize their impact, focusing on building
grassroots support is not just desirable; it is essential.
Ultimately, and at the risk of minimizing the immense courage, dedication, and sacrifice at the core of large advocacy
campaigns and social movements, the strategic process described above can be reduced to a simple math problem. If
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A (Community Power) < B (Their Opponents' Power), the communities we serve will continue to lose. If A > B, then
those communities will win. It is that simple.
Fortunately, what is obvious to grassroots organizers and leaders - but typically not to lawyers - is that there are massive,
largely untapped sources of grassroots power all across the country in the form of politically marginalized communities
(typically as a result of decades or even generations of structural disempowerment, structural racism, and structural
poverty). 23 Thus, effectively engaging these communities is the key to large-scale social change. This mobilization can
be done locally, regionally, or nationally, but to address large systems of oppression, it represents the only way to get
from this:

TABULAR OR GRAPHIC MATERIAL SET FORTH AT THIS POINT IS NOT DISPLAYABLE
*160 To this:

TABULAR OR GRAPHIC MATERIAL SET FORTH AT THIS POINT IS NOT DISPLAYABLE
*161 IV. PUTTING GRASSROOTS POWER-BUILDING INTO PRACTICE: THE DISMANTLING OF THE
SCHOOL-TO-PRISON PIPELINE
An example of how these techniques can break down large systems of oppression is found within the issue of school
discipline and the school-to-prison pipeline. There is now widespread recognition that the overuse of out-of-school
suspensions, expulsions, referrals to alternative schools, school-based arrests, and other school referrals to the juvenile
justice system have had a devastating impact on youth, their families, schools, and entire communities. 24 Yet consider
the state of this field just ten years ago.
By 2006, school disciplinary practices were still becoming increasingly harsh, and the trend showed no signs of abating. 25
The same “tough-on-crime” rhetoric and policy that were driving mass incarceration had fully infiltrated schools across
the country, particularly within communities of color. 26 What little news coverage there was on the issue strongly
favored the “zero-tolerance” approach. 27 Within the public dialogue, there was virtually unanimous support for
disciplinary practices that pushed students as young as five years old out of school at an alarming rate. 28 The lone
dissenters - mostly from within the *162 Black and Latino communities most affected by these policies and practices were isolated and largely ignored. In short, there seemed to be little hope of addressing the harm and suffering caused
by the school-to-prison pipeline. 29
Now, a decade later, the tide has turned, and virtually all of the momentum in this field is directed at eliminating the
unnecessary exclusion, pushout, and criminalization of K-12 students. School discipline reform has become a popular
bipartisan issue with support across the ideological spectrum, including from civil rights groups, teachers' unions, law
enforcement groups, and right-wing think tanks and political leaders. 30 The school-to-prison pipeline has become a
frequent topic in the media, with the vast majority of coverage favoring progressive school discipline reform. 31 There
are now hundreds of organizations actively addressing these issues across the U.S. 32 Additionally, major reform efforts
are underway all across the country - at the local, state, and federal levels - to replace the harsh disciplinary practices
of the zero-tolerance era with developmentally appropriate and racially equitable techniques that better promote the
creation of safe, healthy, and productive schools. 33 Moreover, the U.S. Department of Justice, U.S. Department of
Education, and Council of State Governments have all devoted substantial resources to addressing *163 these issues. 34
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After almost entirely ignoring these issues in the past, Congress included numerous relevant and meaningful provisions
in the Every Student Succeeds Act (ESSA). 35 School discipline has even become a presidential campaign issue-- Hillary
Clinton announced in February 2016 a $2 billion proposal to address the school-to-prison pipeline. 36
The most important change, however, has been the dramatic improvement in how youth, and especially youth of color,
are treated in schools across the country. Indeed, it is no exaggeration to say that hundreds of thousands, and probably
millions, of people have benefitted directly from this shift, not only students and their families, but also educators and
police officers as well. 37 Indeed, by keeping more students in school, off of the streets, and out of the justice system, all
U.S. residents have benefitted indirectly from this massive shift in disciplinary practices. 38
We are proud to have been able to contribute, along with many other lawyers, to this dynamic and transformative
effort to dismantle the school-to-prison pipeline. Yet this striking change did not occur as *164 a result of conventional
legal strategies. Indeed, the arguments made for reform and the policy proposals advanced have hardly evolved since
the earliest days of the movement. Additionally, most of the influential lawsuits or administrative complaints are best
understood as effects or byproducts of this social movement, rather than causes or significant contributors to its creation
or development. 39 So how did this movement happen, and what role did lawyers play?
In short, the movement was built from the ground up and led by the low-income communities of color that were
most affected by zero tolerance and the school-to-prison pipeline. That movement generated enough power to force
policymakers to respect its arguments in support of reform, implement its policy proposals, and begin to use conventional
legal processes to support its priorities. That power was built primarily by Black and Latino youth and adults who,
with remarkable passion, creativity, and perseverance, successfully developed the popular support and political will for
change through sophisticated, multi-faceted organizing and advocacy strategies. Along with the critical contributions of
innumerable researchers, sympathetic educators and justice system personnel, funders, and other advocates, movement
lawyers also played a substantial (and often behind-the-scenes) role in supporting the on-the-ground work.
For example, here is a sampling of contributions - from the four primary areas of influence described above - that lawyers
have made to support this movement:
Political
• Assisted in developing advocacy strategy;

• Performed research to inform grassroots leaders of the relevant policy and legal context for their
campaigns;

• Assisted in identifying advocacy targets and conducting power analyses;

• Supported the drafting of grassroots leaders' policy proposals, often through a participatory process;
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• Helped facilitate lobbying visits and other direct advocacy efforts for grassroots leaders;

• Assisted in preparing grassroots leaders to advocate for their policies and bills; and

• Provided grassroots leaders with assistance in negotiations *165 with policymakers and lobbyists.

Communications/Media
• Helped develop and implement strategic communications plans, including both traditional media and
social media components;

• Collected and analyzed research for grassroots leaders' use in developing their public messages;

• Assisted grassroots leaders with message development;

• Created a wide variety of broadly-accessible materials that grassroots leaders used in public education
efforts;

• Conducted communications trainings for grassroots leaders;

• Helped design and implement media events;

• Performed outreach to local and national media outlets;

• Developed materials for sharing successes and lessons learned with other similarly-situated organizations
and communities;

• Created platforms for grassroots leaders to share their stories and messages; and
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• Helped recruit influential spokespeople.

Grassroots Support
• Assisted in designing organizing strategies and tactics;

• Developed participatory research projects with grassroots leaders;

• Helped create and implement grassroots trainings and workshops;

• Assisted in the planning and hosting of community meetings, public hearings, and other convenings;

• Facilitated relationship-building among grassroots leaders across regions;

• Helped create a national learning community around school-to-prison pipeline issues; and

• Assisted in developing and implementing outreach strategies for potential allies and other coalitionbuilding efforts.

Legal
• Assisted grassroots leaders in filing Title VI complaints with the U.S. Department of Education, Office
of Civil Rights.

Perhaps the most important contribution that movement lawyers have made is that through all of the work described
above, they helped create a more powerful network of grassroots organizations across the country. As a result, the lowincome communities of color that have led this work are now better positioned to: (1) preserve the victories they have
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already achieved when their opponents inevitably regroup; (2) replicate those victories in other communities across the
country; and (3) expand upon those victories in the coming years, both *166 in continuing to dismantle the school-toprison pipeline and to address other community priorities as they arise.
V. CONCLUSION
There is no denying that the challenges currently faced by low-income communities of color and other oppressed
communities are daunting. For many lawyers, encountering those challenges can be profoundly discouraging, and even
paralyzing, because our training does not provide us with the analytical tools or practical skillsets needed to even envision
a viable path forward. 40 Unlike conventional legal practice, which is entirely based upon being able to operate within
a narrow set of rules and constraints, there are no limits to what can be accomplished when movement lawyers embrace
multifaceted grassroots power-building. There are no problems too large or intractable once we begin to play with all of
the pieces on the chess board. There are no unwinnable campaigns. For every system of oppression in existence, there
is far more than enough latent grassroots power to dismantle it. We simply have to get to work - both on the ground,
working in solidarity with oppressed communities, and in dramatically expanding our efforts to train new waves of
movement lawyers - and the possibilities for building a more inclusive and equitable society become endless.
In short, that is how lawyers can help David to beat Goliath, or more accurately, can help the thousands of Davids there
are for every Goliath to realize and actualize their strength so that they can win. That is how the public interest lawyers
that we started with can walk into that room with the wealthiest and most politically powerful citizens and have their
arguments and policy proposals prevail. Not because of the strength of their argument or their ideas; but because they
represent a mighty, grassroots-led movement that the existing power structures can no longer ignore.
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