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As you know, the Carnegie report and the Best Practices book call for significant, fundamental changes in what law schools teach and how they teach it.  Of course, nothing in these books will have any real value unless they lead to positive changes in legal education.  A growing number of law teachers agree with many of the recommendations in these books.  Some law teachers, however, perhaps a majority, are not convinced that it is necessary to make substantial changes to legal education.  Is it?  Let me pose some questions to you.


Do you agree with the Carnegie authors that attention to clients and values is largely missing from the first year curriculum?  That the experience of students during the first year can be characterized as a “moral lobotomy?”1 [p. 78]


Surely, these findings require the close attention of every law school teacher, not just first year teachers.

Do you agree with the authors of the Carnegie Foundation’s report that our students’ intellectual development stagnates after the first year because we continue teaching the same lessons using the same methods of instruction?


If so, what are you going to do about that at your school and in your classes?

Do you agree with the authors of the Carnegie Foundation’s report that law schools focus too much on teaching legal doctrine and too little on teaching students how to think and act like members of the legal profession?


If so, what are you, personally, planning to do to change this?

Do you agree that most law school graduates are not adequately prepared to represent clients without supervision and that the licensing process is not adequately protecting the public from incompetent new lawyers?


How can anybody tolerate this?  Even if law schools do a much better job of preparing students for practice, and they should, licensing authorities should not continue giving novice lawyers unrestricted licenses to practice law.  Why aren’t law school teachers and bar examiners constantly communicating to figure out what to do about this?

Do you understand that every expert who has studied the way we test our students has concluded that the traditional assessment methods of law schools are not valid, they are not reliable, and they are not fair?  This means that the students who make the best grades and get the top jobs may not be the students who deserve those grades and jobs.  Do you think our students don’t know that our assessment methods are indefensible?


How can we know this and still look our students in their eyes?  What are we going to do to fix this absolutely unacceptable situation? 


Are you aware of the studies and do you accept the data showing that legal education is harmful to the emotional and psychological well-being of many law students?   And, most importantly, that this harm is unnecessary?   Have you asked  your students how they feel about their law school experience?


Let me read you something that appeared in a student newsletter at a southeastern university’s law school – not South Carolina or Mercer.  I think it captures the mind set of more of our students than we want to admit.

I freely confess to absolutely hating law school.  I loathe it with every fiber of my being.  Law school is everything it shouldn’t be, with a little extra needless pain and suffering heaped on top.  After a year spent in these hallowed halls, I understand even less about law school’s purpose than I did as a 1L.  I began my study of the law full of ambition, respect, and inspiration.  A year later, I’m laughing at my notions of classes that would be applicable to real life, of teachers that would have a firm grasp on what the hell they were lecturing about, and of grades that would be representative of my worth as a student and future legal practitioner.

I came to law school having aced the LSAT and stunned my previous legal employers with my aptitude for the study of law.  I present myself to you now, bitter, disillusioned, and apathetic.  Now I chalk up my dismal grades to the ineffective teaching style of certain foreign faculty members and ineptly continue about my business.2

Doesn’t the fact that many law students are damaged by what we do deeply concern you?  Don’t you feel a sense of personal responsibility for so many students hating law school?  Why haven’t we fixed this?  Is there any good reason why law school cannot be a positive, enriching experience for all of our students?

If you’ve read the Carnegie report and the Best Practices book, you know I could go on and on.  If you agree with the findings I’ve just reviewed, or any of them, how can you deny that significant, fundamental changes are needed?


Wouldn’t you expect that every law teacher in the country would be very troubled by their students’ negative feelings about legal education and by the findings of the Carnegie Foundation that we are doing a poor job of preparing our students for the legal profession?

Wouldn’t you expect to find the faculty at every law school working furiously to resolve as many of these very serious problems as possible?  Don’t we have an ethical obligation and a fiduciary duty to give our students the best possible legal education?

Perhaps that would be the expectation of most outsiders, but what we find among law teachers is widespread indifference.  First, you have to find law teachers who have actually read either book.  Then, if you ask them why they are not actively working to change the way they do business, you get answers like “I am too busy producing scholarship,” or “it would take too much work,” or “we have a committee looking into that, I think,” or “that’s why we have clinics.”  Its enough to make you crazy.


Fortunately, some schools began trying to change their students’ law school experiences even before the Carnegie report or the Best Practices book were published.  Mercer is one example, and there are others.  Today, many more law schools are reconsidering their educational programs, and new initiatives seem to be appearing every day.  There is reason to have hope.
1 William Sullivan, Anne Colby, Judith Welch Wegner, Lloyd Bond, and Lee S. Shulman, Educating Lawyers 78 (2007).


2 Carleigh Rust Leach, Barely Legal, The Civilian 9 (Sept. 2007), a student publication for the LSU Law Center community. 





