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Lights
Legal “ I began to see the obstacles 

that elderly people face and 
the importance of helping to 
improve their quality of life.”



        

“The Burton Award is a real 
tribute to the high quality of 
scholarship of our student 
law reviews.”

“ I am very impressed with 
the community lawyering 
model that NYLPI uses  
and I am excited to work 
with its Environmental 
Justice and Community 
Development Project  
assisting environmentally-
stressed neighborhoods.”



Brooklyn Law School boasts one of the 
most comprehensive public service law 
programs in the nation.

Brooklyn Law School’s Public Service 

Law Program helps every student who 

wants to explore public service attain 

that experience, whether through an 

externship, an internship, a clinic, 

fellowship or a full-time job after 

graduating. “The Law School has 

created one of the nation’s leading 

programs to prepare lawyers for public 

service, and we support it generously,” 

said Dean Joan G. Wexler. “We were 

pioneers in the field and we have  

stayed ahead of the curve throughout 

our history.”
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Attracting students from around the world, the Law School offers 
rigorous coursework and clinical experiences, generous funding, and 
the opportunity to take part in a community of influential scholars, 
practitioners, advocates and activists. More than three-quarters of all 
graduates have participated in the Law School’s Public Service Law 
Program, and approximately 20 percent of all graduates choose public 
interest law or government careers. While not all of the students who 
participate in the program pursue full-time careers in public service law, 
many gain a stronger commitment to working in an ongoing way for 
the greater good. 

  aw students compete vigorously for summer externships at 
nonprofit organizations and government agencies. Beyond their 
resume-building benefits, the jobs can offer intense learning and 

even life-changing experiences. In their evaluations of public service  
placements, students report that they are immersed, almost from  
day one, in client contact, research and problem-solving tasks with 
supervision by dedicated, savvy attorneys.

For example, at the Asian American Legal Defense and Education 
Fund, students were given a significant amount of responsibility for 
workers’ wage-and-hour claims, and immigration and deportation 
issues. At Brooklyn Legal Services, students analyzed complex issues 
regarding land trusts and restrictive covenants on behalf of community-
based organizations. At inMotion, they helped represent low-income 
women in matrimonial and other family matters. At the Children’s Law 
Center of Los Angeles, they assisted in the representation of abused or 
neglected children. And at the National Labor Relations Board, they 
conducted investigations of charges of unfair labor practices. Students 
have also worked at the NAACP Legal Defense Fund, the Civil Rights 
Bureau of the Attorney General’s Office, South Brooklyn Legal Services, 
and the National Center for Economic Justice, among hundreds of  
other organizations.

Last academic year, approximately 400 students were able to take 
advantage of these opportunities even though many employers often 
do not have the budget to pay law students. The Law School provided a 
public service grant of up to $5,000 to every student who wanted to work 
at a government agency or qualifying nonprofit organization engaged 
in public interest legal work. “We will not turn down any student who 
wants a public service externship,” said Dean Wexler.

This guarantee applies whether or not a student is eligible to 
receive federal work-study grants. Some students are funded entirely 
by Brooklyn Law School. In other instances, work-study funds pay a 
portion of the student’s grant, and either Brooklyn Law School or the 
employer pays the rest. All students are eligible to apply for a grant. 
“Students view working in public service as a valuable part of their 
education and these grants allow them to do so,” said Director of 
Financial Aid Nancy Zahzam. Last year alone, the Law School gave 
over $250,000 of its own funds for these grants.

Jonathan Sabin ’10

Judicial Internship with Hon. Richard J. 

Sullivan, U.S. District Court (SDNY)

    



Jared Watkins ’09 
Accountability for Khmer 

Rouge Crimes in Cambodia

Katharine Bodde ’09
Community Development 

in Thailand

wo new international public service 
fellowship programs were launched last 
summer: The International Human Rights 

Fellowship, funded by the Law School; and the 
International Law Society Global Justice Fellowship, 
through the fundraising efforts of the student-run 
International Law Society. 

The creation of these fellowships expands 
opportunities for students who have a passion for 
social justice and want to work beyond the domestic 
borders. This past summer, more students than ever 
before worked abroad. One student went to Israel 
with a group that addressed domestic violence, and 
in Switzerland, another pressed for bioweapons 
prevention. Others went to The Netherlands to work 
on gender justice issues and traveled to Chile to focus 
on justice studies. 

When they returned to campus, several students 
delivered inspiring talks about their externships. 
Others wrote articles on the legal issues underlying 
their work, penned personal essays, blogged on the 
Law School’s Web site at http://blsx.brooklaw.edu/
studentblog or posted videos on MySpace. 



    

Seher Khawaja ’09
Right to Adequate Housing  

in South Africa

Deirdre McGuigan ’10
Assistance to Refugees and 

Asylum Seekers in South Africa

rooklyn Law School’s highly regarded clinical program, founded 
over 30 years ago, has grown into one of the country’s most diverse, 
extensive, and comprehensive programs. It has been recognized with 

numerous awards from the legal community, and the work of BLS students 
consistently receives high praise from judges and lawyers. Most important, 
their work earns the deep appreciation of their clients. The students provide 
high quality legal services in a broad range of legal practice areas, such as 
bankruptcy, immigration, securities arbitration, criminal prosecution and 
defense, affordable housing, nonprofit community representation, employ-
ment law, and technology law. The clinical program includes nine in-house 
clinics, three large externship programs, two specialty externships, and six 
clinics in partnership with outside organizations.

Professor Stacy Caplow, Director of Clinical Legal 

Education, with students.



   

he Edward V. Sparer Public Interest Fellowship Program, 
launched 23 years ago, is a public service beacon that attracts 
highly qualified students who engage in concentrated studies 

and unique externships. The program honors the life and work of the 
late Edward V. Sparer, class of 1959, a pioneer in the fields of poverty 
and health law. By placing fellows in summer internships at leading 
public interest organizations across the United States and abroad, the 
program inspires students to work for justice, to provide legal services 
to underrepresented constituencies, and fosters the strong public 
interest community at Brooklyn Law School. It also holds monthly 
luncheons on timely issues and sponsors an annual public interest 
law forum or symposium on critical issues in public interest law. The 
program’s fellows are all mentored by members of the Sparer Faculty 
Committee as well as alumni fellows.

 John Buhta ’09

 Seth Cohen ’09

Rose L. Hoffer Professor of Law Elizabeth M. Schneider, Director of the Sparer 

Program, with a panel of Sparer Alumni at the 20th Anniversary Celebration  

of the program.



    

roviding students the opportunity to work with clients in a pro 
bono capacity is another important part of the Public Service Law 
Program at Brooklyn Law School. Student groups sponsor events 

and undertake pro bono projects, charitable drives and other activities.
For example, CLARO, the Civil Legal Advice and Resource Office,  

is a very successful pro bono project that was created in part through the 
ingenuity of BLS students. Through CLARO, students advise consumer 
debtors who are representing themselves in debt collection cases in civil 
court. Other New York law schools, as well as a Bronx legal aid office, 
have replicated the program.

Brooklyn Law School’s chapter of the Unemployment Action Center 
has emerged as the largest and most active one in the city. The organiza-
tion provides free legal representation to unemployed New Yorkers who 
have been denied insurance and other benefits.



   

rooklyn Law School’s faculty has a strong commit-
ment to public service. Many members of the faculty 
play leading roles at nonprofit and advocacy organiza-

tions around the world; others have held important positions 
in government; and many take an active role instilling their 
students with a passion for helping communities and the 
underserved. The faculty includes experts on such issues  
as the death penalty, refugees and asylum, children’s rights,  
art law and intellectual property, international human 
rights, employment law, public sector real estate issues,  
gender law, and civil rights.

The adjunct faculty comprises many prominent 
practitioners — judges and government leaders; heads of 
legal service organizations and private law firms committed 
to pro bono service; district attorneys and public defenders; 
and leaders of foundations, nonprofits, public interest groups 
and NGOs. As just one example, Charles “Joe” Hynes, the 
Kings County District Attorney, has taught trial advocacy  
at the Law School for years as an adjunct professor.

Ursula Bentele

Stacy Caplow

William Hellerstein

Beryl Jones-Woodin

Aliza Kaplan

Samuel Murumba



Robert Pitler

David Reiss

Professor Susan Herman 
Elected President of ACLU

Professor Herman (right) receives gavel from former  

ACLU President Nadine Strossen.

Elizabeth Schneider



Approximately 20% of all graduates choose public interest law or government careers.

Elizabeth Kane Director of  
the Public Service Office

he range of opportunities for Brooklyn Law School students 
who are interested in public service is broad. The Career Center 
provides expert guidance in securing positions in government 

or public interest law. More than 20 years ago, the Law School 
recognized the importance of devoting resources to a dedicated 
position counseling students interested in public interest law and 
developing internship and postgraduate opportunities. It was one of 
the first in the nation to do so. Today, the Law School’s Public Service 
Office offers individual counseling and information on summer 
and academic year externships, pro bono opportunities, community 
service, student fellowships and funding, postgraduate fellowships, 
and employment opportunities. The Office also assists with job 
search strategies and sponsors workshops, luncheons, pro bono fairs, 
networking events, and alumni panel presentations, and it publishes 
a biweekly newsletter that updates the Law School community on 
public service opportunities. 

rooklyn Law School provides students with a dynamic 
curriculum that integrates legal doctrine and analysis, 
emphasizes strong lawyering skills, and provides a firm 

grounding in ethical and professional responsibility. There are 
more than 40 courses and seminars offered in public service law. 
New offerings in specialized areas are continually added. For 
example, Climate Change, Economic Development and Human 
Rights is a new course that will examine the legal mechanisms 
to help the international community confront the widespread 
impact of climate change in developing countries. In the new 
Transactional Law/Community Development Externship, students 
are placed in nonprofits and community-based organizations 
around the New York area. They represent community groups 
in such matters as gaining tax-exempt status, incorporating, 
negotiating leases, and developing governing boards and contracts.

Outside the classroom, students have many opportunities to 
learn about public service law. Every year the academic calendar 
is studded with symposia and events with topics of interest to the 
public policy field. Just this past year, the Sparer Program spon-
sored a symposium on state-level strategies to promote justice  
and equality. Other symposia or forums addressed the closure  
of New York hospitals, practicing health care in the shadow of 
criminal liability, and international corporate liability for human  
rights violations.



From left to right: Ted De Barbieri ’08, Nikki Prenoveau ’08, Amanda  

Rogers ’08, and David Stern, CEO of Equal Justice Works, at the 2008 Equal 

Justice Works Awards Dinner, October 16, 2008 in Washington, D.C. 



   

“Opinion specialization” is an 
unmistakable part of everyday 

judicial practice and may actually 
achieve many of the benefits 
of specialized courts without 

incurring their costs. 

by Edward K. Cheng

In accord with traditions celebrating the 
generalist judge, the federal judiciary 
has consistently resisted proposals for 
specialized courts. Outward support for 
specialization, if it exists at all, is confined 
to narrow exceptions such as bankruptcy 
and tax.

The romantic image of the general-
ist, however, is not without its costs. It 
deprives the judiciary of potential exper-
tise, which could be extremely useful in 
cases involving complex doctrines and 
specialized knowledge. It also under-
mines efficiency, a goal that is difficult to 
ignore in an era of crowded dockets and 
overworked jurists. Indeed, many state 
courts have increasingly turned to special-
ization or a subject-matter rotation system 
for these reasons, yet the federal judiciary 
remains unflinching.

But is it really? Despite the frequent 
rhetoric against specialization, an empiri-
cal look at opinion assignments in the 
federal courts of appeals from 1995–2005 
reveals “opinion specialization” to be an 
unmistakable part of everyday judicial 
practice. In short, the generalist judge 
is largely a myth. But while some may 
deplore this subversion of a long cher-
ished judicial value, the development may 
indeed be a beneficial one. As it turns 
out, opinion specialization may actually 
achieve many of the benefits of special-
ized courts without incurring their costs.



    

One way of studying judicial attitudes 
toward specialization is to observe if 
judges become specialists when given the 
chance. Random case assignment elimi-
nates most such opportunities, but the 
process of opinion assignment provides 
a rare instance in which federal circuit 
judges can specialize in certain subjects. 

To construct the dataset used in this 
study, I combined the Federal Judicial 
Center’s well-known Federal Courts data-
base and a database extract generously 
provided by Thomson West. The result-
ing dataset included all opinions written 
between 1995 and 2005 in the United 
States Courts of Appeals for all circuits 
except the Federal Circuit. To detect 
instances of specialization, I modeled the 
number of expected opinions that a judge 
should write in each subject area given 
that judge’s caseload and the circuit’s 
overall docket patterns. The expected fre-
quencies were then compared against the 
actual frequencies using Pearson (stan-
dardized) residuals. 

The figures below graphically sum-
marize the most likely instances of 
specialization in the First, Seventh, and 
DC Circuits. Each horizontal line rep-
resents a subject matter, or in the case 
of the DC Circuit, an agency being 
reviewed. Each dot represents a judge-
subject pairing. For purposes of the 
study, residuals with absolute values 
above three were defined to indicate 
instances of specialization, with positive 
values showing preference and negative 
values showing aversion. 

As the graphs show, specialization appears 
to be alive and well in the federal appel-
late judiciary. Opinion assignments are 
not randomly distributed, and frequently 
the rate at which certain judges write in a 
subject area is highly disproportionate to 
their colleagues.  

One important question is whether 
these results might occur purely as a mat-
ter of chance. After all, with so many 
judge-subject pairings, some statisti-
cal outliers are inevitable. A number of 
reasons, however, suggest that some non-
random phenomenon is at work. For one, 
statistical simulations suggest that under 
random opinion assignment conditions, 
residuals greater than 3.0 are exceedingly 
rare. For example, for the Seventh Circuit 
under random assignment, we statisti-
cally expect to see less than two residuals 
greater than 3.0. Instead, Figure 2 shows 
24 such instances. 

In addition, many of the specific 
instances of specialization make intuitive 
sense based on the judges’ backgrounds. 
For example, Judge Michael Boudin of the 
First Circuit, a former deputy assistant U.S. 
attorney general in the Antitrust Division 
of the Department of Justice, writes a dis-
proportionate number of antitrust cases. 
Judge Frank Easterbrook of the Seventh 
Circuit, known for his academic work in 

antitrust and corporate law, appears to 
specialize in antitrust and securities regu-
lation. On the DC Circuit, Judge Harry 
Edwards, who was a labor law scholar 
and arbitrator, specializes in labor cases. 
Judge Douglas Ginsburg, who specializes 
in Federal Communications Commission 
(FCC) cases, is a long-time author of a 
casebook on telecommunications law, 
and Judge Stephen Williams, who spe-
cializes in Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission (FERC) cases, is formerly an 
oil and gas law professor.

The explanation for these special-
ization patterns is likely an amalgam 
of factors, including individual prefer-
ences (both conscious and unconscious), 
internal court dynamics, and caseload 
pressures. Experts may prefer cases in their 
fields of choice not only because they are 
more interesting, but also because they 
can write opinions more efficiently and 
with less concern about errors. Similarly, 
non-experts may be willing to defer given 
that specialized subjects may appear less 
interesting, more time-consuming, and 
rife with potential pitfalls.
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Should we be concerned about opinion 
specialization? The structure of the federal 
courts exhibits the longstanding prefer-
ence for generalist judges, and opinion 
specialization clearly runs counter to that 
spirit. However, one perhaps should not 
be too quick to end the apparent loophole 
through randomized opinion assign-
ments or other measures. Circuit judges, 
after all, are experienced and intelligent 
actors, and their chosen practices thus 
deserve careful consideration.

The core of the debate is whether the 
benefits of specialization outweigh the 
costs. As mentioned previously, specializa-
tion increases judicial expertise, improving 
efficiency and accuracy. On the flip side, spe-
cialized courts past and present have often 
highlighted the considerable drawbacks 
of specialization, including the danger of 
special interest capture, a tendency toward 
complex or arcane doctrines, and a loss of 
judicial prestige. 

In this debate over specialization, 
however, opinion specialization offers 
an intriguing compromise. It of course 
captures many of the benefits of special-
ization. Whenever a “specialist” writes 
an opinion, the parties and the circuit’s 
jurisprudence benefit from the specialist’s 
expertise. Besides being more efficient, 
the specialist is more likely to produce 
opinions that are more consistent with the 
existing legal framework, and he may be 
better positioned to solve problems more 
creatively. At the same time, the opinion 
may enjoy greater legitimacy, since parties 
may give greater deference to a judge who 
“understands” the stakes and complexities 
in a field or industry. Even when a special-
ist is not writing the opinion, other judges 
can benefit from the specialist’s perspec-
tive (if on the same panel), or at minimum 
from a more coherent and well-developed 
body of precedent.

At the same time, because opinion 
specialization operates informally and 
flexibly, it minimizes many of the known 
drawbacks of more formal specialization 
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concentration of cases, interest groups have 
far less incentive to become enmeshed in 
the appointments process. Judges are less 
likely to develop tunnel vision, because 
they continue to handle diversified dock-
ets and are required to both write and vote 
in areas outside their expertise. Finally, 
because judges can experiment with 
greater or less specialization depending 
on individual preference, opinion special-
ization mutes concerns about repetitive 
caseloads and a loss of prestige. 

That said, opinion specialization does 
have potential dangers. If non-expert 
judges become too deferential to their 
expert colleagues, the result could be 
anathema to the right of appeal, which 
is partly to protect litigants from the 
potentially arbitrary decisions of a single 
judge. An even more serious problem is 
the potential bias that may arise because 
specialties are self-selected. For example, 
some of the study results suggest a possible 
correlation between specializing in crimi-
nal law and being a former prosecutor. If 
judges without a criminal law background 
avoid writing criminal law opinions, and 
former defense attorneys seldom become 
judges because of electoral politics, then 
in essence only former prosecutors will 
direct the future of criminal law. 

Some of these problems can be (or are 
already) addressed by the nature of the 
panel system or by judicial norms and 
procedures. However, an understanding 
of the actual ramifications of opinion 
specialization needs to be fleshed out in 
further examinations of this subject.



 is an 
authority on scientific, expert, and 
statistical evidence. He is co-author 
of the five-volume treatise Modern 
Scientific Evidence, and his work regu-
larly appears in law reviews around 
the country. Cheng holds a J.D. from 
Harvard Law School, where he was 
the Articles, Book Reviews & Com-
mentaries Chair of the Harvard Law 
Review. He also holds a B.S.E. in Elec-
trical Engineering from Princeton 
and an M.Sc. in Information Systems 
from the London School of Econom-
ics, where he was a Fulbright Scholar. 
Prior to joining the Brooklyn Law 
School faculty, he clerked for Judge 
Stephen F. Williams of the United 
States Court of Appeals for the D.C. 
Circuit, and he was the Searle Fellow 
at Northwestern University School 
of Law. He currently serves as the sec-
retary and chair-elect of the Section 
on Evidence of the American Asso-
ciation of Law Schools.
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On a final note, it bears mentioning that 
beyond merely a quirky practice among 
a subset of judges, opinion specialization 
offers a new avenue of reform for those 
who have long argued for specialized 
courts. For proponents of specialization, 
the most important attribute of opinion 
specialization is that it is modest. It does 
not require a radical restructuring of 
the federal courts or an act of Congress. 
Instead, it can develop informally and 
incrementally through everyday judicial 
practice, a critical advantage whenever 
actors are wedded to the status quo. Faced 
with enormous caseloads and increasingly 
complex cases in specialized areas, judges 
will opt for opinion specialization simply 
because it is a convenient and useful way 
for the judiciary to help itself. 

Whether solution or affliction, opinion 
specialization reveals an unexplored ten-
sion in the federal judiciary. Circuit judges 
appear to be more conflicted on the issue of 
specialization than the frequent posturing 
might initially suggest. Exposing this fault 
line will hopefully encourage judges and 
commentators to reexamine their attitudes 
toward specialization. After all, archetypes 
like the generalist judge are powerful men-
tal images that constrain the imagination. 
Dispelling the myth may therefore liberate 
jurists and reformers alike from their tradi-
tional boxes.

    



   

“We are proud to bring more and more elite educational 
opportunities to our student body,” says Associate Dean for 
Academic Affairs Lawrence Solan. “In-depth study of the most 
important legal issues of our time will prepare our students to 
become the profession’s next generation of leaders.”

Because it is attuned to the evolving needs of its students and 
the society they will serve, Brooklyn Law School will continue 
to add courses that employ innovative teaching techniques 
that augment traditional course offerings with instruction in 
emerging areas of law. “Our goal is to bring the highest level 
of educational experience to our students,” says Solan. “These 
new courses are making this an exciting time to be here.”

Opportunities to Study Interdisciplinary and  
Cutting-Edge Fields Abound

open 
to 

n the 2008–09 academic year, Brooklyn Law School 
added 31 new courses to its curriculum. The new courses 
reflect the Law School’s approach to building its cur-
riculum on two fronts: increasing experiential learning 

for upper level students, whether by representing real clients 
or by working through specially-designed simulations; and 
providing advanced courses and seminars through which stu-
dents may engage in the analytical rigor of in-depth study. 
The new courses are being taught by a mix of new and estab-
lished members of Brooklyn Law School’s faculty, visiting 
faculty, federal judges, and practitioners whose experience 
makes their courses especially valuable to law students.



    

eminars give students a way to explore complex legal 
issues in a setting that allows intimate discussions 
and one-on-one feedback from their professors. These 
courses, which are typically limited to 20 students, 

delve more deeply into specific topics and also offer students 
the opportunity to refine their writing skills.  The new seminars 
reflect the school’s commitment to exposing students to emerg-
ing fields in the study of law. 

Professor Dana Brakman Reiser is offering a course titled For-
Profit/Nonprofit Boundary, which she developed in order to explore 
some of the ground-breaking issues her scholarship addresses. 

“In this course, we are investigating phenomena that blur the 
boundary between for-profit and nonprofit,” explains Brakman 
Reiser. “For example, a for-profit hospital converting to nonprofit 
is a social enterprise with the dual goal of making a profit and 
doing social good.” Students examine whether there are “uni-
versals” in such conversions which in turn leads to the question 
of how the law should respond to these trends. Brakman Reiser 
says the students, many of whom have experience working in 
both for-profit and nonprofit environments, appreciate the cut-
ting-edge nature of the course. And she is also learning from 
the interaction with her students. “Through this seminar, I am 
learning more about the phenomena, too, which is leading to 
ideas about broader theoretical questions I can address in my 
work,” she says. 

Securities expert Professor James Fanto explores timely issues 
in the securities industry in his Broker/Dealer Regulations 
Seminar. The seminar also addresses how securities markets are 
regulated — an area that attracts more and more interest as the 
U.S. economy continues to struggle and legal experts are called 
in to right the ship. 

The Law School’s new Wrongful Convictions Seminar 
explores the factors that contribute to the conviction of men 
and women later proven to be actually innocent. These include 
eyewitness misidentification, false confessions, ineffective assis-
tance of counsel, the excessive use of jailhouse informants, 
police and prosecutorial misconduct, junk science, and forensic 
fraud. Potential reforms and government treatment of persons 
after they have been exonerated will also be addressed. Professor 
William Hellerstein, an expert in criminal law and constitutional 
litigation, is teaching the course.

Another new seminar, Law and the Brain, applies insights 
from the mind and brain sciences to questions of law and 
policy. Discussion topics include issues of traditional notions 
of responsibility and how they apply to legal concepts such as 
retributive punishment and the insanity defense. Legal and ethi-
cal issues raised by emerging technologies — such as the use of 
pharmaceuticals that enhance memory and cognition beyond 
our natural abilities, and the use of brain imaging evidence in 
the courtroom — are also addressed. The seminar is taught by 



   

Visiting Associate Professor of Law Adam J. Kolber from the 
University of San Diego. 

This spring, a Comparative Contract Law seminar will explore 
the theoretical foundations of contract law by drawing on the 
resources of different legal systems. Taught by Assistant Professor 
of Law Robin Effron, the seminar’s primary sources of study are 
the common law tradition represented by the United Kingdom 
and the United States, and the civil law tradition represented 
by Germany and France. Effron taught a similar course at the 
University of Chicago Law School prior to joining Brooklyn Law 
School this semester.

Also in the spring, Associate Professor Steven Dean, a tax 
expert at the Law School, will teach a Tax Policy Seminar, a 
new course designed to explore the policy concerns and the 
political process that have produced the U.S. income tax and 
the international tax regime. Topics will include fundamental 
tax reform, tax expenditures, tax shelters, tax treaties, ethical 
concerns, privacy, and lobbying. 

rooklyn Law School’s proximity to the federal courts 
has long enabled the school to draw federal judges to 
the classroom. U.S. District Court Judge Carol Amon, 
of the Eastern District of New York, will teach a new 

Sentencing Law Seminar, which examines the complexities and 
challenges presented by the federal sentencing system. 

U.S. District Court Judge Brian Cogan, also of the Eastern 
District of New York, offers the Strategic Applications of 
Federal Jurisdiction Seminar, an advanced seminar in civil pro-
cedure that gives students interested in complex litigation an 
intensive experience analyzing the strategies lawyers use to place 
their cases. 

And U. S. District Court Judge Eric Vitaliano of the Eastern 
District is teaching a Legislative Process Seminar. Students in this 

seminar explore legal issues that arise in the legislative branch, 
including the role of lobbyists, ethical constraints on legislators, 
campaign finance regulation, and privileges granted to legisla-
tors. The course also addresses how different perspectives on the 
legislative process might influence the philosophies of judges in 
their roles as statutory interpreters. 

rooklyn Law School is emerging as a leader in intellec-
tual property and technology. New courses designed 
to build skills in those areas are in high demand  
with students. 

Jason Mazzone, an associate professor at Brooklyn Law 
School with expertise in both constitutional law and intellectual 
property, is teaching an Intellectual Property Law Colloquium 
for the first time this fall. The colloquium offers students the 
opportunity to engage with cutting-edge scholarship on issues of 
copyright, trademark, and patent law. Structured around a series 
of weekly guest speakers who present papers, the class requires 
that students read the papers in advance, prepare questions, 
and participate actively in the discussion. Other Brooklyn Law 
School professors have used the colloquium format, including 
Professors Edward Cheng, Christopher Serkin, David Reiss, and 
Associate Dean Solan. 

Mazzone says the idea for the new course grew from another 
IP seminar he taught last year that addressed how the old rules 
of intellectual property law apply to the new forms of data that 
have appeared in the digital age. “There is a great demand for IP 
courses here,” he notes. “We built the colloquium on the success 
of the last course.” 

He says that the format of the IP Law Colloquium is more 
like a faculty workshop than a typical law course, and that pre-
senters and students alike have responded to the course with 
overwhelming enthusiasm. “These are students who have an IP 

background, so the conversations about 
the papers have been great,” Mazzone 
says. He is even co-authoring his next law 
review article with Matthew Moore ’09, a 
student from the colloquium. Scheduled 
to be published in late 2008 in the 
Washburn Law Journal, the article, “The 
Secret Life of Patents,” critiques the role 
of trade secrets law in the digital age.

Other new courses are being offered 
to satisfy student demand for IP courses. 
Newly hired Assistant Professor Derek 
Bambauer is teaching a course on Internet 
law and a seminar on topics in intellectual 
property. Bambauer, a former principal 



    

systems engineer at Lotus Development Corp., spent two years 
as a research fellow at the Berkman Center for Internet & Society 
at Harvard Law School, where he received his J.D. Associate 
Professor of Clinical Law Jonathan Askin, who also began teach-
ing this fall, is offering a telecommunications law course and a 
clinic called Brooklyn Law Incubator & Policy (BLIP), a unique 
course that functions like a law firm representing Internet, new 
media, communications, and other tech entrepreneurs and 
innovators on both business and policy advocacy. Askin, with 
more than a decade of experience as a practicing attorney in the 
communications industry in both the public and private sectors, 
played a key role in the technology task force of President-elect 
Barak Obama’s campaign.  Two partners at Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, 
Wharton & Garrison LLP, Leslie Gordon Fagen and Andrew G. 
Gordon, are teaching Litigating an IP Case, in which students 
follow the evolution of a trademark litigation in federal court 
from inception to the eve of settlement or trial. In the spring 
semester, two partners from Baker Botts, Gary Butter and  
Eliot Williams, will teach Litigating a Patent Case, which is  
similarly structured.

eflecting the increasingly interdisciplinary nature of 
the study of law, other courses combine emerging 
areas such as housing and finance, climate change 
and human rights, and immigration and work. 

For instance, Climate Change, Economic Development 
and Human Rights examines the legal mechanisms and insti-
tutions that are currently available, or are proposed, to help the 

international community confront the 
widespread impacts of climate change. 
The course, taught by Stephen Kass, a 
partner at Carter Ledyard & Milburn 
LLP, focuses on the roles that lawyers, 
courts and other national and interna-
tional institutions can play in mitigating 
or adapting to climate change while 
preserving or enhancing economic 
development, protecting local and global 
environments, and respecting interna-
tionally recognized human rights.

Federal, state and local governments 
have long struggled to formulate effective and efficient ways to 
encourage the private sector to create a sufficient supply of hous-
ing for low- and moderate-income people, the homeless, and 
those with special needs. Students in the new Housing Law, 
Policy and Finance course are studying the relative advantages 
and disadvantages of the different tools available to intervene 
in the housing markets, including subsidization, regulation of 
financial institutions, government sponsored enterprises, zon-
ing, and regulation of lands and rents. The course is taught by 
Arlo Monell Chase, who is senior vice president for policy ini-
tiatives at the Housing Finance Agency and Mortgage Agency 
of the State of New York.

Bolstering its position on the cutting-edge of health care 
law, Brooklyn Law School is now offering Representing Health 
Care Facilities, a course that explores the modern health care 
facility as a complex organization that has numerous relation-
ships with a vast array of stakeholders. Taught by Salvatore 
Russo, who serves as deputy counsel at the New York City 
Health & Hospitals Corporation, the course gives students a 
practical perspective on the issues facing lawyers who represent 
health care facilities.

As the issue of illegal immigration continues to dominate 
the political and social landscape in the United States, law-
yers who specialize in immigration law are becoming more 
and more valuable in the legal marketplace. Immigration and 
Work offers students at Brooklyn Law School the opportunity 
to focus on the immigration laws of the United States and their 
intersection with issues involving employment, policy, and the 
role of the immigration lawyer. The course also offers a practi-
cal component in which students engage in some of the aspects 
of employment immigration practice.



   

elping students to hone their practical skills is as 
important as providing them with the theoreti-
cal basis for understanding the law. Brooklyn Law 
School offers a broad range of clinics, workshops 

and externships to help students develop their lawyering skills. 
New clinics offered this academic year include the Advanced 
Condominium & Cooperative Externship Clinic, Brooklyn 
Law Incubator & Policy Clinic (described above), and the 
Transactional Law/Community Development Externship Clinic. 
In the Advanced Condo & Co-op course, students work at the 
Real Estate Finance Bureau of the New York State Department 
of Law, under the supervision of assistant attorneys general, per-
forming legal writing, research, investigation, enforcement, and 
dispute resolution for actual offerings for the sale of individual 
units in condominiums, cooperatives, 
and homeowners associations. In the 
Community Development Externship, 
students are placed in a variety of non-
profit and government organizations that 
address issues of housing and economic 
development. 

Two new workshops address the art of 
evidence. The Electronic Discovery and 
Evidence Workshop keeps students attuned 
to the revolution in how discovery is han-
dled in the 21st century. The course follows 
a case from pre-litigation counseling on 

electronic document retention policies, continues through the 
collection and production of electronic matter during the course 
of pre-trial litigation, and concludes with issues involving the 
admission and use of electronic evidence at trial.

An Evidence Workshop provides experience with issues 
involving the admissibility of evidence from a real-world 
perspective. Students learn to lay a foundation for the admis-
sibility at trial of various kinds of evidence, and then in 
clinical exercises that simulate a trial, they practice moving 
documents into evidence and objecting to their admissibil-
ity. And a Real Estate Finance Workshop examines themes 
that a practitioner is likely to confront in connection with the 
formation of a joint venture and the development, financing, 
and operation of a real estate project.
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