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Before I begin, please
let me take this oppor-
tunity to formally
thank Suzanne Rowe
for her service as Chair
of our Section. Suz-
anne is amazingly crea-
tive, thoughtful and
efficient. We are very
fortunate to have had
her leadership this past
year. One of Suzanne’s greatest accomplishments was
expanding the group of people working on behalf of
the section. I followed her lead and once again asked for
people to help with Section work. I thank everyone
who graciously agreed to volunteer their time and talent
this year to our Section. A list of the Section’s commit-
tees, including the membership of each committee for
this year, is included in this newsletter and posted on
our website (http://faculty.law.lsu.edu/aals/). The
standing committees will choose a recipient for our Sec-
tion award and review officer nominations to present a
slate at the 2008 meeting. Other committees will expand
and update our website, select posters for display at the
2008 meeting, and make sure everyone feels welcomed
when we join together in NYC.

I hope many of you were able to attend our Section’s
excellent panel at the AALS annual conference in Wash-
ington, D.C. Congratulations to Phil Meyer, Program
Chair, for bringing together a superb array of speakers.
Entitled “When Worlds Collide” the panel explored in-
tersections between legal writing and clinical education.

The attendance was fantastic and participants were able
to reflect on the potentials of forging deeper relation-
ships between writing teachers and clinicians and the
complementary nature of our pedagogy and scholarship.

We also sponsored two posters that attracted attention
to important issues in the legal academy:

(1) Leah M. Christensen, University of St. Thomas
School of Law (Minneapolis), Legal Reading and Law
School Success: An Empirical Study; and

(2) Diana R. Donahoe, Georgetown University Law
Center, Engaging Students in the Digital Age.

Finally, our Section bestowed a lifetime achievement
award on Anne Enquist to recognize her outstanding
contributions to our discipline.

Looking forward, we once again will host a day long
workshop for new legal writing teachers in conjunction
with AALS’s New Teacher Workshop. The Workshop
for Beginning Legal Writing Teachers is designed to of-
fer new law
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AALS PANEL PRESENTATION:
WHEN WoORLDS COLLIDE

By Philip N. Meyer, Vermont Law School

At the AALS Annual Meeting in Washington, D.C. on
January 4, 2007, conference-goers were treated to an
excellent section program entitled When Worlds Col-
lide. Over twenty years ago, Professor Anthony Am-
sterdam anticipated that in the 21st century Clinical legal
education and Legal Writing and Research education
would merge. He was, simply put, wrong. It never hap-
pened. It could have happened, but it didn’t. The
premise of the program was that, despite our shared
emphasis upon pedagogy, and although we often teach
similar skills in similar ways, legal writing teachers and
clinicians exist in discrete yet strangely parallel worlds.
The program addressed the potential of promoting and
developing deeper relationships between writing teach-
ers and clinicians in order to enhance the pedagogy and
scholarship in both disciplines.

The panelists brought a wealth of scholarly and practical
experience to this interesting and timely topic. Michael
Millemann, Jacob A. France Professor of Public Interest

Writing scholarship during her tenure as Co-Editor in
Chief of the Journal of Legal Education. Prof. Menkel-
Meadow began her career teaching legal writing. Darby
Dickerson, Dean at Stetson, is the author of the ALWD
Citation Manual and served as Director of the Legal
Writing Pro-
gram at Stet-
son prior to
her appoint-
ment as
Dean. Prof.
Phyllis
Goldfarb,
Boston Col-
lege, has
worked with
legal writing
teachers to

Dean Darby Dickerson of Stetson Law School | teach writing

speaks at the AALS Legal Writing, Research, | ,,4q persua-

and Analysis section program in Washington, ‘

DC. sion to post-
conviction

Professor Philip Meyer introduces panelists (from left to right):
Michael Millemann (Maryland), Phyllis Goldfarb (Boston Col-
lege), Darby Dickerson (Stetson), Carrie Menkel-Meadow
(Georgetown), and Kate O’Neill (University of Washington).

Law at Maryland, collaborated recently with Steven
Schwinn developing an innovative first-year program
employing live cases and integrating Legal Writing and
Research teaching and Clinical teaching at Maryland.
Carrie Menkel-Meadow, A.B. Chettle, Jr. Chair in Dis-
pute Resolution & Civil Procedure at Georgetown, is a
prodigious and highly-regarded legal scholar who has
fostered and encouraged Clinical scholarship and Legal

relief practitioners and federal public defenders. Prof.
Kate O’Neill, former Chair of the Legal Writing, Rea-
soning, and Research section, is Director of the Basic
Skills Program and Chair of the Curriculum Committee
at University of Washington. Her scholarship includes
critiques of legal writing pedagogy and observations on
the benefits of adding clinical skills components to the
first-year legal writing curriculum.

Articles developed from the AALS presentations will be
published in a symposium issue of the Journal of the
Association of Legal Writing Directors in 2008. Philip
Meyer will be writing the introduction, and all panel pre-
senters will be contributing articles. Sarah Ricks, Susan
Wawrose, and Tracy Bach will be contributing respon-
sive notes.

The program drew a large crowd of academics from
both the clinical field and the legal writing field. At the
end of the panel discussion, the Legal Writing, Reason-
ing, and Research section held its business meeting and
elected new officers. Next yeat’s program chair is An-
drea McArdle from CUNY School of Law.
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ANNE ENQUIST WINS AWARD
FROM THE AALS SECTION ON LE-
GAL WRITING, REASONING, AND
RESEARCH

Anne Enquist is surrounded by friends as she is presented with
the AALS Section Award in Washington, D.C. at the Section
Luncheon. Pictured are (from left to right): Elizabeth Fajans
(Brooklyn Law School), Suzanne Rowe (Past Chair of the
AALS Section on Legal Writing, Reasoning, and Research),
Anne Enquist (Seattle University School of Law), and Laurel
Oates (Anne’s long-time friend, co-author, and colleague at
Seattle University School of Law).

In January, Anne Enquist won the AALS Section Award
from the Section on Legal Writing, Reasoning, and Re-
search. At the annual Section luncheon, she received
her award in front of a crowd of well-wishers. Here are
Anne’s remarks upon receipt of her award:

I'am deeply honored to receive this award from our sec-
tion of the AALS. When Suzanne called me to tell me
that I was selected and I got over my initial surprise, my
next emotion was one of overwhelming gratitude. So
please indulge me for a few minutes while I thank some
of the people who have been supportive of my work
and career.

First, I want to thank my husband Steve, who despite
having an intensely demanding career of his own, never

fails to support me in mine.

Second, I want to thank my legal writing colleagues at

Seattle U. They are smart, hard-working, creative, and
just plain fun to work with. Every day I am inspired by
how dedicated they are, both to our students and to the
lawyering profession. The spirit of joint enterprise that
we share makes going to work each day an absolute joy.

I'am also grateful for the support of my non-legal writ-
ing colleagues and the administration at Seattle U. 1
particulatly appreciate that they understand how hard
and important teaching legal writing is, and that they
mean it when they say, “We are proud of our legal writ-
ing program.”

Another group that I want to acknowledge and thank
has been a small cadre of individuals within the Legal
Writing Institute, the Association of Legal Writing Spe-
cialists. This quietly influential group has taken on an
unusually high number of leadership positions within
our discipline, and they have been unusually pro-

lific. I'm not sure if most of you have ever put this to-
gether, but Terri LeClercq, Betsy Fajans, Mary Ray, and
I are all book authors who have come out of that
group. Indeed, our various publishers might even de-
scribe our books as direct competitors. I am very grate-
ful that our friendly competition has always taken a dis-
tant back seat to our friendship and mutual support of
each other.

I am also intensely grateful for so many leaders in our
tield from all over the country. Their efforts have made
all our careers better.

Thank you

Marjorie and Mary,

Richard, Lou, Ralph,

Mary Beth, Linda, Ken, Cliff,

Jane, Joan, Dan,

Davalene, Darby, Debby,

Jan, Jim, Joe,

Amy, Pam, Maureen,

Helene, Marilyn,

Brad, Eric, Colleen,

K.K., Katie, Kathy, Robin, Phil,

JoAnne, Jethro, Jill, Judy,

Carol, Ruth, Tom, Kristen,

Sue, Susan, Suzanne,

Diane, Diana, Ben, Brook,
(Continued on page 4)
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Rachel, Robin, Ruth Anne,

Sam, Scott, Craig, Heather,

Mark, Molly, Michael, Mary, Melissa,
both Steves,

both Tracys,

both Graces,

both Chrises

all three Nancys,

and all of the Terrys.

It may take a village to raise a child, but it has taken
dozens if not hundreds of determined leaders to raise
our field of legal writing, and it will take many more to
help it take the next important steps in its development.

I know I probably forgot many of the names that
should have been included in that list and that is a good
thing because it means the list is so long that no one
could possibly remember every important leader our
tield has had or the many newer faces stepping into
leadership roles. 1 did save one person to mention last,
though, and that is my colleague, co-author, and dear
friend Laurel. You all know what a tremendous impact
she has had on legal writing and how her spirit infuses
our field. I am particularly grateful for the privilege of
26 years of working side-by-side with her.

Receiving this award has also made me reflect a bit
about my own career and what, if anything, I've learned
along the way. Like most of you in this room, there
have been highs and lows and lots of in be-

tweens. Whether things were going well or pootly,
though, I have tried to apply something I learned from
sports as a gitl. When I first learned to play tennis, my
instructor always said, “Anne, keep your eye on the
ball.” I heard it again when my sons took up baseball-
whether they were catching or batting, their coaches
said, “Keep your eye on the ball.” Of course that
phrase, both inside and outside of sports, really means
“keep your eye on your objective” or, put another way,
“stay focused on what matters.”

In legal writing, I’'ve always thought “keep your eye on
the ball” meant stay focused on my students. Pay very
close attention to them and their learning and you won’t
stray off course. That deceptively simple advice is not
always easy to apply. We are all aware of the many

other demands on our time and attention, and we all
feel pulled in any number of directions-our own writing,
attending conferences, committee work, national service
such as AALS. Admittedly, those other parts of our job
are important, but I think it is also important to remem-
ber that they should not come at the expense of our stu-
dents and their learning.

|

Anne Enquist is as well regarded by her Seattle colleagues as
she is by those of us around the United States. In attendance at
her awards ceremony were (from left to right): Paula Lust-
bader, Associate Dean Annette Clark, Assistant Dean Donna
Deming, Dean Kellye Testy, Anne Enquist, Laurel Oates,John
Mitchell, Mimi Samuel, Associate Dean Rick Bird, and Ron
Slye.

Somewhere along the middle of my career I stumbled
across a second insight from the world of sports that
has been an important corollary to the “keep your eye
on the ball” advice. Iam not a hockey player, nor have
I ever been particularly interested in hockey, but for rea-
sons I can’t now recall, I was reading one day about
Wayne Gretsky, who is arguably the best hockey player
of all time. What struck me about Gretsky was a story
about him as a young hockey player. Apparently even
when he was a boy, people had started noticing his re-
markable talent, so his father took him aside and told
him something that made a huge difference in how
young Wayne thought about the game. His dad said,
“Good hockey players skate to where the puck is, great
hockey players skate to where the puck is going to be.”

I think this comment about hockey makes a crucial
(Continued on page 12)
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legal research, and critiquing students’ written work.
Please encourage newly appointed faculty members, in-
cluding teachers with up to two years of teaching ex-
petience, to attend. Speakers include: Lorraine Bannai
(Seattle); Patricia A. Broussard (Florida A&M); Linda H.
Edwards (Mercer); Suzanne Rabe (Arizona); Amy E.
Sloan (Baltimore); and Craig T. Smith (Vanderbilt).

As you can see, our Section continues to thrive! I am
always open to any suggestions you have for improving
what we are doing or embarking on other projects.
Please don’t hesitate to contact me at
susan.kosse(@louisville.edu with your ideas, issues or
concerns. Have a great spring!!

Louls J. SIRICO, JR. IS HONORED
WITH THE
THOMAS F. BLACKWELL
MEMORIAL AWARD

By Mark Wojcik, The John Marshall Law School,
and Rachel Croskery-Roberts, Michigan Law
School

On Friday, January 5, 2007, friends and colleagues gath-
ered at the Hilton Washington & Towers in Washing-
ton, D.C. to honor Lou Sirico as the 2007 recipient of

and an ability to create and integrate new ideas for
teaching and motivating legal writing educators and stu-
dents.

The first recipient of the Blackwell Award was Profes-
sor Richard K. Neumann of Hofstra University School
of Law, who received the award in January 2003 in

Washington D.C. during the annual meeting of the As-

=TT

| —|

Professor Sirico receives the Blackwell Award at the AALS
Annual Meeting in Washington, D.C. Pictured (from left to
right) are: Craig T. Smith (ALWD President), Richard K. Neu-
mann (Blackwell Award Committee Member and 2003 Black-
well Award Winner), Mary Beth Beazley (Blackwell Award
Committee Member and 2006 Blackwell Award Winner), Lou
Sirico, Susan Kosse (LWI President and AALS Section Chair)
and Lisa Blackwell (wife of Thomas F. Blackwell and Black-
well Award Committee Member).

the Thomas F. Blackwell Memorial Award for Out-
standing Achievement in the Field of Legal Writing.
The Blackwell Award is named after the legal writing
professor at the Appalachian School of Law who was
killed in January 2002 by a disturbed law student. Pro-
fessor Blackwell taught legal writing and was active in
the Association of Legal Writing Directors (“ALWD”)
and in the Legal Writing Institute (“LWI”). His death
shocked the academic community in general, but
touched the legal writing community most deeply.

The Blackwell Award was established as a joint award of
both ALWD and LWI. The award is given to recognize
a person who has made an outstanding contribution to
improve the field of legal writing by demonstrating the
ability to nurture and motivate students to excellence, a
willingness to help other legal writing educators im-
prove their teaching skills and legal writing programs,

sociation of American Law Schools. The tradition con-
tinued with awards in 2004 to Pamela V. Lysaght
(University of Detroit Mercy School of Law), in 2005 to
Ralph Brill (Chicago-Kent College of Law), and 2006 to
Mary Beth Beazley (The Ohio State University Michael
E. Moritz College of Law). The Blackwell Award itself
consists of a cash award of $1000, a plaque, and a desk
lamp. The lamp represents both the light Professor
Blackwell shed on his students and colleagues, as well as
his penchant for light bulb jokes. Further information
about the award is available on the ALWD website at
http://www.alwd.org.

Tom’s widow, Lisa Blackwell, has presented the awards

and serves on the committee that selects the award re-

cipient. She attended the prior award ceremonies and
(Continued on page 6)
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brought their children when it was possible to do so.
We are always happy to see her at the ceremonies as a
reminder of the great respect we continue to hold for
Tom.

The 2007 Blackwell Award was presented to Professor
Louis J. Sirico, Jr., a professor and director of the writ-
ing program at Villanova University in Pennsylvania.
Craig T. Smith (President of ALWD) and Susan Kosse
(President of LWI) opened the award ceremony. James
B. Levy of Nova Southeastern University’s Shepard
Broad Law Center, who nominated Professor Sirico for
the award, offered introductory remarks about Lou and
his contributions to the field of legal writing.

Lou Sirico is a Professor of Law and Director of the
Legal Writing Program at Villanova University. He re-
ceived his B.A. from Yale University and his J.D. with
Honors from the University of Texas School of Law.
At Texas, he was an associate editor of the Texas Law
Review, Editor-in-Chief of the American Journal of
Criminal Law, and was elected to the Otder of the Coif.
Prior to teaching, Lou Sirico was an attorney with sev-
eral public interest organizations, including the National
Public Interest Research Group in Washington, D.C.,,
Fairfield County (Connecticut) Legal Services, and the
Connecticut Citizens Action Group in Hartford.

Professor Sirico is an incredibly active and well-regarded

member of the legal writing, research, and analysis com-
munity. He is the author of numerous books and arti-
cles on legal research and writing, property, and consti-
tutional law. He has also served on the Board of Direc-
tors of the Legal Writing Institute, and he serves on the
Editorial Boards of

; and the (the Philadelphia re-
gion’s legal newspaper). He is a member of the Advi-
sory Board of the Villanova University Paralegal Pro-
gram and the Plain English Committee of the Pennsyl-
vania Bar Association. He is an accomplished teacher,
mentor, and author.

The next Blackwell Award will be presented in January
2008 in New York. The ceremony will again be a joint
presentation with the LWI Golden Pen Award.

THE LEGAL WRITING INSTITUTE
PRESENTS THE
2007 GOLDEN PEN AWARD:

HONORING PLAIN LANGUAGE
JURY INSTRUCTIONS

By Mark E. Wojcik, The John Marshall Law School

The Legal Writing Institute, now with more than 2,000
members around the wotld, created an outreach com-
mittee at the end of the last century. I have had the
pleasure of serving on that committee with a number of
people over the years; throughout the time, Joe Kimble
of the Thomas M. Cooley School of Law has chaired

The Golden Pen Award is presented in Washington, D.C. on
January 5, 2007. The award honored California’s new Plain-
Language Jury Instructions and Justices Ronald M. George,
Carol A. Corrigan, and James D. Ward. Pictured (from left to
right) are: Justice Carol A. Corrigan (Chair of the California
Judicial Council Committee on Criminal Jury Instructions),
Justice James D. Ward (Chair of the California Judicial Coun-
cil Committee on Civil Jury Instructions), Susan Kosse (LWI
President and AALS Section Chair), Joseph Kimble (Chair of
the Golden Pen Committee), and Mark E. Wojcik (Member of
the Golden Pen Committee).

the committee. Many individual professors have
worked on the committee over the past years.

I cannot remember when or how the idea actually came
about, but we decided that one of the best ways to do
“outreach” for the legal writing community would be to

(Continued on page 7)
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present an award. The “Golden Pen Award” now rec-
ognizes those who make significant contributions to
advance the cause of better legal writing. These contri-
butions may take any form, such as promoting the use
of clear language in public documents; producing out-
standing scholarship or journalism about legal writing;
producing exceptional writing in law practice; improving
the quality of legal writing instruction; or advocating for
better writing within the legal community.

The award was intended to be normally given to some-
one who is not an active member of LWI (which is why
it was an “outreach” award). But active members can
be considered in exceptional circumstances.

The first time we presented the award it went to Arthur
Levitt, Chair of the Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion. The award recognized his leadership in requiring
“plain language” for financial disclosure documents,
which were previously considered one of the more diffi-
cult types of documents to rewrite. But he showed it
could be done. The award was presented in the First
Amendment Room of the National Press Club in Wash-
ington, D.C., and (if I remember correctly) all of the
members of the Securities and Exchange Commission
attended the program.

The idea of such an award was to lift the field of legal
writing—and its teachers—in the eyes of the academic
and professional community. The award presentation
was covered in many newspapers, and the “Golden Pen
Award” became a new tradition for the Legal Writing
Institute (LWI).

In the next years, the Golden Pen Award was presented
to a number of individuals who helped the legal writing
community. The 2002 award was given to Dean Don
Le Duc of Thomas Cooley Law School for his long-
standing support of legal writing programs and teachers.
In 2003—returning to the National Press Club—the
award was given to Linda Greenhouse, the Supreme
Court Correspondent for the &  * ( . The
award recognized her ability to make the law more ac-
cessible to the public, and by serving as a model for le-
gal writers everywhere. The 2004 award was given to
Judge Robert E. Keeton of the U.S. District Court of

Massachusetts, for his work in creating the Style Sub-
committee that reviewed all of the federal court rules to
sharpen their content. The subcommittee completely
revised three sets of federal rules. At the 2004 award,
introductory remarks were made by another legend in
the legal writing community, Bryan Garner, whose
countless works include being editor of the latest edi-
tions of I The 2005 award was
given to Professor Richard Wydick of the University of
California at Davis School of Law, who is the author of

" . And in 2000, the award went to
Joseph M. Williams, author of # $

% !

The 2007 Golden Pen Awards were supposed to be pre-
sented in California, but the Association of American
Law Schools had to move the location of the annual
meeting from San Francisco to Washington D.C. The
award recipients were kind enough to travel from Cali-
fornia to receive the awards.

Those recipients were the California Judicial Council
and its Chair, Chief Justice Ronald M. George, the Cali-
fornia Judicial Council’s Committee on Criminal Jury
Instructions and its Chair, Justice Carol A. Corrigan; and
the California Judicial Council’s Committee on Civil
Jury Instructions and its Chair, Justice James D. Ward.

This was the first time that the Golden Pen Committee
presented multiple awards, leaving next year’s commit-
tee with the difficult determination of deciding whether
they are presenting the eighth or eleventh Golden Pen
Award.

The 2007 recipients were the lead architects of a monu-
mental achievement in California: the creation of plain
English civil and criminal jury instructions. In 1997,
Chief Justice Ronald M. George had the vision to create
a task force to rewrite California’s civil and criminal jury
instructions in plain English. After years of work by
judges, lawyers, and other experts, the two new sets of
instructions were adopted by the California Judicial
Council. The California Judicial Council’s Committee
on Criminal Jury Instructions, chaired by Justice Carol
A. Corrigan, dedicated eight years to drafting clear and
accurate criminal jury instructions. Likewise, the Cali-
fornia Judicial Council’s Committee on Civil Jury In-
(Continued on page 9)
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REMARKS FROM THE PAST CHAIR

The Significance of Service
Suzanne E. Rowe, Past Chair
University of Oregon

As teachers of legal writing,
analysis, and research, we are
among the busiest people in the
academy. Our classes require
many hours of preparation and
even more hours of marking pa-
pers and meeting with students.
We publish in a variety of disci-
plines. Our deans frequently
notice our administrative skills

and “reward” us with heavy
committee assignments. Despite these demands, mak-
ing time for national service is important.

Service does not need to be an overwhelming time com-
mitment. In fact, if your service commitment is taking
more than a few hours per week, you may need to take a
fresh look at your priorities. A few hours per month
can provide the four significant benefits described be-
low.

First, you benefit personally from the connections that
you make with colleagues across the country. Most of
us find it exhilarating to talk with people who value legal
writing and appreciate the unique skills that the work
requires. While volunteering with others to plan a con-
ference, select an award recipient, or update a website,
you will become friends with people who affirm the im-
portance of what you do.

Second, you benefit professionally. You hear about
your colleagues’ scholarship and their teaching ideas,
which you can incorporate into your own. Moreover,
national service looks good on your resume. Deans
tend to be especially impressed with work for organiza-
tions they know, and they all know AALS. Chairs of
promotion committees often look for service as an indi-
cator of a colleague’s reputation. In addition, through
your service, you get to know those people around the
country who are best situated to provide letters for your
promotion or tenure file.

In addition, your school benefits. No one likes ) 1#!
& , but the LRW programs that are most highly
ranked tend to have the most active professors.

Finally, the profession benefits from your contributions.
Our branch of the academy has developed tremen-
dously over the past 30 years. We owe our pedagogy,
our textbooks, our class size, and our place in the acad-
emy to colleagues who volunteered their time for na-
tional service.

This year, the AALS Section on Legal Writing, Reason-
ing, and Research used an extensive committee structure
for the first time. The Section’s work was done not by
an executive committee of five, but a committee net-
work of 24! As Past Chair, I want to thank each of you
for your significant contribution to service. And I en-
courage those of you who have not yet reaped the bene-
fits of national service to join us.

WANT TO SEE YOUR NAME IN
PRINT?

*kkkkkikkk

Send any information about
your recent publications,
promotions, moves, and other
accomplishments to
Rachel Croskery-Roberts,
Section Secretary, at
rcrosker@umich.edu.

Please also send updates on
program or status changes at
your law school.
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structions, chaired by Justice James D. Ward, spent six
years rewriting new plain English civil jury instructions.

California’s plain English jury instruction project is
proof that legal writing can be clear, precise, and accu-
rate. The Golden Pen Awards were given on the one-
year anniversary of the new instructions, which enabled
jurors to understand the law and apply it correctly.

The award recipients also agreed to participate in a sub-
stantive program the following morning. That program
was organized by Scribes—The American Society of
Legal Writers, and it was well-attended. Joe Kimble,
chair of the Golden Pen Committee (previously known
as the LWI Outreach Committee), chaired the Scribes
Program on drafting plain language jury instructions.

Having served on the Outreach Committee and the
Golden Pen Committee since its inception, I have seen
the event grow from a simple idea to an important an-
nual event in the legal writing community. The Golden
Pen Award Ceremony became a joint award cere-
mony—with the Blackwell Award—starting a tradition
that many hundreds of people have enjoyed over the
past years.

Joe Kimble and I are this year stepping down from the
Committee, passing this tradition along to others who
will no doubt bring it to an even higher level. In this,
my last year, I also created a brochure for the awards
ceremony that collects all of the information about our
previous award winners for the Golden Pen and Black-
well Awards.

Joe Kimble served as chair of the 2006-2007 Golden
Pen Committee. The other committee members were
Louis Sirico of Villanova University, Susan Thrower of
DePaul University, Christopher Wren, Assistant Attor-
ney General for the Wisconsin Department of Justice
Criminal Appeals Unit, and me.

Joe has done a tremendous job as committee chair over
the years. He worried about every detail. My job was to
tell him not to worry. The other members of the com-
mittee were always helpful in every year, particularly
when it got around to approving the actual language of
the plaque.

Julie Spanbauer of The John Marshall Law School in
Chicago will now chair the Golden Pen Committee. Joe
and I will continue to serve as informal advisors to the
new committee, bringing our seven years of experience
in creating and building the Golden Pen Awards and the
joint ceremony. The next presentation will be in New
York in January 2008, during the AALS annual meeting.

Photos of eatlier Golden Pen and Blackwell Awards are
available on the LWI website.

% ,

EXPLORING NEW FORMATS FOR

PRESENTING ACADEMIC WORK:
POSTER PRESENTATIONS AT
AALS

By Nancy Soonpaa, Texas Tech School of Law

For the past three years, the AALS Annual Meeting has
offered poster presentations from featured sections.
Poster presentations are a standard feature at the con-
ferences of many other disciplines; they offer a way for
those attending a conference to review scholarship and
speak with authors without the time commitment of a
full-length conference presentation.

Last year the Section on Legal Writing, Reasoning, and
Research was one of the featured sections, with posters
from Judith Fischer of the University of Louisville
School of Law, Sue Liemer of Southern Illinois Univer-
sity School of Law, and me. My observations are based
on last year’s experience and then seeing how AALS
changed its approach in 2007.

In 2006, Professor Fischer’s poster presentation was
based on her article on student evaluations; Professor
Liemer’s poster presentation reported on voting rights
of LRW faculty; and my poster set out my empirical re-
search on law student stress levels. Our Section’s three
(Continued on page 10)




Section Newsletter

Page 10

(Poster Presentations, continued from page 9)

posters were well-placed in a high-traffic location and
thus excited much comment. The posters and their pre-
senters were featured one morning of the conference,
giving an opportunity for the professors to field ques-
tions and invite discussion from other conference atten-
dees. That opportunity offered excellent exposure and
the opportunity to demonstrate to everyone in the legal
academy that LRW professors engage in meaningful
empirical research.

In 2007, our Section again sponsored wonderful aca-
demic posters that conference-goers found engaging
and interesting. Leah M. Christensen (University of St.
Thomas School of Law) presented her scholarly re-

Professor Leah Christensen takes a moment to answer ques-
tions about her work with an interested passing professor at the
AALS annual meeting in Washington, D.C. in January.

search on Legal Reading and Law School Success: An
Empirical Study. Moreover, Diana R. Donahoe
(Georgetown University Law Center) presented work
on Engaging Students in the Digital Age. Both present-
ers were on hand to discuss their work at designated
times.

Despite the high quality of the scholatly poster presen-
tations this year, my impression was that the poster
event was less effective in 2007 for at least two reasons:
first, the posters were set up in a different area with less
foot traffic, and second, there were simply too many
posters overall.

AALS plans to offer poster presentations at next year’s
conference as well. Here are some tips for those con-
sidering submitting a proposal for a poster:

A standard law review article is typically NOT good
poster material. Good posters have graphs, charts,
pictures, or other material beyond straight text.
Analyze your research or scholarly work ruthlessly
to determine its fit for poster presentation.
The research must be amenable to presentation in a
graphically interesting manner. Simple charts, dia-
grams, and pictures are eye-catching. Complicated
charts or big blocks of text with no visual relief are
not good poster material. If AALS continues to in-
crease the number of poster presentations, then a
poster must be simple and eye-catching so as not to
get lost in the shuffle. Maximum poster size al-
lowed is 36 x 48 inches.
While the poster should be eye-catching, it shouldn’t
be frenetic. Avoid using too many fonts or too
many colors. Be bold, yet restrained.
Seek out help from your school’s library staff or me-
dia production or public relations department.
Some libraries have poster-printing facilities, and
there are software programs that make it easy to de-
sign a poster. Develop two or three variations of
your poster, and then solicit feedback from col-
leagues.
Remember that the poster is free advertising for you
and your school. Make sure that your name and
your school’s name and logo are on the poster. You
may like the effect of your school information as a
half-tone watermark or as a repeating border around
the entire poster. If the poster is based on an arti-
cle, include the citation to the article.
Balance the title with some well-selected quotes and
excerpts and then something visually interesting—a
chart, a diagram, a picture. Use plenty of white
space, as well as a judicious amount of color. Use
all the techniques that you would use to help a
reader through a brief, such as headings, numbering,
and simple, clear language.
Remember that the poster should grab the attention
of passers-by, but not impede the flow of traffic.
Give enough information, but no too much—no one
really wants to (or will) stop and read one poster for
10 minutes. Too-small font is likely to encourage
(Continued on page 11)
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passersby to pass up your poster entirely. Bigger
font, fewer words, and someone’s undivided atten-
tion for even a minute are preferable.

For those passers-by who want more information,
provide business cards and article reprints or ab-
stracts. You could even offer reprints of the poster
itself, reduced to 8.5 by 11 paper size. (If you are
about to protest that it would not be readable, then
you have crammed too much onto your poster!)
You may choose to leave a stack of cards for the
entire conference and just have the reprints available
for your on-site time, or you could leave a sign-up
sheet for those who would like you to mail out a
copy. The conference hotel usually has not set up
the space for providing additional materials such as
these, so poster presenters often shanghai a chair for
their materials. Consider how you might plan to
offer these materials—perhaps a sturdy envelope at-
tached to the easel or poster itself or a box or con-
tainer with the r eprints.

Remember to bring a camera and take pictures for
your school’s publications, as well as for the Section
newsletter.

Finally, AALS asks that those presenting posters set
up their poster displays at the start of the confer-
ence. If you cannot attend, find a colleague who
can set up for you and sub for you at the appointed
time for fielding questions.

After your poster has been accepted, AALS will provide
you with information about mailing and other options.
They are all expensive, but there ARE cheaper options.
First, consider shipping the poster to the conference
hotel. You can ship it rolled and buy mounting materi-
als when you arrive, or you can ship it flat and already
mounted. Second, consider having your local copy
shop mount it and box it up for you, then simply check
it for your flight. Regardless of how your poster gets to
the conference, the experience of displaying it and chat-
ting with dozens of professors from other schools is
valuable for you, for your school, and for your Section.

Additional useful resources:

1. Colin Purrington, “Advice on Designing Scientific
Posters,” http://www.swarthmore.edu/NatSci/

cpurrinl /posteradvice.htm (This site focuses on

scientific research and conferences, but has some

Professor Diana Donahoe discusses her work with a confer-
ence attendee at the AALS annual meeting in Washington,
D.C. in January.

good practical ideas such as the one above regarding
reprints of the poster.)

2. Gary Ritchison, “BIO 801: Poster Presentations,”
http://people.cku.edu/ritchisong/posterpres.html
(This site has good examples and helpful links.)

J ALWD CALL FOR ARTICLES:

FALL 2008 VOLUME

The Journal of the Association of Legal Writing Direc-
tors (J. ALWD) invites submission of articles for its Fall
2008 Legal Writing Beyond Memos & Briefs issue.
In this issue, the Journal will publish articles about the
“best practices” of legal writing in contexts other than
the traditional litigation setting. Although much valu-
able legal writing scholarship has focused on the memo-
randa and briefs that are produced in connection with
lawsuits, many lawyers are engaged in other kinds of
writing: they draft transactional documents, legislation,
rules, and regulations; they write formal and informal
opinions and correspondence; they produce essays and
articles for legal scholars and practicing lawyers.

The Journal encourages submissions for this issue from
law professors, practicing lawyers, and judges as well as
from academics, researchers, and specialists in other

(Continued on page 13)
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(Enquist, continued from page 4) L ( , 58 S.C. L.. Rev. 7 (2006)
point for those of us who teach legal writing. Yes, we
need to know where the puck is-which is another way of | Anne Enquist

saying that we have to keep our eye on the ball and stay * ( (2d ed. Aspen 2007) (with Laurel Currie
focused on our students and where they are right now in Oates).

their learning. But we also need to skate where the puck
is going to be. Great legal writing teaching means we Judith D. Eischer

are also anticipating how things will unfold--how today’s | 1 ( # "

lesson will affect their next piece of writing--and what 17 Mont. Prof. 11 (Fall 2006).

our students will need for their first summer internship, 2 o ’$ 2 $ 1
three years from now when they graduate, ten years $ # $ 1# "

from now when they are established attorneys, and even ) #' 18 Fla. . Intl. L. 485 (2006)

three decades from now when they are mentoring the
next generation. When we teach, then, we are not just
trying to show our students how to research this one
issue, create this one specific argument, or write this one
particular brief. We are trying to help them develop a
framework of skills--and the judgment for using them--
that they can apply to any number of situations they will
encounter over the course of their careers.

(with Chloé J. Wallace).

Deborah Mostaghel
, ) "33 12 / &1
# ( # 4, 70 Albany L.
Rev. 583 (2007).

Michael D. Murray

So at the risk of mixing my metaphors or at least mixing | 1. $ S - ) . # 2
my sports analogies, I want to suggest that we are more > O , 58 Baylor L.
than capable of doing both--keeping our eye on the ball Rev. 779 (2000).

skating to where the puck is going to be. We can be | 2. , 21
focused on our students in the present and still keep an Second Draft 11 (Dec. 2000).
eye on how today’s lessons will prepare them for their
tuture. Laurel Currie Oates

* ( (2d ed. Aspen 2007) (with Anne Enquist).
It’s a big job to try to do both, but fortunately as my

earlier long list of names proves, we are not alone in this | Ryth Anne Robbins

endeavor. Through the Legal Writing Institute, Scribes, | _ 5oL # * $
the Association of Legal Writing Directors, and our ) $ ( /
AALS Section on Legal Writing, Reasoning, and Re- _ 29 Seattle L. Rev. 767 (2006).

search, we have one of the best and most collaborative
national (and increasingly international) networks of
professionals of any field. For me, this is an unbeatable (Carolina Academic Press 2007)
team, and I am so grateful to be a part of it. (with Julic M. Cheslik).

INEW PUBLICATIONS R G Tl

Wanda M. Temm
>

Julie M. Cheslik & & ( ( 1
> (Carolina Academic Press 2007) » 58 Baylor L. Rev. 894 (2000).
(with Wanda M. Temm).

Nancy Wanderer
Maria Perez Crist 1( $ $ , $ 21

0 Me. L.J. 196 (2000).
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CALL FOR ARTICLES, CONT D
(J. ALWD, continued from page 11) I|i ]i '." J‘JI \(

disciplines. In addition to full-length articles, the Jour- 4
nal welcomes essays and practice notes. The final dead- l 1)
line for submission of articles is September 15, 2007. -
Article selection will be completed by November 1,
2007. Specific topic ideas are provided in the call for

articles posted at http://www.alwd.org. Deborah M.

Mostaghel

1 This summer, Deborah Mostaghel will
leave her position as Director of Legal
Research and Writing at The University

| of Toledo College of Law to become the
new Director of Legal Writing at Golden
—8 Gate University School of Law in San
Francisco.

Submission Guidelines: Completed manuscripts will
be accepted through September 15, 2007. The Journal
editors prefer that manuscripts not be under submission
elsewhere; please advise us if you are submitting your
manuscript to other publications. Manuscripts should
be accompanied by (1) a cover letter summarizing the
article and (2) the resume of the author, including tele-
phone number and e-mail address. For major articles,

Pamela V. Keller became a Clinical
Associate Professor and Ditrector of the
Lawyering Program at the University of
Kansas School of Law. She was previ-

ously
there.

Pamela V. Keller

the Journal will consider manuscripts from 30 to 50

typewritten pages (7,500 to 12,500 words). For practice gg—7=
notes, the Journal recommends manuscripts from 5 to
15 typewritten pages. All manuscripts should be pre-
pared in Microsoft Word 2000 or higher, using double-
spacing, one-inch margins, 12-14 point font, and foot-
notes (not endnotes). Hard copies should be submitted
on 8 1/2 x 11 paper, printed on one side only. Citation
format should adhere to the / $ > (3d

*Nm ﬂm .

W years, is the equivalent of clini-

J ALWD PROMOTIONS AND MOVES,

CONT'D

an acting director and instructor

The faculty at Nova Southeast-
ern recently approved a long
term contract for James Levy.
The new contract, which is pre-
sumptively renewable every 5

cal tenure.

ed., Aspen L. & Bus. 2006). The Journal discourages James B. Levy

textual footnotes.

Please send submissions (preferably electronic) of com-
pleted manusctipts to jalwd@tjsl.edu o to:

Linda L. Berger

Chair, Editorial Committee, J]. ALWDProfessor
Thomas Jefferson School of Law

2121 San Diego Ave.

San Diego, CA 92110

phone (619) 374-6933, fax (619) 296-4284

Joan Malmud

PROMOTIONS AND MOVES

Kristen Gerdy has been promoted to || 4
full professor at BYU’s J. Reuben Clark
Law School.

This summer, Jan Levine will leave his
position as Director of the Legal Re-
search and Writing Program at Temple
University School of Law to become the
tirst full-time Director of Legal Research
and Writing at Duquesne University
School of Law in Pittsburgh.

Kristen B. Gerdy Jan Levine

Joan Malmud received the unanimous
support of the University of Oregon
School of Law Faculty for her promo-
tion to Senior Instructor.
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NOTEWORTHY ACCOMPLISHMENTS

Jim Levy has been elected Editor-in-Chief of

Michael D. Murray has been invited to teach International Art Law at the University of San Diego Law
School’s summer program in Florence, Italy.

Nancy Wanderer was honored in November with the “Alumna of the Year” award by the Women’s Law As-
sociation of the University of Maine School of Law.

The University of Maine School of Law recently changed its capped Legal Writing Fellow position to an
uncapped, full faculty position: Legal Writing Instructor.

AALS CoOMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS FOR 2007

AWARD COMMITTEE: This committee will select the recipient of the Section's award from those people who are
nominated.

Chair: Susan Kosse
Members: Kristin Gerdy, Scott Fruehwald, Hether MacFarlane, Louis Sirico, Susan Thrower

NOMINATING COMMITTEE: This committee will select from the people nominated for secretary and chair-elect
the slate to present for election at our business meeting in New York in 2008.

Chair: Louis Sirico
Members: Susan Kosse, James Levy, Michael Koby, Suzanne Rowe

POSTER COMMITTEE: This committee will select the posters to be displayed at the annual meeting in 2008.

Chair: Tracy Bach
Members: Kristin Dauphinais, Sue Liemer, Lisa Penland

WEBSITE COMMITTEE: This committee will continue to develop and update content for our section’s website.

Chair: Todd Bruno
Members:  Samantha Moppett, Megan McAlpin

WELCOMING COMMITTEE: This committee will make sure our members feel welcome at AALS events includ-
ing the annual luncheon.

Chair: Lisa Hatlen
Members: Ed Telfeyan, Rachel Croskery-Roberts, Ellie Margolis, Mark Osbeck

( 3 . 3
# / 7( TR
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SECTION OFFICERS FOR THE AALS SECTION ON

LEGAL WRITING, REASONING, AND RESEARCH

Chair:

Susan Hanley Kosse

Louis D. Brandeis School of Law
University of Louisville
susan.kosse@louisville.edu

Chair-Elect:

Louis J. Sirico

Villanova University School of Law
sirico@law.villanova.edu

Secretary:

Rachel Croskery-Roberts

University of Michigan School of Law
rcrosker@umich.edu

Program Chair:

Andrea McArdle

CUNY School of Law
mcardle@mail.law.cuny.edu

Past Chair:

Suzarnne Rowe

University of Oregon School of Law
srowe@law.uoregon.edu




