
The Future is Now
Teaching ALR during a 5-week Summer Session



https://lawprofessors.typepad.com/legal_skills/2013/08/be

rtrand-russells-10-commandments-of-teaching.html



Basics



Preparing . . . 

Rich Leiter: thoughts, discussions, 

syllabus

AALL Teach-In-Kits: course 
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Preparing . . . 

Rich Leiter: thoughts, discussions, 

syllabus

AALL Teach-In-Kits: course 

information, syllabi, assignments

Books, textbooks, articles, podcasts

Chats with 1L research colleagues

What’s relevant to our students

20+ years of  “thought” and “if  I 

were to teach an ALR course . . . “



Learning/Course Objectives

Develop the ability to think critically about the 

process of  legal research.

Develop the skills to approach researching a legal 

issue or problem more effectively and efficiently.

Develop the proficiency to critically evaluate legal 

bibliography to identify the most useful and 

relevant research tools.



Planning Factors 

When



Planning Factors 

When

“Pedal to the metal” survey 

course: what to teach



Basics of  Research; Algorithm Intro; AI

Controlled Vocabulary; Indexing; Online Catalogs

Cases

Statutes

Administrative Law

Foreign & International Law

Secondary Sources

Nebraska (State) Resources

Ethics

Transactional Resources

Litigation Resources

WWW & Authentication Issues
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Planning Factors 
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course: what to teach

Different learning styles; 

engaging students
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Textbook & “Readings”

Articles

Websites

Podcasts
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Different learning styles; 
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Textbook & “Readings”

“Own” the time commitment

Experts



Guest Speakers



Planning Factors 

When

“Pedal to the metal” survey 

course: what to teach

Different learning styles; 

engaging students

Textbook & “Readings”

“Own” time commitment

Experts

Assessment:

Final or Pathfinder 

Assignments: homework & in-class



Assessment

2022 2023

5 homework assignments (35%)

5 CALI exercises (5%)

Attendance & Participation (10%)

Pathfinder or Final (50%)

4 homework assignments (32%)

6 CALI exercises (6%)

Attendance & Participation (12%)

Final (50%)



“Homework”

2022 2023

Five CALI assignments

Five “weekly” assignments

Additional “extra credit”

Six CALI assignments

Four “weekly” assignments

Additional “extra credit”



In class assignments – “traditional” 
assignments

How Algorithms Differ (thanks to Susan Nevelow Mart)

Catalog Searching

Case Searching & Headnote Comparison

Citator Comparison

Court Rules & Codes

NE Regulations

Foreign & International Resources

Ethics

Multivolume comparisons

Litigation Resources



In class assignments – thinking  
“outside of  the box”

Treaties: Scratch off  cards





Points

Star first reveal = 5

Star second reveal = 3

Star third reveal = 1

Star fourth reveal = 0



Treaties can be 

entered into

By Executive Order

Only with the advice and 

consent of  the Senate

With the advice and consent 

of  the Senate & the House

Both A & B
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In class assignments – thinking  
“outside of  the box”

Treaties: Scratch off  cards

Transactional: Client interview

Administrative: FDA podcast breakdown



https://www.wbur.org/onpoint/2023/03/16/the-abortion-

pill-lawsuit-that-could-change-how-the-fda-approves-drugs

Glenn Cohen,, professor at Harvard 

Law School. His research focuses on 

bioethics and health law. He co-wrote 

an amicus brief  along with 18 other 

food and drug law scholars in support 

of  the FDA in this Texas lawsuit. 

(@CohenProf)

Eva Temkin, partner at the law firm 

King & Spalding where she counsels 

clients on issues related to the FDA from 

drug development to post-market 

regulation. She worked at the FDA for 

over 8 years, before leaving in 2021.

Also Featured: Amanda Banks, 

physician and adviser to multiple 

biotech companies and other 

organizations within the industry. 

Robin Feldman,,professor at UC Law 
in San Francisco. 

(@ProfRobnFeldman)



In class assignments – thinking  
“outside of  the box”

Treaties: Scratch off  cards

Transactional: Client interview

Administrative: FDA podcast breakdown

Secondary Sources: Brainstorm Outline & Wheel





Criminal Law

Case:  Guedes v. ATF 

Issue:

Can bump stock attachments to semi-automatic rifles be regulated as a machine gun 

under the National Firearms Act? The D.C. Circuit previously ruled that it can and 

refused to review that decision en banc. The court’s holding keeps it aligned with the 

Tenth Circuit, but the Fifth and Sixth circuits disagree.

Criminal Law

Case: Hardin v. Bureau of Alcohol Tobacco, Firearms & Explosives

Issue:

Are bump stocks a machine gun part that can be regulated by the Bureau of Alcohol 

Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives under the Gun Control Act? The Sixth Circuit joins 

the Fifth Circuit, saying they aren’t. The Tenth and D.C. circuits say that they can be 

regulated.







In class assignments – thinking  
“outside of  the box”

Treaties: Scratch off  cards

Transactional: Client interview

Administrative: FDA podcast breakdown

Secondary Sources: Wheel  & Brainstorm Outline

Legislative History: Hearing
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LEGISLATIVE HISTORY ON TRIAL 

Jamie R. Abramsa1 

Copyright © 2019 by Thomson Reuters; Jamie R. Abrams 

This article highlights a “Legislative History on Trial” simulation and its pedagogical value to a legislation course, 

administrative law course, or legal research and writing course. Teaching legislative history to students at any stage in law 

school in any course is notoriously challenging for faculty. It is a difficult topic to engage students. They do not yet have the 

context to understand the importance or relevance of the material they are learning. It can also be challenging to strike the 

proper level of coverage in classes containing a range of experiences from former Congressional staffers to international 

students. 
  
Professors often construct assignments with “bumpers” (i.e. assignments that are guaranteed to lead students to successful 

results) in which they design a “scavenger hunt” to find various nuggets of legislative interpretive material. I spent nearly  a 

decade designing, vetting, and executing such pre-canned assignments as an instructor of Legal Writing and as a Director of 

Legal Research Curriculum. These assignments are contained and manageable for students to stay on course, but their lasting 

educational effects are limited.1 The students become myopically focused on finding the answers, losing sight of the big picture 

of how and why a lawyer might use legislative history, what the sources are, the limitations and benefits of each source, and 

the critiques in using each source as a statutory interpretation tool. 
  
After years of watching students stumble through these assignments with minimal enthusiasm, I designed this “Legislative 

History on Trial” simulation to get students engaged more collaboratively. 
  

This simulation involves a trial in which groups of students interrogate and then rehabilitate various sources of legislative 

history on the stand with students testifying as the source itself. Admittedly, the exercise is a bit of a fictional conflation between 

a criminal and civil trial. Another more concrete way to frame the exercise is to conduct a hearing on whether the United States 

should adopt the “exclusionary rule” that the United Kingdom uses to exclude legislative history as an interpretive tool in 

courts.2 Regardless of the set-up, the context is a debate between those who support the expansive use of legislative history as 

an interpretive tool and those who oppose its use. 
  

The Learning Objectives 

This assignment refocused my legislative history assessment goals entirely. The goals of the exercise are to (1) learn what the 

major sources of legislative history are; (2) understand the relative hierarchical values of different sources of legislative history; 

(3) identify the limitations and benefits of using legislative history as a tool of statutory interpretation; and (4) practice 

preliminary trial preparation skills. The simulation usually falls during a point in the semester in which I am heavily engaged 

in grading and the students are awaiting feedback. This gives students a much-needed break from drafting and writing exercises. 

It is a well-received shift in class preparation for the professor as well, requiring facilitation and guidance, but little podium 

teaching. 





In class assignments – thinking  
“outside of  the box”

Treaties: Scratch off  cards

Transactional: Client interview

Administrative: FDA podcast breakdown

Secondary Sources: Wheel  & Brainstorm Outline

Legislative History: Hearing

Nebraska: Secondary Sources resource reviews





What did I learn?

Imposter syndrome is real for me.



Her enthusiasm for research, while something I personally 

cannot understand, is evident and makes the class far more 

engaging. I took this class hoping to learn to research better 

and I got more than what I thought I would. 



What did I learn?
Imposter syndrome is real for me.

5 weeks is both not enough and too much time and it is a 

loooonnggg time for both you and your students. 

A good RA is priceless.

A course management system can be extraordinarily helpful –

even if  it makes you want to pull your hair out.

Prepare as much as possible and know that it’s never enough.

What you plan doesn’t always pan out – and sometimes what 

you plan, turns out even better than you expect.

Something always goes awry. Be flexible. 

It’s okay to be more excited about an assignment than your 

students.

Matrixes for grading. ‘Nuff said.



Questions?



Sandy Placzek
splaczek2@unl.edu

Schmid Law Library

University of  Nebraska College of  Law
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