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TAKE HOME FINAL EXAMINATION

| nstructions

Sour ces: You may use (1) the textbook and course supplement; (2) any materias handed out in
class; (3) your class notes; and (4) any outlines, notes, or other materids you have prepared. You may
not do any outside resear ch.

Help: Y ou may not discuss the examination question with, or consult with, any other

person. Thisexamination isto be soldly your own work. Y ou may not do any research, either in the
library, on the computer, or in any other form. Any questions about interpretation should be addressed
tome. If the question could in any manner impair anonymity, it should be written and given to Kirgten
Pauli, the Story suite secretary. | will respond in writing and you can obtain the response from Kirsten.
Violation of the rules regarding consultation with others or with outsde materids will be consdered
honor code violations. In addition, violation of rules regarding consultation, length or lateness will lead
to assessment of pendtiesin grading.

Deadline: Y our answer must be returned by Wednesday, April 28, 1999, at 9:00 am. to
Kirgten Pauli, in the Story suite. Y ou may submit the exam earlier if you desre. Be sureto sgn the
check-in sheet when you turn in your exam.

Format: Y our answer must be typewritten, double spaced, on 85" x 11" paper with 1" margins
on al sdes. Do not exceed the specific word limits provided for each question. Include aword count a
the end of each question (use the word counter on your computer or count manuadly). | will pendize
papers that exceed the word limit, fail to meet minimum readability requirements (e.g., grammar), fail to
appear on time, or that in my judgment reflect an attempt to evade the spirit of these rules. Please
number the pages and staple them together. Keep a copy of your exam answer.

Exam #: Useyour exam number. Make sure your exam number ison al pages of your answer.
Y ou do not need to turn this exam in with your amswer. Y ou need not use a blue book.

Style: Y our answer should be concise, organized and coherent. While references to
theoreticians is encouraged, quotations are discouraged -- | want your words and andysis -- and
citations are unnecessay.



Substance: | haveincluded al the factsthat | think you need to answer the questions. If you believe
you lack necessary facts, make explicit any reasonable assumptions you are making and why, or
indicate what facts need to be investigated and why, or both. | encourage you not to make factua
assumptions which unnecessarily raise issues not otherwise suggested by the given facts, or which avoid
issues reasonably raised by the facts. The greastest amount of points will be awarded for specific
application of the jurisprudential theories to the questions asked.

Question 1
(50%)

A. Offer afeminit critique of law and economics. Please do so from the standpoint of feminist
legd theory generdly; in other words, you may use arguments from equd treatment theory, specia
treastment theory and/or dominance theory to criticize the assumptions, epistemology, and methodology
of law and economics.

B. Deveop some beginning ideas for afeminist verson of law and economics. In what ways can
feminig thinking or methods promote the law and economics project or suggest changesin some of its
assumptions and methods?

Word limit total for both parts (divide as you wish): 2000 words.

Question 2
(50%)

Lawyers have professona obligations to engage in pro bono service. Modd Rule 6.1 of the
ABA'sModd Rulesfor Professond Conduct states that: ALawyers should aspire to render at least (50)
hours of pro bono public legd services ayear.i According to the Modd Rules, lawyers should provide
"asubgtantia mgority of [their pro bono] hours of lega services without fee or expectation of fee."

To expose law students to actua practice and pro bono opportunities, Joanie Raymore (AJ.R.(),
anaura law theorist, has proposed that the University of Confusion School of Law require law
students, as a condition of graduation, to provide 40 hours of pro bono legal work or non-legd
volunteer public service a some time during the student:=s law school career under the supervision of a
law schoal faculty member. JR. dismisses concerns that sudents will have difficulty finding pro bono
opportunities, pointing to the Pro Bono Students of America (PBSA) which wasfounded at NYU



Law School in 1991: AA nationa network of 104 member law schools, PBSA works with more than
4000 organizations across the country to provide pro bono and public service opportunities for
students at member schools during the school year.) She adso suggests that law students can create
their own pro bono opportunities, and that student organizations, the law school=s dinics, community
lawyering projects, and bar associations can help connect students and opportunities.

Over thirty law schools across the country require students to perform public interest or pro
bono work before graduating, says J.R., and federa appellate courts have upheld as congtitutional
public schools: graduation requirements mandating students to complete a set number of hours of
community service prior to graduation. J.R. makes an impassioned plea to the faculty to adopt the
mandatory pro bono plan, arguing: " SJtudents cometo law schooal filled with passon, with mordity,
with asense of justice, and the law school spends three years doing its best to crush them under the
weight of the rule of law instead of helping them to integrate their ideas and values with the law.”

JR. ishit from the left and from theright at the faculty meeting. Both Mark Tushman, a critica
legd studies adherent, and Jules Heart, a positivist, oppose the mandatory pro bono proposal. What
aretheir arguments? And how would J.R. respond to those arguments?

Word limit: 2000 words.



