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TraŶsĐript 

What ŵakes good legal ǁritiŶg iŶ acadeŵic settiŶgs?  

 

IŶ oŶe seŶse, it is Ŷot ŵuĐh differeŶt froŵ aŶǇ other good ǁritiŶg: the ĐlaritǇ of eǆpressioŶ, the 

ĐlaritǇ of thoughts. I thiŶk these are the ŵost iŵportaŶt aspeĐts of it. AŶd a lot of tiŵes, the 

proďleŵ of good ǁritiŶg is Ŷot reallǇ aďout the ǁritiŶg stǇle, ďut rather it s͛ the thought ďehiŶd. AŶd 

tiŵe aŶd agaiŶ, ǁe haǀe seeŶ studeŶts ǁho haǀe Ŷo idea ǁhat theǇ are talkiŶg aďout aŶd theŶ keep 

goiŶg rouŶd aŶd rouŶd, or theǇ haǀe Ŷo idea ǁhat are the issues aŶd so oŶ. So if Ǉou ĐaŶ͛t get Ǉour 

thoughts Đlarified ďeforehaŶd, Ǉou doŶ͛t kŶoǁ ǁhat Ǉou are ǁritiŶg, Ǉou ĐaŶ͛t haǀe good ǁritiŶg. 

 

WritiŶg is to ĐoŵŵuŶiĐate. AŶd a lot of people thiŶk that ǁritiŶg is just for Ǉourself aŶd so oŶ. You 

haǀe to thiŶk aďout it froŵ the audieŶĐe s͛ poiŶt of ǀieǁ. 

 

As a laǁ professor, ǁhat are you lookiŶg for iŶ the ǁritiŶg that you read? 

 

There are soŵe geŶeral thiŶgs ǁe are lookiŶg for. For eǆaŵple, iŶ a studeŶt paper, the ĐlaritǇ of 

eǆpressioŶ is oŶe thiŶg, the eǆteŶt of researĐh, the arguŵeŶt: hoǁ does it ruŶ, ǁhat kiŶd of 

arguŵeŶt, ǁhat poiŶt are Ǉou trǇiŶg to ĐoŶǀeǇ, ǁhether it s͛ ĐoŶǀiŶĐiŶg. AŶd soŵetiŵes studeŶts 

oǀerlook that part, it s͛ Ŷot just puttiŶg aŶ arguŵeŶt. Soŵetiŵes theǇ put up just ĐoŵpletelǇ faŶĐǇ 

arguŵeŶts aŶd I keep telliŶg theŵ, ͚You ĐaŶ argue aŶǇthiŶg Ǉou like, ďut theŶ iŶ a legal professioŶal 

settiŶg, it has to ďe aďle to ĐoŶǀiŶĐe aŶd if it s͛ too far-fetĐhed, Ǉou siŵplǇ ǁoŶ͛t ĐoŶǀiŶĐe people͛. 

 

AŶother thiŶg is Ǉou haǀe to eŶgage ǁith the opposiŶg ǀieǁs. ReĐeŶtlǇ, I͛ǀe just ŵarked aŶother 

siǆtǇ essaǇs aŶd soŵe of the proďleŵ is, theǇ just put forǁard their ǀieǁs as if there ǁere Ŷo 

opposiŶg ǀieǁs or ǁe ĐaŶ forget aďout the opposiŶg ;ǀieǁͿ aŶd theŶ theǇ saǇ ǁhǇ traŶsseǆual 

ŵarriage should ďe reĐogŶized, ǁhǇ ĐertaiŶ thiŶgs should ďe doŶe that ǁaǇ, ďut theŶ, ǁhat are the 

opposiŶg arguŵeŶts? What are the ĐoŶsideratioŶs that Ǉou haǀe to address iŶ a ǁaǇ? Soŵetiŵes 

theǇ oǀerlook that aŶd theŶ soŵe studeŶts Đoŵe ďaĐk aŶd saǇ, ͚Oh, ďut if I haǀe to eǆpress ŵǇ Đase, 

aŶd I haǀe to deal ǁith the oppositioŶs, theŶ hoǁ Đould I put theŵ altogether aŶd Ǉou giǀe ŵe oŶlǇ 

siǆ thousaŶd ǁords?͛ etĐ. AŶd that ǁould ďe the ĐhalleŶge – hoǁ to ďe eĐoŶoŵiĐal: ďreǀitǇ aŶd 

ĐlaritǇ. AŶd soŵetiŵes ǁe Ŷeed to eǆerĐise a little ďit of disĐipliŶe oŶ ourselǀes aŶd that applies to 
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eǀeŶ aĐadeŵiĐs as ǁell. 

 

What are the ŵaiŶ challeŶges that Ŷoǀice laǁyers eŶcouŶter ǁheŶ eŶgagiŶg iŶ legal ǁritiŶg iŶ a 

professioŶal settiŶg? 

 

OŶe is tiŵe. You doŶ͛t haǀe the luǆurǇ of tiŵe. AŶd iŶ real life, eǀerǇthiŶg has to ďe doŶe ǇesterdaǇ. 

AŶd there are ŵaŶǇ oĐĐasioŶs, eǀeŶ ǁheŶ I go to Đourt, I thiŶk, ͚Oh, hoǁ ŶiĐe if I got aŶother daǇ͛ 

or eǀeŶ ͚Hoǁ ŶiĐe if I got aŶother hour .͛ I Ŷeǀer feel that I͛ŵ fullǇ readǇ to go iŶto Đourt that I Ŷeed 

Ŷo further preparatioŶ. It Ŷeǀer happeŶs that ǁaǇ. So tiŵiŶg aŶd self-disĐipliŶe are ǀerǇ iŵportaŶt 

aspeĐts ǁhiĐh Ǉou haǀe to traiŶ eǀeŶ froŵ Ǉour studeŶt daǇs, to leaǀe Ǉourself suffiĐieŶt tiŵe. DoŶ͛t 

leaǀe thiŶgs to the last ŵiŶute. There ǁill alǁaǇs ďe uŶĐertaiŶ, uŶforeseeaďle thiŶgs that happeŶ iŶ 

the last ŵiŶute. 

 

TeŶsioŶ Đould ǁork ďoth ǁaǇs. I thiŶk teŶsioŶ is a good thiŶg. I reŵeŵďer, agaiŶ, Lord DeŶŶiŶg iŶ 

his ďook oŶ due proĐess. He said he ĐaŶ still reŵeŵďer fortǇ daǇs ;ǇearsͿ froŵ his first daǇ of 

praĐtiĐe hoǁ Ŷerǀous he ǁas ǁheŶ he first appeared iŶ Đourt, ďut fortǇ Ǉears later, he s͛ Ŷoǁ ďeeŶ 

oŶ the ďeŶĐh for so loŶg, he still feels that aŶǆietǇ. This is the aŶǆietǇ of Ǉour respoŶsiďilitǇ to reaĐh 

a fair deĐisioŶ. AŶd I alǁaǇs ďelieǀe that this kiŶd of teŶsioŶ ǁould push Ǉou a ďit further thaŶ ǁhat 

Ǉou thiŶk Ǉou ĐaŶ do, ďut theŶ at the saŵe tiŵe Ǉou ǁill haǀe to ďe aďle to Đope ǁith that teŶsioŶ. 

 

What adǀice do you haǀe for studeŶts ǁho are learŶiŶg legal ǁritiŶg? 

 

Before Ǉou start readiŶg a Đase, ask Ǉourself ǁhǇ Ǉou ǁaŶt to read this Đase. You ĐaŶ get that froŵ 

leĐtures or froŵ readiŶg teǆtďooks, so Ǉou haǀe to haǀe soŵe ideas ǁhǇ Ǉou ǁaŶt to get this Đase 

ďefore Ǉou read it aŶd theŶ foĐus oŶ those parts. AŶd theŶ iŶ ŵootiŶg, for eǆaŵple, aŶd tiŵe aŶd 

agaiŶ, ǁe haǀe seeŶ studeŶts doiŶg the ŵootiŶg aŶd theŶ ĐitiŶg a Đase, aŶd theŶ Ǉou haǀe to stop 

hiŵ aŶd ͚Tell ŵe ǁhǇ Ǉou ǁaŶt this Đase aŶd hoǁ does it help Ǉou?͛ aŶd so oŶ. AŶd soŵehoǁ, 

theǇ͛re suddeŶlǇ stuĐk aŶd theŶ ǁheŶ Ǉou poiŶt out, ͚The faĐtual situatioŶ is ǀerǇ differeŶt ,͛ aŶd 

theŶ theǇ ĐoŶĐede. TheǇ should haǀe thought aďout that ďefore. So all this ties iŶ, I thiŶk, ǁith 

praĐtiĐe aŶd there is Ŷo easǇ ǁaǇ. TheǇ haǀe to do the hard ǁaǇ to go through aŶd read eŶough 
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Đases for that. AŶd this is soŵethiŶg that Ǉou ĐaŶŶot deriǀe aŶd learŶ just ďǇ readiŶg headŶotes or 

suŵŵaries. 


