Call for Participation in a Discussion Group on
Low-Tech Works: Teaching Data, Teaching Justice
Abstracts due: Friday, October 9, 2020
Submit using the online submission form here.
Introduction
The following is a Call for Participation in a Discussion Group on Low-Tech Works: Teaching
Data, Teaching Justice to be held during the AALS virtual Annual Meeting from January 5-9,
2021.
Discussion groups allow for sustained conversation about a topic of interest. In advance of the
discussion, each participant will write and share a short abstract (no more than 3 pages,
double-spaced) and read the abstracts of the other participants. The discussion group will be
composed of the organizers (Profs. Starger, Smith, Juergens, and Needham) and those
additional individuals selected from this call for participation.
Description

Low-Tech Works: Teaching Data, Teaching Justice
Most lawyers and law students do not code or use cutting-edge technologies; many even
believe themselves averse to STEM subjects. Yet contemporary law reform depends on finding
evidence-based solutions for intractable justice problems. True access to justice (A2J) requires
data literacy and an innovation mindset, as well as cognizance of the potential for bias in the
use of algorithms and technology. How can law schools bridge this gap between STEM-aversion
and the demands of contemporary legal problem solving?
This discussion will grapple with ways to instill law students with an A2J mindset and to act on
it. Law teachers have a responsibility, these discussants agree, to teach their students the
principles of data- and evidence-based policymaking and to help them imagine and execute
informed solutions to justice problems. Those justice problems, of course, include structural
racism and inequality.
This group will discuss questions including:
How can we teach students to find and analyze data that are readily available and
easily manipulated? Should schools seek law teachers with greater data expertise? Must
we recruit big data gurus to come to law school? Yes. But how shall we reach the rest—
the majority--of our students?
How can we teach students the pitfalls and limitations of data, including foundational
issues of inherently imperfect datasets and risks of data manipulation? How do we
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explore the impact of systemic biases upon data? And how do we uncover our own
biases in our approaches to justice problems?
How do we create courses—or course modules—that use technology-for-justice tools
that can be deployed even by students with little technology training?
What settings might help students learn practical data skills, using real data? Could
quasi-clinical class settings be used to connect students with entities like courts, which
might have data that could be shared with students and used for learning and potential
reform? What other methods could be used to give students real data experience and
expertise?
The organizers of this discussion group have differing levels of proficiency, practice experiences,
and approaches to data science, legal technology, and computer programming. We have
taught in a range of institutions, including a 120-year-old free-standing school with the first
accredited on-line program in the United States, and law schools committed to students who
work while attending school. We differ in the roles we occupy at our schools, from full
professor with tenure to adjunct professor to clinical fellow with little or no job security, and
we have varying roles in integrating A2J skills into our law school curricula. We hope these
varied backgrounds and perspectives will help us find creative ways to influence curricular
offerings and expand student data skills.
Call for Abstracts
The Annual Meeting Program Committee invites faculty and administrators who would like to
join this Discussion Group to submit a short abstract (no more than 3 pages, double-spaced)
that addresses the questions and theme outlined above by Friday, October 9. Current
organizers and confirmed discussion participants include:
Colin Starger, Professor and Director of Legal Data and Design Clinic, University of
Baltimore School of Law, Baltimore, Maryland
Alexandra Smith, Clinical Fellow, University of Baltimore School of Law, Baltimore,
Maryland
Ann Juergens, Professor and former Co-Director of Clinics, Mitchell Hamline School of
Law, St. Paul, Minnesota
Lisa Needham, Adjunct/Affiliated Professor of Law, Mitchell Hamline School of Law, St.
Paul, Minnesota
Space in this Discussion Group is limited; the AALS Program Committee, along with the teachers
who proposed this discussion, will select the remaining discussion participants from the
abstracts submitted. At the AALS Annual Meeting in January, selected participants will make a
one-to-two minute presentation during the Discussion Group. The remaining time will be
devoted to a moderated, roundtable group discussion.
Each submission for this Discussion Group should include:
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•
•
•
•

The title of the submitted presentation/paper;
The name, school and email of the applying participant;
An abstract (no more than three double-spaced pages) that addresses the questions and
theme outlined above; and
The curriculum vitae of the applying participant.

In reviewing the submitted abstracts, the discussion group organizers and selection committee
will consider the following:
•
•

An abstract’s overall quality and fit for the Discussion Group;
The diversity that the applying participant may bring in terms of a variety of factors
including viewpoint diversity, institutional affiliation and status (tenure-track, nontenure track, tenured).

Abstracts are due by Friday, October 9, 2020 and should be submitted using the online
submission form here.
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