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yracuse University College of Law Professor, Joseph A.

Barrette, opens the issue with an article entitled, “Self-

Awareness: The Missing Piece of the Experiential
Learning Puzzle.” He discusses the relevance and importance
of self-awareness to the learning of law and lawyering. In his
article, he explains how legal education content can be
divided into three different types and how external factors and
internal conditions interplay within each type.

The second selection is a unique collection of winning
entries in the inaugural Creative Writing Contest sponsored
by the Clinical Legal Education Association. The collection
begins with an introduction written by Robert F. Seibel,
CUNY School of Law, emphasizing the connection between
creative writing and effective law practice and teaching.

Following are the four winning entries: “White Ghosts,”
written by Bill Ong Hing (UC Davis); “Napoleon and the
Battle of Midway,” written by Ruth Stone Penney (Florida
State University); “Los Bibilikos de Rossmoor,” written by
Stephen Rosenbaum (UC Berkeley) and; “Glenn Miller Was
Missing,” written by Jackie St. Joan (University of Denver
College of Law).

The third selection, authored by Joy Kreutzer, a third-year
student at Thomas M. Cooley Law School, is a Casenote
entitled “Agency Rules: Can Agencies Play by Them? Arctic
Express, Inc. v. United States Department of Transportation.” The
Casenote specifically explores the requirement that an agency
must also abide by its own rules when bringing charges against
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another for violating certain rules and
regulations under a case law and public
policy analysis.

Expert testimony and the federal
rules of evidence is the subject of a
Casenote written by Julie O’Neill, a
third-year student at Thomas M.
Cooley Law School. The Casenote,
entitled “The Jury’s Role in Weighing
Expert Testimony in Michigan Medical
Malpractice Litigation: Is it Just for
Show?: Badalamenti v. William Beaumont
Hospital-Troy,” discusses the use of
expert testimony to determine medical
malpractice liability and the court’s and
jury’s role in evaluating such expert
testimony by analyzing case law and the
use of Federal Rules of Evidence 702
and 703.

Volume 5, Issue 1 concludes with a
Comment entitled “Saving Abandoned
Infants: An Option for Those who
Cannot Choose for Themselves —
Michigan’s Safe Delivery of Newborns
Law,” written by third-year Thomas M.
Cooley Law School student, Joy
Verlinden. This Comment describes the
newly enacted law in Michigan, Michi-
gan Safe Haven Act. The Comment
also examines policies in the following
states: Colorado, Connecticut, Florida,
Indiana, Louisiana, Minnesota, New
Jersey, New York, South Carolina, Texas
and West Virginia.



