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Clinic design to reinforce and enhance the doctrinal while 
remaining true to its experiential core 



 First year constitutional law 
 Constitutional Litigation 
 Advanced Constitutional 
 American Constitutional Law 
 Comparative Constitutional Law 



 Members of the Clinic Advisory 
Group have input in case selection 
through established criteria 

 Clinical Education Committee 
 Primarily engaged in traditional 

teaching with a couple of exceptions 
 Individual consultation with faculty 

members on specific files 



MANDATE  Does the case fall within the mission and mandate of the clinic? 

RESOURCES  
  

Do we have institutional capacity? Is this a good use of resources given the other 
considerations, below?  Are their additional sources of assistance 
(disbursements, etc.)? 

EXPERTISE   
  

Does the clinic have the ability and expertise to be successful in the litigation 
and/or meaningfully contribute to the case?   

FACULTY INTEREST  
  

Is there a member of faculty or the clinic who can bring some special expertise to 
bear on the case? 

PEDAGOGICAL VALUE  
  

Will the case offer students a meaningful learning experience?  Is its complexity 
appropriate to a clinic with an educational mission? 

PROFILE and IMPORTANCE  
  

Does the case raise new (i.e. “cutting edge”) or important constitutional issues?  
Would our involvement make an important contribution to the constitutional 
arguments and ultimate decision in the case?  Is there an importance access to 
constitutional rights/social justice issue? 

ACCESS TO JUSTICE   
  

Would the clients not otherwise receive or be able to afford appropriate legal 
assistance? Is this a pro bono case? 



 Coordination of other work of the Centre to 
engage faculty and relate thematically to 
the work of the clinic 
 Symposia and Conferences (remedies, social 

science evidence) 
 Constitutional Roundtables 

 Website resources 





 Constitutional Litigator in Residence 
 Constitutional Procedure 
 Project Management 
 Ethics 
 Test Case Clients 
 Legal Drafting (factum & memo writing) 
 Readings that include practical topics such 

as how to work in collaboration with others 
 Guest Speakers (e.g. advocacy from the 

perspective of the bench) 



 Is there a constitutional case here? 
 Intervention applications 
Written argument for appeals 





 Learning plans and project work plans 
 Reflective journals and docketing 
 Practice drafting exercises (ungraded and 

peer reviewed) 
 Team project (rubric for grading) 
 Final reflection summary (patchwork text 

model) 
 Graded clinic 



 
1. Knowledge/Cognitive Based Learning Goals (To include specific academically 
oriented goals related to constitutional law practice) 
 
Learning Objectives (please specify as 
many as needed) 

Tasks 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
2. Practice Based Learning Goals (To include practical lawyering skills) 
 
Learning Objectives (please specify as 
many as needed) 

Tasks 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
3. Value Based Learning Goals (To include professional responsibility and ethical issues 
as they relate to test case and/or constitutional law practice) 
 
Learning Objectives (please specify as 
many as needed) 

Tasks 

 
 
 
 

 

 







The experience I am most pleased about is writing the 
memo, factum paragraphs, and intervention 
materials. This demystified the legal writing process a 
lot, was great preparation for my advanced legal 
research and writing course next semester, and made 
me feel more confident about going into my job next 
summer. I was the most pleased with my factum 
paragraphs (excerpt below) and memo, and the least 
pleased with the Memorandum of Argument 
(probably because I was less familiar with the point of 
that, and it was more difficult to write with a partner 
than it was on my own). 



In both this case and K, legal constructs/rules that make 
some sense from a practical or political point of view work 
against a just outcome. While overall, the course did 
make me appreciate the value of a Charter challenge (as I 
wrote in September), this element of it decreased my 
confidence in the legal system to some degree. I think this 
is a valuable thing, because it is a reminder that as I 
continue to develop as a lawyer, I should do my best to 
see the legal system as an average person does (or 
perhaps more importantly, as a marginalized or minority 
person does), to recognize its weaknesses, and to avoid 
rationalizing or defending them reflexively. Sometimes 
acting in a way that encourages public confidence in the 
system will mean challenging the system to improve. 



 Links to doctrinal courses in legal arguments 
(remedies, standard of review, stare decisis) 

 Seminar components enhance understanding of 
constitutional law (e.g. remedies, research 
methods for constitutional law) 

 Faculty act as counsel or review legal arguments 
 Students encouraged to further explore issues 

from their projects in doctrinal courses 
 Student motivation 
 Student outcomes 

 





What was your motivation for enrolling in the Asper 
Centre clinic? Please select and rank your top three 
reasons in order of importance. 
 
 I wanted the opportunity to work on leading 

constitutional cases. 
 I wanted to develop skills relating to legal practice. 
 I was interested in furthering my knowledge of 

constitutional law. 
 I thought it would be a valuable learning 

experience. 



What aspect of the clinic has had the most impact on 
you as a lawyer? 
 It was a great introduction to what advocacy can do -- 

as well as to the limits of litigation as a way of 
resolving social justice issues. It's hard to pinpoint one 
aspect of the clinic that has impacted me, but I think 
it made me more thoughtful about approaches to 
litigation and the intersections between 
constitutional law and social justice issues. 

 I think the development of a conscious self-reflective 
approach to learning continues to have subtle yet 
momentous effects on my development. 



What ideas did you take away from your clinic experience 
about the role of lawyers in society? 
 I maintain my general view on the importance of public 

interest work, but discussing constitutional litigation with 
visitors in the course made me more aware of the varying 
views on who lawyers advocate for when they are working 
in the "public interest" (particularly clients, a particular 
cause the good of all society, etc.) 

 I felt that it was really up to the individual lawyer how 
much or how little impact they want to have in society. 
Litigation is only one small aspect of what lawyers can 
bring to social reform. 
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