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COURSE DESCRIPTION

This syllabus incorporates by reference the entire syllabus for LAW 100A available at https://canvas.uw.edu/courses/1222793. Please review it 

carefully. 

COURSE OBJECTIVES

B599 is the section dedicated to Masters of Jurisprudence students. It is designed to build on the Introduction to Law principles learned in the 3-credit 

Introduction of Law (LAW 100A) lecture session. The Masters of Jurisprudence section will seek to meet the following objectives:

• Know the sources of law and how they are interrelated and function

• Understand fundamental concepts in the American legal system

• Apply knowledge of fundamental concepts to current controversies in our society

• Recognize the limitations of law in addressing social justice

The Wednesday meetings are intended to provide an analytic seminar-like experience to facilitate a more complex understanding of the course material. 

Vigorous discussion is encouraged. 

REQUIRED TEXTS & MATERIALS

Materials for the MJ section will be composed of law review articles, cases, readings and videos related to, and expanding upon, the material covered 

in the Law 100 Lecture component. Please see the syllabus below for the specific topics and assignments. 

GRADING

Attendance: In order to receive credit for this course, you must comply with the American Bar Association standards. If you miss more than 20% of the 

classes, you cannot receive credit. Any absences short of that amount are subject to faculty discretion as to their effect. 

Participation: The MJ section requires participation and engagement in discussion. MJ Students will be required to attend the discussion sections, 

participate actively and complete at least two written assignments; students writing responses on a given day will be expected to lead the class 

discussion on the topic. A sign-up sheet will be circulated then posted to the course website, as will be the discussion questions; your written response is 

due at 9:00 pm the day before (Tuesday) the Wednesday MJ session. The discussion section grade will be 33% of the final grade for B599; the lecture 

session midterm will count for 25% and the final for the remaining 42% of the grade. 

Both the Midterm and Final will be administered electronically using the Canvas Course Website. 

Grading Scale: Grades will be issued on a 4.0 system. 

ACADEMIC POLICIES 

Academic Honesty: Students are expected to perform academic work in compliance with the academic honesty policies of the University of Washington 

(discussed in Regulation 6-802, “Procedures and Authorized University Actions in Cases of Student Academic Dishonesty”) and the University of 

Washington School of Law Honor Code (discussed in Chapter 2, “Academic Dishonesty”). 



ACCESS AND ACCOMMODATION

To request academic accommodations due to a disability, please contact Disability Resources for Students (DRS), 011 Mary Gates Hall or 206-543-8924 

or uwdrs@uw.edu (mailto:uwdrs@uw.edu) or disability@uw.edu (mailto:disability@uw.edu) . If you have a letter from DRS, please present the letter to 

us so that we can discuss appropriate accommodations. 

CHANGES TO SYLLABUS

The instructor reserves the right to make changes to the syllabus. Students will be notified of changes in writing either electronically or through the 

course webpage. Students are responsible for being aware of and complying with any such changes.

COURSE TOPICS AND ASSIGNMENTS for LAW B599 (The MJ Section)

Wednesday 9/26

Civil, Common and International Law: The Global Context

Merryman & Perez-Perdomo, The Civil Law Tradition,(Stanford University Press, 3d ed 2007) 1-26

Bederman, International Law Frameworks, pages 1-12

Separation of Powers and Checks and Balances: Crash Course Government and Politics #3, available at 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0bf3CwYCxXw&index=3&list=PL8dPuuaLjXtOfse2ncvffeelTrqvhrz8H  (https://www.youtube.com/watch?

v=0bf3CwYCxXw&index=3&list=PL8dPuuaLjXtOfse2ncvffeelTrqvhrz8H) 

(https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0bf3CwYCxXw&index=3&list=PL8dPuuaLjXtOfse2ncvffeelTrqvhrz8H) 

Wednesday 10/3

The Constitution, Presidential Power, and Trade

U.S. Constitution, Article II, Section 2 (McAlinn, 428)

CRS, Why Certain Trade Agreements are Approved as Congressional Executive Agreement Rather than Treaties. Apr 15, 2013, available at 

https://fas.org/sgp/crs/misc/97-896.pdf  (https://fas.org/sgp/crs/misc/97-896.pdf) 

American Institute for International Steel, AAIS Lawsuit Challenging Constitutionality of Section 232 Steel Tariffs Q & A, June 27, 2018, available at 

http://www.aiis.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/06/EMBARGOED_June_27_Lawsuit_Q_A_AIIS.pdf  (http://www.aiis.org/wp-

content/uploads/2018/06/EMBARGOED_June_27_Lawsuit_Q_A_AIIS.pdf) 

Cory Adkins & David Singh Grewel, Two Views of International Trade in the Constitutional Order

 , 94 Tex. L. Rev. 1495 (June, 2016)

Discussion and Writing Assignment:

One of the underpinnings of the Trump presidency is that the US has engaged in “bad” trade deals that are detrimental to America and the American 

worker. President Trump immediately withdrew from TPP and has sought to renegotiate NAFTA. Consider both of these agreements and provide a 

critical analysis of them in terms of economic opportunities and risks for the nation. Consider the role of the President and Congress in “sealing the deal” 

on such agreements. Should the Congress have a greater role in the negotiations and determination of these large trade agreements? Why or Why not? 

Do you agree with the shift from the Article I Treaty approach to the Article II Presidential power approach? Why or Why not?

Wednesday 10/10

Presidential, Legislative and Judicial Powers; the Federal/State Power Balance: The Case of Child Detention at the Borders









Deborah Anker, US Immigration and Asylum Policy: A Brief Historical Perspective, available at : https://www.jstor.org/stable/23143024

(https://www.jstor.org/stable/23143024) 

The Flores Settlement available at https://www.aila.org/File/Related/14111359b.pdf  (https://www.aila.org/File/Related/14111359b.pdf) 

DOJ Request to Modify the Flores Settlement on 6/21/18, available at https://www.aila.org/File/Related/14111359z.pdf

(https://www.aila.org/File/Related/14111359z.pdf) 

UN News, US migrant children policy reversal, still ‘fails’ thousands of detained youngsters: UN rights experts, 6/22/18, available 

at https://news.un.org/en/story/2018/06/1012832  (https://news.un.org/en/story/2018/06/1012832) 

American Immigration Council, Fact Sheet: Summary of Executive Order “Enhancing Public Safety in the Interior of the United States” available at 

https://www.americanimmigrationcouncil.org/immigration-interior-enforcement-executive-order

(https://www.americanimmigrationcouncil.org/immigration-interior-enforcement-executive-order) 

County of Santa Clara v. Donald Trump; City and County of San Francisco v. Donald Trump, Case 3:17-cv-00485-WHO Document 200 Filed 11/20/17, 

available at https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/4254991-document-21296594.html  (https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/4254991-

document-21296594.html) 

Ms.L. et al v. US ICE, Order Granting Plaintiffs’ Motion for Class-wide Preliminary Injunction, 6/26/18 available at 

https://www.aclu.org/sites/default/files/field_document/83_order_granting_pi.pdf

(https://www.aclu.org/sites/default/files/field_document/83_order_granting_pi.pdf) 

Discussion Question:

The past year has been rife with controversy over immigration policy. One of the most compelling issues has been the detention of families seeking 

asylum at the southern border and the separation of children from their parents. This has resulted in a sturdy rebuke of the Trump Administration by the 

federal courts. A second issue has been the unwillingness of state and local authorities to cooperate with ICE. This unwillingness led to a crackdown on 

funding for “sanctuary cities.” What do these two issues and the legal proceedings associated with them reveal about federal, state and local powers? 

What do they reveal about the checks and balances inherent in our government? Are the checks and balances sufficient to ensure justice and human 

rights?

Wednesday 10/17

Equal Protection in the Home, School and Workplace: Constitutional as opposed to Statutory Protections

Ledbetter v. Goodyear

Faces of Change: Lilly Ledbetter's Equal Pay Story, available at 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=tMxsYqaFwA0  (https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=tMxsYqaFwA0) 

(https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=tMxsYqaFwA0) 

Loving v. Virginia (Text 353-355)

Obergefell v Hodges

Discussion and Writing Assignment:

The Ledbetter v. Goodyear case and the Obergefell v. Hodges cases both deal with Equal protection. Compare and contrast these cases in terms of the 

equal protection legal provisions that were addressed in the opinion. What kind of equal protection law was at issue in Ledbetter? What kind of equal 

protection law was at issue in Obergefell?   Why are the cases different in terms of the sources of law that were dispositive?

Wednesday 10/24

Contracts: Enforceability and Unconscionability







Williams v. Walker-Thomas Furniture Co., 350 F.2d 445  (https://h2o.law.harvard.edu/collages/1721) (D.C. Cir. 1965)

Al Jazeera America, “People & Power - The Organ Traders” available at 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=z3sZvfzNWDY  (https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=z3sZvfzNWDY) 

(https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=z3sZvfzNWDY) 

CNN Review of “Tales of the Organ Trade” at 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=a-zDqtjRMok  (https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=a-zDqtjRMok) 

(https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=a-zDqtjRMok) 

Erica D. Roberts, When the Storehouse is Empty, Unconscionable Contracts Abound: Why Transplant Tourism Should Not Be Ignored

 , 52 How. L. J. 747 (2009)

Discussion and Writing Assignment:

The Williams v. Walker-Thomas case is the classic case illustrating the concept of the unconscionable contract – a contract is potentially void because of 

inadequate bargaining power or exploitation of a weaker party. Consider transplant tourism in terms of contract law.   How would you structure an 

agreement between the donor and the donee that would protect the donor? Is it impossible to structure such an agreement given the relative power 

differential?

Wednesday, 10/31

Environmental Torts

Nathaniel Rich, Poisoned Ground: The Lawyer Who Became DuPont’s Worse Nightmare, NY Times Magazine, February 10, 2014, available at 

http://www.nytimes.com/2016/01/10/magazine/the-lawyer-who-became-duponts-worst-nightmare.html

(http://www.nytimes.com/2016/01/10/magazine/the-lawyer-who-became-duponts-worst-nightmare.html) 

A Timeline of the Water Crisis in Flint, Michigan, available at http://abcnews.go.com/Health/wireStory/timeline-water-crisis-flint-michigan-36331514

 (http://abcnews.go.com/Health/wireStory/timeline-water-crisis-flint-michigan-36331514) 

Tony Barboza, How Much Damage is the Porter Ranch Leak Doing to the Climate, LA Times, Jan. 24, 2016, available at 

http://www.latimes.com/science/la-me-porter-ranch-greenhouse-20160124-story.html  (http://www.latimes.com/science/la-me-porter-ranch-

greenhouse-20160124-story.html) 

Discussion and Writing Assignment:

Your readings document three environmental disasters, all of which have alleged impact on public health and safety. For each case, consider:

—the quality and quantity of the harm;

—the causes of action that may be brought;

—the questions of causation;

—Who are the potential tortfeasors and how susceptible are they to jurisdiction?

—What are the potential defenses available to the alleged tortfeasors?

—What are challenges in providing both fair compensation and remediation of the environmental harm?

—How could legislation be amended or created to address these harms and prevent future environmental disasters?

Wednesday, 11/7

Chimeras and Gene Editing: Property, Patent, Person? 





NPR, NIH Plans To End Moratorium On Funding Controversial Chimera Research, Aug 4, 2016, available at 

http://www.npr.org/2016/08/04/488637607/nih-reviews-moratorium-on-funding-controversial-chimera-research

(http://www.npr.org/2016/08/04/488637607/nih-reviews-moratorium-on-funding-controversial-chimera-research) 

Eric Zylstra, Presumed Sapient: A Proposed Test for the Constitutional Personhood and Patentability of Human-Animal Chimera and 

Hybrids

 , 46 U.S.F.L. Rev. 1075 (2012)

David E. Burke, Lawsuits Seeking Personhood for Chimpanzees are Just the Tip of the Iceberg

(http://www.virtualonlineeditions.com/article/Lawsuits+Seeking+Personhood+For+Chimpanzees+Are+Just+The+Tip+Of+The+Iceberg/1669224/0/article.html) , 

56 APR Orange County Law 18 (2014)

Discussion and Writing Assignment:

The 1980 Supreme Court case of Diamond v. Chakrabarty held that a living organism could be patented if it had been transformed in terms of its 

function. In that case, a naturally occurring bacteria was genetically modified to “eat” oil. The NIH recently ended its moratorium on chimera research, 

opening the door to creating chimeric beings – a mix of human and animal DNA. Recently, researchers in Oregon successfully gene edited a human 

embryo to edit out a genetic mutation causing a specific heart disease and replace it with a normal version of the gene. All of these scientific advances 

raise questions: What is a person? What distinguishes something as property that can be alienated as opposed to something inherent to personhood that 

is not property? If indeed we can transform an embryo via gene editing, is it patentable?

Wednesday 11/14

Criminal Law and Race: Stop and Frisk

Arthur Garrison, NYPD Stop and Frisk, Perception of Criminals, Race, and the Meaning of Terry v. Ohio: A Content Analysis of Floyd et al. v 

City of NY

 , 15 Rutgers Race & Law Rev. 65 (2014)

Kent Greenawalt, Probabilities, Perceptions, Consequences and

“Discrimination”: One Puzzle about Controversial “Stop and Frisk  ”, 12 Ohio St. J Crim. L. 181, Fall, 2014

Danielle LaHee, Youth Perspective: Stop and Frisk; Racial Profiling in Contemporary Urban America

 , 36 Children’s Legal Rht. J 62 (Spring 2016)

US Dept. of Justice, Executive Summary, Investigation of The Baltimore City Police Dept, Aug 10, 2016, available at 

https://www.justice.gov/opa/file/883381/download  (https://www.justice.gov/opa/file/883381/download) 

Optional: Floyd et al. v City of New York

 , 959 F. Supp 2d 540 (2013)

Discussion and Writing Assignment:

"Stop and frisk” has evolved from a recognized investigatory tool that can be used when there is individualized reasonable suspicion of possible crime or 

that the individual is armed with criminal intent; according to the 1968 case of Terry v. Ohio, such stops, while not requiring probable cause, do require 

particularized suspicion. In several of our cities, notably New York City and Baltimore, the concept of “stop and frisk” has been expanded upon 

substantially and been interpreted liberally. In 2013, New York City’s “stop and frisk” policy was deemed unconstitutional on both 4th and 14th 

Amendment grounds. 

Both President Trump and Attorney General Sessions have argued that "stop and frisk" is not unconstitutional although they have not actively sought to 

reinvigorate the practice. Assume you have the opportunity to speak with our leaders on "stop and frisk." What arguments would you pose to them with 

respect to "stop and frisk"?

Wednesday, 11/21

NO CLASS – THANKSGIVING EVE





 







Wednesday 11/28

Family Law: What is a Parent? What is a Family?

Buzzanca v. Buzzanca

 , 72 Cal. Rptr. 280 (1998)

Robert B. v. Susan B.,

 135 Cal. Rptr. 785 (2003)

IN RE: the Matter of the PARENTAGE OF L.B., 

 155 Wash. 2d 679 (2005)

In re Parentage of J.M.K  (http://www.leagle.com/decision/2005959119P3d840_1945) , 119 P.3d 840 (Wash. 2005)

AGR vs. DRH & SH  (http://graphics8.nytimes.com/packages/pdf/national/20091231_SURROGATE.pdf) , (New Jersey 2009)

Discussion and Writing Assignment:

With the aid of advanced assisted reproductive technologies, there is a much increased capacity to create offspring. Indeed, such technologies allow for 

many people to be involved in the reproductive endeavor. Alas, the law has struggled to move as quickly in determining legal parenthood. As discussed 

in class, in Supreme Court jurisprudence, the standard for parenthood is that of the “unitary” family – that is the mother is the woman who gave birth to 

the child and the father is her legal husband (if she has one). In the cases above, we see some of the complexities resulting from assisted reproductive 

technology. How should parenthood be determined? Which factors should be determinative? How many parents can be justified?

Wednesday 12/5

TBD  (https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2017/02/21/2017-03353/washington-state-department-of-ecology-prohibition-of-discharges-of-vessel-

sewage-final-affirmative) 








