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Approach
1. Law School as a professional development step
2. The need for a feedback loop
3. Class time
4. Study time
5. Closing the feedback loop
6. For persons of an Engineering, Scientific and 

Technology (ES&T) background
A. (potentially) inaccurate assumptions
B. common pitfalls
C. using your assets

7. Conclusion & group discussion
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1. Law School as a professional development step

Daily Activity Satisfaction Mix
Trajectory and Skill/Knowledge Building

pre.LawSchool Law
School

ASK

post.LawSchool

Attitude
Skills

Knowledge

Many factors

Dominant factor

Only factor

Prof. Greg R. Vetter, Sept. 2008 4

Getting in . . . 
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Resources for once you are in
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Resources from the Law Center

Prof. Doug Moll

Vetter Licensing Course Final Exam Web Page
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More resources . . .

Prof. Greg R. Vetter, Sept. 2008 8

Lawyering . . . litigation & transactions & . . . 
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Law school and the developing professional
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2. The need for a feedback loop

course exam

Prof. Doug Moll

Commonly advised techniques 
predominately focus on Knowledge
How do you build the Skills for the 
exam event itself?
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3. Class Time
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Class Time
Value of class time 
depends on efficacy of 
pre-class preparations
It is unlikely one will 
do really well (as to 
grades) without nearly 
full attendance
Highest use is to gain 
increasingly nuanced 
understanding of:

Intricacies of the 
doctrine in different 
contexts and fact 
situations; and
overall (layered) 
structure of the doctrine 
(and underlying policy 
when that will be tested)
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4. Study Time
Pre-Class

Briefing (as long as necessary to learn new “reading” skills; may 
apply in 2L or 3L year for statutes)
Outlining (see Moll video)
Other possibilities, if they bring value in closing the feedback loop

Study group discussion
Cross-checking in commercial outlines
Supplements such as treatises, restatements, or summary works
(typically disfavored) Law Review Articles, i.e., article-length legal 
scholarship treatment of topics 

Post-Class
Outlining (see Moll video)
Other possibilities as you find them valuable (see above)
Immediate post-class notes review, perhaps begin 
aggregation/summary process
Closing the feedback loop
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Outlining 
alternatives
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5. Closing the feedback loop:  generally
Scout out the exam answer-writing experience with 
multiple, increasingly nearly-complete simulations

“complete” means complete in every possible way as to 
time, place, manner and environs

course (with 3 old exams available:  A, B & C) exam

S
1.eA

{part}

Key:

Simulation # .

Example Exam ?

{ work part of it, or

most of it, or

all of it }

S
2.eB

{part}

S
3.eC

{m
ost}

S
4.eA

{m
ost}

S
5-7.eA-C

{all}
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Using the feedback :  writing the exam answer

(continued next slide)
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Using the feedback :  writing the exam answer
(continued from prior slide)
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Using the feedback :  writing the exam answer
What to do depends on the scouting trips
Adjust your Study Time activity based on feedback 
from scouting trips

Vetter Licensing Course Final Exam Web Page
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6. For ES&T persons
(potentially) inaccurate assumptions

My writing isn’t good enough
Lack of liberal arts background is a disadvantage

common pitfalls
Failure to recognize the “looseness” of the logic
within the system of law
No “common knowledge”; contextual vocabulary; contextual 
system of rules
No one right answer (“Getting to Maybe”)
Importance (for understanding) and lack of importance of 
procedural knowledge in particular situations
Overfocus on details at the wrong time or of the wrong type

using your assets
Learning to apply analytic skills to the comparatively loose logic of 
the law
Analogies to whatever system of structure you learned as ES&T 
person to the system of law
Leverage your learning style
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7. Conclusion

Questions . . . 

and

Discussion . . . 


