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Why Law Proéssors Should Write?

[U.S.] Yale Kamisar (Author) Lei Li(Translator)
Abstract: Why law professors should write? The answers about the reasons that first come to my
mind are unnecessarily right. If we read George Orwell's books and have perception about his
writing motives, we may find out different conclusions. Law professors write research papers not
for attaining tenure or fun, but for his own academicals and motives. Generally, a law professor
has more academicals resources than those practicing lawyers and ats@tasore time in the
world in writing. Their research may have good influence on Courts’ judgements which also alter
ordinary people’s recognition about law. It is not difficult to for us to understand the necessity of
writing.

Key Words: George Orwell; writing motives; the right of appointed counsel; Balbo v. People.



