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Re:  Questions for critical engagement  

 
For a Secondary Source 
 

• How is the analysis of this author situated in the broader literature? 

• What is the author trying to accomplish? 

• What is the author’s perspective? 

• Do I agree with the author’s reasoning?  

o Can I challenge any premises or assumptions?  

o Are there any problems with the steps in the reasoning?   

o Have I identified any logical fallacies?  

• Do I agree with the author’s conclusion? 

• Whose interests are served? 

• Whose voices are heard? 

• Whose interests are ignored or denied? 

• Who is excluded from the discussion? How would their inclusion modify the 

discussion? 

• What are the implications of the author’s argument and conclusion for the 

development of the law?? 

 
For case law: I would consider the following: 
 

• What do I think about the problem with which the court was presented? 

• What do I think of the court's legal analysis? Why? 

• Do I agree with the conclusion?  Why/Why not? 

• How could the problem have best been dealt with? 

• What would happen if I changed the material facts and applied the same law? 

• What types of reform proposals, if any, are relevant to the circumstances of this case 



(or this type of case)? 

• Have there been statutory changes that might affect this type of case?  

• If so, are they desirable?  Why/why not? 

• How might I apply this law going forward?  

 

What are the implications of the court’s reasoning in terms of:  

• The interests of practitioners charged with advising and serving clients; 

• The interests of individual litigants or classes of litigants; and/or 

• The interests of a particular social group or society in general? 


