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[bookmark: _Toc59523870][bookmark: _Toc188092943][bookmark: _Toc312152694][bookmark: _Toc234858617][bookmark: _Toc235729839]Sample syllabus 
[bookmark: _Toc322747113][bookmark: _Toc322747091]This sample syllabus illustrates just one way of selecting readings for a 13-week, four-unit survey course in Immigration & Citizenship that meets for 110 minutes twice each week. The syllabus has questions to guide students in their reading and lay a foundation for classroom discussions. There are 26 assignments in all. 
This syllabus focuses in detail on admission categories and procedures, citizenship, inadmissibility and deportability grounds, and relief from removal. Complex statutory issues, constitutional questions, and policy issues receive considerable attention throughout. The emphasis is more on depth of coverage rather than sheer comprehensiveness. Attention to asylum, removal procedures, and enforcement is very selective. 
This syllabus doesn’t include immigration court proceedings or alienage discrimination, though the casebook amply supports courses that address these areas. Some choices will reflect the availability of other courses in your curriculum. For example, clinics will likely cover court procedures more effectively than doctrinal courses can.
Of course, we do not suggest that instructors should make these same choices. This sample provides just one example of what can be covered well, and what the tradeoffs may be. 
Chapter One: 
Foundations of Immigration and Citizenship Law 
1) 1–26
early plenary power 
What, if anything, is wrong with the reasoning and outcome in Chae Chan Ping? Are there parts of the decision that make sense today as policy or as constitutional law? 
In Fong Yue Ting, why does Justice Gray treat deportation and exclusion alike? Do the dissenters’ views differ from each other? 
Why did the dissenters pay so little attention to race or nationality discrimination? See Notes 1 and 2 on page 25.
2) 26–59
boundaries and breadth of plenary power; modern understandings of plenary power, part 1
Why did the challengers win in Wong Wing and Yick Wo, whereas the government won in Chae Chan Ping and Fong Yue Ting?
Can courts draw a principled constitutional line between immigration law cases and cases involving the rights of immigrants? See Notes 1 and 2 on page 29.
Who won in Yamataya v. Fisher? In what sense(s) did the U.S. Supreme Court limit the scope of the plenary power doctrine?
Why did the federal government win in Mezei, but lose in Chew? 
How is Fiallo like or unlike the other constitutional cases so far?
3) 59–88
modern understandings, part 2; agencies, courts, and remedies
When can the President or Congress constitutionally use nationality to exclude some noncitizens from the United States?
How would lawyers challenge or defend the constitutionality of the hypothetical statutes in the Exercise on pages 77–78? 
When are nationwide injunctions a sound remedy for plaintiffs challenging federal immigration law or policy? See Note 1 on pages 86–87.
4) 88–106
a broader perspective on the immigration power 
Please think about Notes 1, 4, and 6 on pages 103–04.
Should the system admit more people, but limit their rights? Is anything troubling about such a policy? Is it better to admit people for durable residence with rights close to citizens’ rights? 
Chapter Two: 
Admission Categories: 
Immigrants and Nonimmigrants, and the Undocumented 
5) 107–31
admission categories 
After reading all of this assignment and the current Visa Bulletin, what is your advice in Problems 1 and 2 on page 117? 
Please do Problems 1 and 2 on page 128.
How would you revise the current statutory admission categories?
6) 132–43 
immigration based on marriage 
After reading all of this assignment, please do Problems 1, 2, and 3 on pages 136–37. See INA §§ 204(g), 216, 245(e).
Please think about the Exercise on page 142.
7) 144–63
employment-based immigration; investors 
After reading all of this assignment, how would you interview the professor in the Exercise on pages 147–48. What information do you need from him? 
What advice would you give in the Exercise on page 163? 
8) 163–81
nonimmigrants 
After reading all of this assignment, what are the most advisable nonimmigrant categories for the Engineer and the Vice President in the Exercise on pages 167–68? 
9) 181–209 
temporary workers; students 
After reading all of this assignment, please think about the Exercise on page 182.
Please think about the Exercise on page 197.
How would you advise a congressional committee on the issues likely to arise at a hearing on the future of optional practical training (OPT)? See Note 3 on pages 208–09.
10) 209–37
unauthorized migrants 
What sorts of responses to unauthorized migration to the United States seem more advisable or less advisable? Why is there so much disagreement over the answers to this question?
Chapter Three: 
Citizenship and Its Significance
11) 269–87
citizenship by birth: jus sanguinis
Please do all parts of Problems 1 and 2 on pages 272–73. See INA §§ 301 and 309.
Please consider the Exercise on page 287. What are the key elements of a gender-neutral statute? (You needn’t prepare an actual draft.)
12) 287–309 and Trump v. Barbara (in Update)
citizenship by birth: jus soli 
What are the practical consequences of allowing or prohibiting citizenship based on birth on U.S. soil regardless of the citizenship or immigration status of the parent(s)? 
What are the fundamental differences between the Court majority opinion in Trump v. Barbara and the other opinions?
13) 309–40 
citizenship in the territories; multiple citizenship; naturalization
What are the practical consequences of allowing or prohibiting multiple citizenship? 
Please do Problems 1 and 2 on page 327. See INA §§ 101(a)(43), 101(a)(48), 101(f), 212(a)(2), 316, 319, and 334. 
How would you reform the requirements for naturalization?
Chapter Four: 
Inadmissibility and Deportability 
[bookmark: _Hlk489962038]14) 397–427 
the Constitution and inadmissibility; crimes; fraud
When might the federal government’s reason for an immigration decision not qualify as a “facially legitimate and bona fide reason”? See Note 1 on page 406. 
Please do Problems 1 and 3 on pages 419–20. See INA §§ 101(a)(13), 101(a)(43), 101(a)(48), 212(a)(2), and 212(h).
Please do Problem 2 on page 427. See INA §§ 212(a)(6), 212(d)(3), 212(i).
15) 427–44 
immigration violations; public charge; public health; foreign policy
Please do Problems 1 and 2 on pages 430–31. See INA §§ 212(a)(6), and 212(a)(9), and 212(d)(3).
What explains the difference in outcomes in the two cases excerpted on pages 431–35?
16) 461–93
deportation, the Constitution, and lawful permanent residence 
How is Harisiades like or unlike the other constitutional law cases so far? See Notes 1 and 2 on page 471.
What does it mean practically to be a lawful permanent resident?
17) 493–513 
immigration control; public charge; crimes, part 1
Please do Problems 1 and 2 on page 496. See INA §§ 101(a)(13), 212(a)(6), and 237(a)(1).
Please think about the Exercise on pages 496–97.
How does Padilla affect the practice of criminal law?
18) 513–42 
crime-based deportability, part 2
Please do Problems 1, 2, 3, and 4 on pages 513–14. See INA §§ 101(a)(43), 212(h), and 237(a)(2).
Please think about the Exercise on pages 517–18.
Please think about the Exercise on pages 541–42. 
Chapter Five: 
Relief From Removal 
19) 543–70
cancellation of removal; relief other than lawful permanent residence
If you were an immigration judge, would you grant cancellation in the Exercise on pages 567–69? Please first consider statutory eligibility under § 240A, then hardship, equities, and lawyering. 
20) 571–81, 585–606 
relief for victims; prosecutorial discretion, inc. DACA
What unifies the different forms of relief in this reading?
What are the key similarities and differences between the animus claims in Regents and Trump v. Hawaii? See Note 3 on page 602.
How would you decide whether Congress adopted laws that delegate to immigration agencies the authority to exercise prosecutorial discretion? See Note 1 on page 605.
Chapter Six: 
Asylum, Refugees, and Other Humanitarian Protections
21) 607–14, 621–38, 668–73
TPS; parole; definition of “persecution”; domestic violence claims
In Mirisawo, what fundamentally separates the views of the majority and the dissent from each other? See Note 1 on page 631.
How should each side have argued Romeike if it had gone to the U.S. Supreme Court? See Notes 1, 2, 3, and 4 on page 636.
What room is left for asylum claims based on domestic violence?
22) 673–75, 682–698, 704–09 
discretion; procedures; Convention Against Torture; the path forward
When if ever should asylum claims be denied based on discretion?
What distinguishes unacceptable barriers to protection from efforts that are necessary to make sure that the system works?
How should Congress rework U.S. law and policy as it affects humanitarian protection?
Chapter Seven:
Procedures for Admission and Removal
23) 711–33 
admission procedures, esp. adjustment; removal proceedings
Please do Problems 1, 2, and 3 on page 718. 
Please do Problems 1, 2, and 3 on page 722. See INA § 245. 
24) 742–55, Make the Road (179 F.4th 16, D.C. Cir. 2026) in the Update), 762–73 
constitutional due process, part 1 
Why did the federal government win in Mezei (in Chapter One), but lose in Plasencia? See Notes 3 and 4 on pages 747–48. 
What are each side’s best arguments in the Exercise on page 748?
What are each side’s best arguments in the Exercise on page 762?
What’s the practical impact of the decision in J.G.G.?
25) 794–828 
detention, part 1 
According to Justice Scalia, both Ma and Zadvydas lost their permanent resident status, so Mezei controls. Is there a good response to this argument? See Note 1 on page 825.
In Zadvydas, why and how do the majority and two dissents reach such different outcomes? 
What’s the practical difference between a constitutional and a statutory holding? See Note 2 on page 825.
26) 828–32, 838–43, 953–63	
detention, part 2; enforcement and the Constitution; deadly force
In arguing Black in the U.S. Supreme Court, can the federal government rely convincingly on Demore v. Kim? 
Please think about the Exercise on pages 842–43.
Chapter Eight:
Enforcement and Beyond
What is the practical effect of the U.S. Supreme Court’s decision in Noem v. Vasquez-Perdomo? See Note 1 on page 962.
Should constitutional constraints on immigration enforcement inside the United States differ from constitutional constraints at the physical border? See Notes 4 and 6 on page 962. 
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