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I. OVERVIEW 
Since taking office, the second Trump administration has targeted noncitizens with criminal law encounters for immigration enforcement with particular fervor. Recent congressional legislation—such as the Laken Riley Act, which expands mandatory immigration detention for certain noncitizens based on certain criminal encounters, and the One Big Beautiful Bill Act, which will inject billions of dollars into immigration detention and enforcement—has similarly centered the national discourse on the intersection of crime and immigration. As such, it has become increasingly important for immigration attorneys, government officials, criminal law attorneys, and the broader public alike to understand the immigration consequences of criminal activity. Indeed, the Sixth Amendment requires criminal defense counsel to advise their noncitizen clients on the potential immigration consequences of criminal dispositions. 
This course will introduce you to a myriad of issues concerning the conflation of the criminal and immigration legal fields—often referred to as “crimmigration.” Professor Teresa Miller best described crimmigration as “a new system of social control that draws from both immigration and criminal justice, but it is purely neither.” It involves a dynamic and challenging maze of criminal law, criminal procedure, immigration law, administrative law, federalism, and constitutional law. 
One major goal of this course is to give students the tools needed to analyze the potential immigration consequences of criminal activity. Another goal is to examine how and why the doctrine has developed and its current impact on immigrant communities and local policing policies. The crimmigration system evolved from a series of legal and policy decisions that conflate, combine, and cross-purpose the mechanisms used to enforce and adjudicate criminal law with immigration law enforcement and adjudication mechanisms. And the system continues to evolve at a dizzying pace through administrative and judicial decisions, executive orders, and enforcement priorities. In this course, we will do our best to incorporate current events as they relate to the U.S. crimmigration system and enforcement. 
II. COURSE LOGISTICS 
The Crimmigration Course is 2 classroom credits. We meet on Tuesdays from 10:15am–12:15pm EST in WCC 3018. During each class we will discuss doctrinal and policy-related crimmigration topics. The syllabus outlines each class’s overview and provides some prompts to contemplate when preparing for class. Some classes may also include guest speakers. 
III. 	COURSE MATERIALS AND CANVAS 
There is no casebook for this course. All class readings, including the reading assignment for the first class, will be posted to the course’s Canvas site. A course reader will also be provided.
We may also post articles, reports, and other materials relevant to class on Canvas throughout the semester. So please check the Canvas site frequently. 
IV. 	EVALUATIONS 
You will be evaluated based on (1) a final, take-home examination [65% of final grade], (2) a mid-semester, take-home assignment [25% of final grade], and (4) class participation [10% of final grade]. 
	A. 	IMMIGRATION CONSEQUENCES MIDSEMESTER ASSIGNMENT	
The midsemester assignment is a take-home assignment designed to help synthesize course material and doctrine learned to date. The assignment will be made available on the Canvas site on October 20, 2026 after class. Your answer must be uploaded to the Canvas site’s Assignments tab by 11:59pm EST on November 6, 2026. More details about the midsemester assignment will be provided in advance. The midsemester assignment will comprise 25% of the course grade.
	B. 	FINAL EXAMINATION 
The structure of the final examination will be discussed at the end of the semester. It is a limited open-book examination during which you may consult course readings, your class notes, handouts or PowerPoint slides distributed in class or through Canvas, and any other class materials that you have personally prepared. You may not consult any other texts, study aids, commercial outlines, online sources, or other materials that you have not prepared. Also, you are prohibited from consulting other individuals during the exam. Further instructions will be provided at or before the exam. The final examination will comprise 65% of the course grade.
We will hold one final examination review session (date and time TBD) outside of our regular class time and before the examination. 
	C.	ATTENDANCE AND MEANINGFUL PARTICIPATION 
This class is designed to be discussion-oriented. To make the most of this approach, class needs to be a cooperative conversation, and the vast majority of us must be ready to participate. We will use a panel system, meaning that students will be on call (and expected to participate) during the class for which they are on panel. That being said, we of course strongly encourage participation throughout the course even when students are not on panel to foster rich discussion. We will circulate a sign-up sheet once the semester begins; please sign up to be on panel for one class over the course of the semester.
Topics addressed in this course may bring up a variety of reactions and feelings. It is important that we maintain a respectful environment in which all viewpoints can be respectfully shared and heard non-judgmentally by peers. Any information shared by classmates about their own personal histories or experiences must remain within the confines of the classroom and should be kept confidential. We encourage everyone to practice empathetic listening and to be cognizant of the language we choose to use when making comments in class. We want to encourage a healthy and respectful debate. 
In the syllabus, we have provided questions and prompts for each class based on that class’s reading assignments. You should be thinking about these prompts as you read the material and as you prepare for class. You are expected to read the assigned materials before class and to arrive on time and prepared to discuss them. If, for some reason, you are not able to come to class or you have been unable to prepare, please email us before the class meets. We reserve the right to adjust your grade based on your class attendance and participation. 
If you have anxieties about speaking in class, which is not uncommon, please reach out to us to discuss. We are happy to work something out so that you can contribute to class discussion comfortably. 
Class participation will comprise 10% of the course grade.
V.	USE OF GENERATIVE ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE
We expect that all work students submit for this semester will be their own. We specifically forbid the use of ChatGPT, Claude, Gemini, or any other generative artificial intelligence (AI) tools at all stages of the work process, including preliminary ones. Violations of this policy will be considered academic misconduct. We draw your attention to the fact that different classes at Harvard could implement different AI policies, and it is the student’s responsibility to conform to expectations for each course.
VI. 	ACCOMMODATIONS  
Harvard Law School is dedicated to facilitating equal access for students with disabilities. If you are a student with a documented disability or medical need and would like to request academic accommodations, please reach out to Student Support Services in the Dean of Students Office at studentsupport@law.harvard.edu or at 617-495-1880. Additional information, including how to register for accommodations can be found at: https://hls.harvard.edu/home/accessibility-services-resources/. 
VII. 	OFFICE HOURS 
We will hold office hours at the following times. If you would like to meet during that time, please send us an email to notify us as we may be away from the office or tied up in another meeting. If you cannot meet during that time, please contact us to schedule an alternative appointment. 
· Phil: Wednesdays from 9:00am EST to 11:00am EST (WCC 3105). 
· Tiffany: Thursdays from 9:00am EST to 11:00am EST (WCC 3106).
· Morgan: Wednesdays from 1:00pm EST to 3:00pm EST (WCC 3108).
· Lauryn: Tuesdays from 1:30pm EST to 3:30pm EST (HIRCP Office).
· Connor: Mondays from 3:00pm EST to 5:00 pm EST (HIRCP Office)
VIII. 	ADDITIONAL CRIMMIGRATION RESOURCES 
Below, please find optional resources that may be helpful in providing an overview of Crimmigration law and concepts:  
CÉSAR CUAUHTÉMOC GARCÍA HERNÁNDEZ, CRIMMIGRATION LAW (2d ed. 2022) (ISBN: 978-1641059459) (available at HLS Library, on Amazon, or through the publisher, the American Bar Association).  
EMILY C. TORSTVEIT NGARA, MAUREEN A. SWEENEY, JENNY R. HERNANDEZ, CRIMMIGRATION IN A NUTSHELL (2025) (available at HLS Library and on Amazon).
DAN KESSELBRENNER AND LORY D. ROSENBERG, IMMIGRATION LAW AND CRIMES (June 2026 update) (available on Westlaw)

 	 

IX. 	COURSE OUTLINE[footnoteRef:2]  [2:   Please note that this syllabus and the assigned readings may change according to the pace of our discussions, availability of any guest speakers, current events, etc. If new legislation passes or new executive orders are introduced, for example, we may devote class time to studying them. 
 ] 

	Class 1: 
	Introduction to Crimmigration  

	Class 2: 
	The History of Removal and Today’s Enforcement Mechanisms  

	Class 3: 
	The Admission Doctrine and Conviction Definition 

	Class 4: 
	The Categorical Analysis 

	Class 5: 
	Aggravated Felonies 

	Class 6: 
	Crimes Involving Moral Turpitude 

	Class 7: 
	Drugs

	Class 8: 
	Immigration Detention and Bond 

	Class 9: 
	Potential Forms of Immigration Protection 

	Class 10: 
	Putting it All Together! 

	Class 11: 
	Re-Envisioning the System (Part I) 

	Class 12: 
	Re-Envisioning the System (Part II)

	 
	





X. CLASS OVERVIEWS AND ASSIGNMENTS 
Class 1 (09/08/2026): Introduction to Crimmigration 
Class Overview: We will discuss the structure of the course, including the syllabus, evaluations, attendance and participation. We will also provide a brief introduction to the field of crimmigration. To begin, we’ll need to develop a basic understanding of how the immigration enforcement apparatus works and who the players are within that system. We will then talk about how the criminal justice system and immigration enforcement system overlap and ways in which a noncitizen may be affected by both systems simultaneously. Finally, we will talk about why it is important (indeed required) that criminal defense lawyers understand the immigration consequences of criminal activity. 
Questions/Prompts: 
· What are the goals of the criminal justice system and the immigration system? What are the advantages and disadvantages of creating an overlap between the two systems? 
· Should prosecutors also be required to understand the immigration consequences of criminal convictions? Why or why not? 
· In Justice Alito’s concurrence in Padilla v. Kentucky he suggests that criminal defense attorneys are already overburdened and requiring them to know a completely different area of law is untenable. He therefore suggests that a defense attorney should only have to advise “the client that a conviction may have immigration consequences . . . and that the client should consult an immigration specialist.” Do you agree with Justice Alito?  Why or why not? 
Readings: 
· Anna Flagg, The Myth of the Criminal Immigrant, N.Y. Times (Mar. 30, 2018). 
· RICHARD BOSWELL, ESSENTIALS OF IMMIGRATION LAW 1–4 (2012). 
· Graeme Blair & David Hausman, One Year of Immigration Enforcement Under the Second Trump Administration, Deportation Data Project (Apr. 7, 2026).
· Padilla v. Kentucky, 559 U.S. 356 (2010) (majority opinion). 
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Class 2 (09/15/2026): The History of Removal and Today’s Enforcement Mechanisms 
Class Overview: We will first review legislative milestones in immigration law that shaped today’s current crimmigration policies. Pay particular attention to the context in which those laws were passed (i.e., what was the sociopolitical landscape at the time). We will also discuss Congress’s plenary (absolute) power to enact immigration policy, and the consequences of labeling removal proceedings as “civil.” This discussion will help shape our understanding of the Trump administration’s current removal priorities. We will also briefly discuss how cities and states play a role in immigration enforcement. 
Questions/Prompts: 
· Immigration policies have reflected periods of open immigration and periods of restricted immigration. What common themes seem to repeat during periods of restrictiveness and what themes repeat during periods of openness? Are any of those themes echoed in today’s immigration debate? 
· Do you think the majority opinion, concurring opinion, or dissenting opinion was correct in Harisiades? Why? 
· Do you agree with the current administration’s enforcement priorities? Why or why not?
Readings: 
· WALTER A. EWING, IMMIGRATION POLICY CENTER, Opportunity and Exclusion:  A Brief History of U.S. Immigration Policy (Jan. 2012). 
· Harisiades v. Shaughnessy, 342 U.S. 580 (1951). 
· RICHARD BOSWELL, ESSENTIALS OF IMMIGRATION LAW 42–46 (2012). 
· Jennifer Chacόn, Managing Migration Through Crime, 109 COLUMBIA L. REV. SIDEBAR 135 (2009). 
· Memorandum from the Attorney General to All DOJ Employees: General Policy Regarding Charging, Plea Negotiations, and Sentencing (Feb. 5, 2025), EXCERPT on Immigration Enforcement. 
 

 
 
 


Class 3 (09/22/2026): The Admission Doctrine and Conviction Definition 
Class Overview: In today’s class, we will begin to lay the foundation for determining the potential immigration consequences of criminal activity. First, we will discuss the admission doctrine and how the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996 (IIRAIRA) created many of today’s crime-related grounds of removal. Next, we will discuss the Immigration and Nationality Act’s (INA) definition of conviction, which is often different than a state’s own conviction definition. 
Questions/Prompts: 
· Think through the different implications for migrants pursuant to the admission doctrine under IIRAIRA versus the pre-IIRAIRA entry doctrine. 
· There has been a movement in some states to restructure their criminal dispositions to deliberately avoid immigration consequences. Are such laws advisable? Are they constitutional? Is the federal government therefore overstepping when immigration consequences attach to those types of dispositions? 
Readings: 
· INA Sections: 
i 101(a)(13)(A)–(C) [definitions of “admission” and “admitted”].2 
ii 212(a)(2)(A)–(I) [criminal grounds of inadmissibility].3 
iii 237(a)(2)(A)–(E) [criminal grounds of deportability].4
· RICHARD BOSWELL, ESSENTIALS OF IMMIGRATION LAW 27–33 (2012).  
· NORTON TOOBY, TOOBY’S GUIDE TO CRIMINAL IMMIGRATION LAW §§ 7.1–7.3 
(2008). 
· Vartelas v. Holder, 123 S. Ct. 1479 (2012) (majority opinion). 











2 8 U.S.C. § 1101(a)(13) 
3 8 U.S.C. § 1182(a)(2) 
4 8 U.S.C. § 1227(a)(2) 
Class 4 (09/29/2026): The Categorical Analysis 
Class Overview: Determining whether a particular state criminal conviction triggers a federal ground of removal is at the core of a defense counsel’s Padilla duty. The tool most often used for that determination is called the “categorical analysis” (or the “categorical approach”). The categorical analysis necessitates a focus only on statutory language—not the individual’s underlying alleged conduct. In this class, we will discuss the categorical approach and its progeny. The categorical approach is extremely complex so don’t worry if you don’t master it right away. We will be discussing it, reviewing it, and applying it in hypotheticals throughout the remainder of the semester. 
Questions/Prompts: 
· Pay particular attention to the rationale behind the categorical analysis articulated in Das’s article. What are the advantages of using the categorical approach? What are the disadvantages? Do you think the advantages outweigh the disadvantages? Why or why not? Is it the right approach or should immigration judges be allowed to review underlying conduct? 
· The Descamps decision discusses the categorical approach, but it is usually cited as the authority on determining when a state statute is divisible and thus warranting a second step in the categorical approach (confusingly called the modified categorical approach, which is not a separate test but a tool for applying the categorical analysis to a divisible statute). 
Readings: 
· Alina Das, The Immigration Penalties of Criminal Convictions: Resurrecting Categorical Analysis in Immigration Law, 86 N.Y.U. L. REV. 1669, 1688–1703 (2011). 
· Descamps v. United States, 570 U.S. 254 (2013) [majority opinion]. 
· Mathis v. United States, 136 S. Ct. 2243 (2016) [excerpt]. 
· Pereida v. Wilkinson, 141 S. Ct. 754 (2021) [majority]. 
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Class 5 (10/06/2026): Aggravated Felonies 
Class Overview: An aggravated felony is an offense category defined by the INA that results in particularly severe immigration consequences. In this class, we will discuss those consequences. We will then discuss some of the aggravated felonies defined by the INA and how the categorical approach is used to determine when a state criminal conviction qualifies as an aggravated felony. We will focus on “crimes of violence” and drug-trafficking offenses, which are two commonly charged aggravated felonies. Lastly, we will discuss the circumstance-specific approach (a modification of the categorical approach) to analyzing certain aggravated felonies and other crime-based grounds of removal. 
Questions/Prompts: 
· Aggravated felonies are statutorily defined. When Congress creates a new aggravated felony, it has retroactive effect in most jurisdictions (unless otherwise specified). How does that impact a criminal defense lawyer’s Padilla obligation? 
· The dissenting opinions in Moncrieffe suggests that the Court’s decision will allow drug-traffickers to avoid removal if they have been convicted under state statutes that do not categorically match the Controlled Substances Act. What’s the majority’s response to these concerns? Do you agree? Why or why not? 
Readings: 
· INA §§ 101(a)(43)(A)–(U)5 [aggravated felony definitions]. 
· American Immigration Council, Aggravated Felonies: An Overview (Dec. 2016). 
· Leocal v. Ashcroft, 543 U.S. 1 (2004). 
· Matter of Guzman-Polanco, 26 I. & N. Dec. 713 (BIA 2016). 
· Moncrieffe v. Holder, 569 U.S. 184 (2013) (majority opinion). 
· 	Nijhawan v. Holder, 557 U.S. 29 (2009). 











5 8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(43)(A)–(U)

Class 6 (10/20/2026): Crimes Involving Moral Turpitude 
Class Overview: Like an aggravated felony, a “crime involving moral turpitude” (CIMT) is another offense category that carries significant immigration consequences. CIMTs— unlike aggravated felonies—are not statutorily defined. In this class, we will discuss the CIMT definition and how one determines whether a conviction (or an admission in some cases) qualifies as a CIMT. We will discuss the long procedural history of the Matter of Silva-Trevino case and the current CIMT legal landscape. 
Questions/Prompts: 
· Should CIMTs be statutorily defined like aggravated felonies? What are the advantages and disadvantages to defining CIMTs via case law? 
· Simon-Kerr’s article is unique in that she provides a great deal of background for “moral turpitude” in the law. The amorphous phrase seems to have had a definite understanding when it was first coined. How has the term changed? Should CIMT definitions be static, or should they reflect ever-changing social norms? Who determines those social norms? 
Readings: 
· Samantha Schmidt, ICE Detains a Polish Doctor and Green-Card Holder who Has Lived in the U.S. for Nearly 40 Years, WASHINGTON POST (January 22, 2018). 
· Review grounds of inadmissibility concerning CIMTs (see reading from Class 3). 
· Review grounds of deportability concerning CIMTs (see reading from Class 3). 
· Julia Ann Simon-Kerr, Moral Turpitude, 2012 UTAH L. REV. 1001 (2012) [excerpt]. 
· Matter of Silva-Trevino, 26 I. & N. Dec. 826 (BIA 2016). 
· Martinez v. Sessions, 892 F. 3d 655 (4th Cir. 2018).
· Orellana v. Barr, 967 F.3d 927, 940 (9th Cir. 2020) (Owens, J., concurring). 
 	


Immigration Consequences Midsemester Assignment 
(Due November 6, 2026 at 11:59pm EST)










Class 7 (10/27/2026): Drugs
Class Overview: Hopefully, you are seeing that certain criminal offenses may satisfy several grounds of removal. For example, a drug-related crime can sometimes be considered an aggravated felony (as we saw in Moncrieffe), a CIMT, or a standalone ground of removal as a “controlled substance offense.” Drug-related offenses are some of the hardest offenses to analyze because they can cover several grounds of removal, and they require exhaustive review of state and federal controlled substance schedules. 
Questions/Prompts: 
· Do you think Congress should amend the drug-related grounds of removal in light of the current movement in states to decriminalize some limited drug-related offenses? In what other areas of crimmigration is the tension between state public safety policies in tension with federal immigration enforcement policies? 
· What’s your reaction to the Nina Bernstein article? 

Readings: 
· INA sections [refer back to Class 3 and Class 5 materials]: 
i 	8 U.S.C. § 1182(a)(2)(A)(i)(II) 
ii 	8 U.S.C. § 1182(a)(2)(C)(iii) 
iii	8 U.S.C. §§ 1227(a)(2)(B-C) 
iv 	8 U.S.C. § 1101(a)(43)(B) 
· 18 U.S.C. § 924(c)(2) [definition of “drug-trafficking crime”]. 
· 21 U.S.C. § 802(6) [definition of “controlled substance”]. 
· 21 U.S.C. § 802(1) [definition of “addict”]. 
· Nina Bernstein, How One Marijuana Cigarette May Lead to Deportation, N.Y. TIMES (Mar. 30, 2010). 
· Walcott v. Garland, 21 F.4th 590 (9th Cir. 2021). 
· Mellouli v. Lynch, 135 S. Ct. 1980 (2015) (majority opinion).
· Review Moncrieffe v. Holder, 569 U.S. 184 (2013) [refer back to Class 5].
	 


REMINDER: Immigration Consequences Midsemester Assignment 
(Due November 6, 2026 at 11:59pm EST)





Class 8 (11/03/2026): Immigration Detention and Bond 
Class Overview: For a majority of the class we will focus on the INA’s crime-based mandatory detention provision at INA § 236(c). Demore v. Kim was the seminal case on pre-removal mandatory detention until the Supreme Court’s recent decision in Jennings v. Rodriguez. We will discuss the Court’s decisions in those cases and whether its reasoning reflects today’s reality. We will then turn to recent litigation efforts to chip away at mandatory detention under 236(c). We will also address ongoing litigation challenging the government’s attempted expansion of a separate mandatory detention provision, INA § 235(a), for “applicants for admission” who are “seeking admission.” Finally, we will discuss the discretionary detention provision of the statute, INA § 236(a), and how a noncitizen may ask for release from detention on bond. 
Questions/Prompts: 
· What are the ramifications of considering immigration detention “civil?” Do you agree with Justice Rehnquist’s or Justice Souter’s characterization of pre-removal immigration detention? 
· The decision in Demore illustrates the common confusion that many courts exhibit when determining how criminal convictions trigger removal. Taylor’s analysis of the Demore decision points to specific errors the court made in reaching its conclusion.   
· How has the Supreme Court’s decision in Jennings further impacted detained non-citizens’ constitutional rights and their ability to exercise their legal rights during removal proceedings? 
Readings: 
· INA § 236 [Arrest and Detention Powers].
· Demore v. Kim, 538 U.S. 510 (2003) [majority opinion]. 
· [OPTIONAL] Margaret H. Taylor, Demore v. Kim: Judicial Deference to Congressional Folly, in IMMIGRATION STORIES 347 (David A. Martin & Peter H. Schuck eds., 2005) [Excerpts, Parts I and IV]. 
· Jennings v. Rodriguez, No. 15-1204, 138 S. Ct. 830 (2018) [majority opinion]. 
· Guerrero Orellana v. Moniz, _ F4th _, 2026 WL 2352042 (1st Cir. Aug. 13, 2026), Excerpt *1–7, 17).
· National Immigration Litigation Alliance, Six Amendments to the Immigration and Nationality Act Made by the Laken Riley Act [excerpt].


REMINDER: Immigration Consequences Midsemester Assignment 
(Due November 6, 2026 at 11:59pm EST)

Class 9 (11/10/2026): Potential Forms of Immigration Protection 
Class Overview: Criminal activity can foreclose many avenues of immigration relief. In this class we will discuss forms of immigration protection that are commonly pursued by noncitizens with criminal convictions. We will focus on the availability of waivers, cancellation of removal (for both lawful permanent residents and non-lawful permanent residents), asylum and withholding of removal, and protection under the Convention Against Torture (CAT). 
Questions/Prompts: 
· Note that a conviction for 30 grams or less of marijuana requires a waiver pursuant to 212(h) for someone subject to the grounds of inadmissibility, but for someone subject to the grounds of deportation such a conviction is an exception to deportability. What are the implications of this nuance? 
· The test for determining whether a conviction is for a “particularly serious crime” and thus a bar to asylum, involves a case-by-case analysis and evaluation of the “circumstances and underlying facts of the conviction.” Should such a fact-specific inquiry of underlying conduct be permitted? Why or why not? Are the criticisms of such an approach similar to the criticisms of the “circumstance-specific” approach in Nijhawan or different? Why? 
Readings: 
· INA § 212(h) [waiving specified grounds of inadmissibility, including 1 CIMT, controlled substance offense, multiple criminal convictions, prostitution-related offenses, and offenses concerning diplomatic immunity]. 
· 8 C.F.R. § 1212.7(d) [waiver for certain criminal offenses]. 
· Kathy Brady, Eligibility for Relief: Waivers Under INA 212(h), ILRC (2019). 
· INA §§ 240A(a) and (b) [cancellation of removal for LPRS and non-LPRs]. 
· DEBORAH E. ANKER & JEFFREY S. CHASE, LAW OF ASYLUM IN THE UNITED STATES, §§ 1:2, 6:14, 6:16–6:20 (West 2026) [asylum and the “particularly serious crime” bar]. 
· DEBORAH E. ANKER & JEFFREY S. CHASE, LAW OF ASYLUM IN THE UNITED STATES, §§ 7:3–7:4 (West 2026) [CAT protection]. 
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Class 10 (11/17/2026): Putting it All Together!
Class Overview: In this class, we will put together all of the materials we have covered thus far in the course through an in-class exercise. Working in small groups, we will work through a mock Padilla advisal for a fictitious client, applying the doctrines we’ve learned thus far including removability, the categorical and modified categorical approach, detention, and claims for immigration relief. 
Questions/Prompts: 
· What reflections do you have in seeing the system come together as it applies to an individual’s case? Is the system underinclusive or overinclusive, or both?
Readings: 
· Review class materials and notes from classes 1 through 9.
	










Class 11 (11/24/2026): Re-Envisioning the System (Part I) 
Class Overview: The next two classes will bring together the material we have learned throughout the semester from a policy perspective, focusing on policy issues in crimmigration and visioning ways to change the system. In this class, we will identify the problems with the current system and brainstorm potential solutions—big and small, broad and narrow—to these problems. The goal of this exercise is to think creatively and outside the box.   
Questions/Prompts: 
· As you identify problems with our system, how might you envision potential solutions, broad and narrow? Who are your stakeholders, and how might that impact your proposed solutions? What, if any, collateral impacts do you foresee, and how might you mitigate them, if at all? 
Readings: 
		Readings will be posted to Canvas.

	 


Class 12 (12/01/2026)	: Re-Envisioning the System (Part II)
Class Overview: Last class, we identified problems with our current crimmigration system and proposed potential solutions. In this class, we will turn to operationalizing some of these solutions through a congressional simulation. In small groups, you will choose one of the problems identified in the last class, and propose a specific legislative fix, such as amending, repealing, or revising a provision of the INA. Each group will be asked to present testimony to Congress proposing this legislative fix.
Questions/Prompts: 
· As you think about how the system should be changed, and the priorities that need to be set, consider the politics that need to be navigated. What are the counterarguments that will be raised by other stakeholders? Who is your audience, and how might that inform how you frame your pitch? 
· Policy solutions can be broad and narrow. How, if at all, do you balance seeking broader, system-wide change in the long term with narrower, targeted change in the short term? 
Readings: 
		Readings will be posted to Canvas.
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