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“Legal Profession as Subject” 

 

A Bibliography 

 

 

This bibliography was first prepared by Peter J. Egler, Interim Head of Research Services at the 
Legal Research Center of Drexel University’s Earle Mack School of Law.  It is intended to serve 
as a tool for the growing discussion of the “legal profession as subject” (also known as the “bug 

and etymologist” phenomenon).  Please send any suggested additions or corrections to 
ko54@drexel.edu. 

 

Karl Okamoto 
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