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Chief Justice Warren E. Burger Dies
Founder and Honorary Chairman of Society

Chief Justice William H. Rehnquist announced from the
Bench on June 26, 1995 “with sadness that our friend and
colleague Warren Earl Burger, a former Chief Justice of this
Court, died yesterday in the early morning;, at Sibley Hospital in
Washington, D.C.

“Born in St. Paul, Minnesota in 1907, Warren Burger was a self-
made man. Not having the finances to attend college full time he sold
insurance during the day to pay his way through night school. He
spent two years at the University of Minnesota and then graduated
with honors four years later from the Mitchell College of Law,
formerly the St. Paul College of Law.

“His remarkable career began with a long tenure at a private law
firm in St. Paul, Minnesota (Boyesen, Otis & Faricy) where he
specialized in civil and administrative practice. While in private

practice, he made time to be an adjunct professor of contracts and
actively participated in local civil and political organizations. In
1953 President Eisenhower appointed him to the Department of
Justice as Assistant Attorney General in charge of the Civil Division.
A few years later, he was nominated to the United States Court of
Appeals for the District of Columbia, where he served for thirteen
years until his appointment as Chief Justice of the United States by
President Nixon in 1969.

“He served as Chief Justice for seventeen years and will long
be remembered as a major contributor to the decisional law of
this Court. He was also an innovative reformer of the adminis-
tration of justice. As an appellate judge he helped establish the

—continued on page nineteen

The members of the Supreme Court await the arrival of Chief Justice Warren E. Burger’s casket at the front stairs of the Supreme Court building. As is customary,
the Justices stood in order of seniority with the Chief Justice at the top of the stairs.



A Letter From the President

When the Society
was foundedin 1974,
its Articles of Incor-
poration envisioned
the lofty goals ofhis-
torical preservation,
funding of major re-
search projects, pub-
lic education pro-
grams, and encour-
agementofincreased
scholarship on the
Court’s history.
Those concepts,
largely, were the vi-
sion of one man,
ChiefJustice Warren
E. Burger who
worked tirelessly to transform the Society from a hope into a reality.

The Society will greatly miss having Warren E. Burger as its
Honorary Chair. He faithfully attended our Executive Committee
meetings, offering his guidance and encouragement to take on
larger and more substantial projects as the Society itself grew.

Only in recent years, as the Society has achieved a sound
financial footing, have some of these goals begun to be realized to
the extent the Chief Justice and the Society’s other founders antici-
pated in the organization’s chartering document.

Among these accomplishments is the establishment of awards to
recognize and encourage scholarship on the Court, both within and
without the Society. In making such awards, the Society not only
cultivates a higher level of research and publication by its members,
but it reaches beyond itself to develop a new standard for excellence
in the field as a whole,

During the course of the past year, the Society published its latest,
and according to our Board of Editors, its best issue of the Journal
of Supreme Court History. That volume compiled and edited by
Professor Mel Urofsky of Virginia Commonwealth University, was
entirely composed of original articles—a goal Professor Urofsky
imposed upon himself when he took over the helm on the Board of
Editors in 1993.

That 1994 Journal included two articles deemed worthy of the
Hughes-Gossett Award for Historical Excellence. These awards,
given only in years when the scholarship of the recipients is deemed
outstanding, are divided into two prizes—one for an outstanding
submission by a recognized scholar, and the other for a student
submission. The student winner is selected from submissions ob-
tained by a national call for papers.

The awards are named for the late Mrs. Elizabeth Hughes Gossett,
who served terms as both President and Chair of the Society; her father,
Chief Justice Charles Evans Hughes; and her husband, William T.
Gossett, a Trustee and major benefactor to the Society.

This year’s winning articles were Professor Jill Norgren’s “The
Cherokee Nations Cases of the 1830s™ and Jeannie Rhee’s “In Black
and White: Chinese in the Mississippi Delta.” Professor Norgren is
a Professor of Government at the City College of New York—John
Jay College and the Graduate Center. Ms Rhee graduated from Yale

Leon Silverman

University in 1994 and is now attending Yale Law School.

The Hughes-Gossett Awards were presented at the Society’s
Twentieth Annual Meeting, on June 5, by the Chief Justice who
praised the Society’s ongoing efforts to encourage scholarship on
the Court’s history.

Just days following the Annual Meeting, Professor Philip Kurland
of the University of Chicago Law School announced that his ad hoc
selection committee had completed its three-year review of books
for another prestigious award, the Erwin N. Griswold Book Prize.
This prize, recently renamed in honor of the Society’s late Chair-
man, recognizes the single most important book-length work pub-
lished during the preceding three years on a Court-related subject.

When Professor Kurland called to inform the Society of his
Committee’s unanimous decision, it came as no surprise—the winner,
Professor Gerald Gunther, had only days before appeared in the
Supreme Court Chamber to deliver the Twentieth Annual Lecture on
the subject of his award-winning volume, Judge Learned Hand.

Judge Hand has often been called the most qualified man of his era
never to have sat on the Supreme Court Bench—a title also conferred
upon Professor Gunther, incidentally, by a 1987 poll of scholars. In
making its selection, Professor Kurland’s Committee acknowledged
that Professor Gunther’s work, though not specifically a study of
Supreme Court history, was intimately related to the subject. Further,
Kurland noted, his Committee agreed unanimously that Professor
Gunther’s book, Learned Hand: The Man and the Judge, was clearly
the most outstanding judicial biography published in recent years. Itis
only fitting then that the Society recognize this work, on which
Professor Gunther labored for over two decades.

The purpose of encouraging scholarship on the Court, of course, is
to increase the breadth and depth of materials from which scholars, and
the general public may derive a greater understanding of the Court’s
history. But publications are hardly the only means by which the
Society seeks to improve public education about the Court.

As this issue of the Quarterly was going to press, the Society was
concluding its participation in the first Supreme Court Summer
Institute. This program, cosponsored by the Supreme Court Histori-
cal Society, the National Institute for Citizen Education in the Law
and Georgetown University Law Center, brings secondary school
teachers from across the nation to Washington to study the Court
firsthand. Based upon what they learn in their intensive week-long
curriculum, they develop lesson plans which will be published and
distributed for use in high schools throughout the country. The
program trains teachers to incorporate lessons about the Supreme
Court, and the judiciary system as a whole, into their curriculum.

We at the Society are gratified by the outcome of the first of these
Summer Institutes, and hope to be able to extend the budget for this
project during the coming year, [ think that would please the late Chief
Justice, and if he were here with us now, at the conclusion of this first
Summer Institute, itis likely he would already have some ideas for how
we might improve the program and broaden its impact.

Chief Justice Burger was a passionate proponent of any and all
efforts to increase public awareness of the role of the Judiciary, and
particularly of the Supreme Court in our system of government. Iis
sound judgment will be missed. His death has made us the poorer.
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Society Celebrates Twentieth Annual Meeting

June 5, 1995 marked the Twentieth Annual Meeting of the
Supreme Court Historical Society. While the format set at the first
meeting has remained largely unchanged, a few arrangements have
been modified since the first programs. Following a tradition set at
the first meeting, the opening event of the day was the Annual
Lecture.

William Bradford Reynolds, (left) Chair of the Annual Meeting, visits with
Professor Gerald Gunther at the conclusion of the lecture program.

The first annual lecture was delivered in the Restored Supreme
Court Chamber in the Capitol Building, a beautiful vaulted room
renovated to recreate the original design by Benjamin H. Latrobe.
‘While this room provided a beautiful and unique setting for the early
programs, Society membership growth eventually required that the
program be held in 2 room with more seating. For the past seven
years, the Supreme Court Chamber has provided a majestic setting
for these programs.

The Twentieth Annual Lecture was presented in the Supreme
Court Chamber. William Bradford Reynolds, Annual Meeting Chair,
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Professor Gerald Gunther, the William Nelson Cromwell Professor of Law at
Stanford University, presented a lecture based on his book entitled Learned
Hand: The Man and the Judge. Judge Hand was one of the outstanding jurists
of the twentieth century and although he never obtained a seat on the Supreme
Court Bench, his career was intimately related to the Supreme Court.

opened the lecture program and introduced the speaker, Gerald
Gunther. Professor Gunther is the William Nelson Cromwell Pro-
fessor of Law at Stanford University, His topic was the career of
Learned Hand, frequently referred to as “the most famous man
never to be appointed to the Supreme Court.”

Professor Gunther recently published an important biogra-
phy entitled Learned Hand: The Man and the Judge. Judge
Hand’s career spanned fifty-two years of service on the federal
judiciary where he served on the United States District Court for
the Southern District of New York, and then on the Court of
Appeals for the Second Circuit where he also served as chief
judge. Hand enjoyed a reputation as a brilliant writer and skilled
orator and most historians agree that his name was considered by

—continued on page seven

National Membership Chair, Fulton Haight, reported on his efforts and
accomplishments for the fiscal year. As National Chair, Mr. Haight was
charged with creating and coordinating a state membership network of
volunteer chairs.
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Dissenting Opinions - an Addendum
to Justice Scalia’s Observations

Bennett Boskey*

The 1994 issue of the Journal of Supreme Court History
published in full Justice Scalia’s observations on the Dissenting
Opinion—an address he had delivered on June 13, 1994, as the
Society’s Annual Lecture.! The address sparkled with commen-
tary on both the advantages and the disadvantages of dissenting
opinions, which have come to us at many different times and
under many different circumstances. Justice Scalia was good
enough to include sufficient information about the varied his-
torical settings in which dissenting opinions have either marked
or marred the judicial landscape, so that a reader can formulate
his or her own conclusions as to when and where they tend to be
a benefit or a menace.

In any event, Justice Scalia’s comments reminded me of an
occasion in the early 1940s, when 1 was serving as Chief Justice
Stone’s senior law clerk and we were called upon to do some digging

Chief Justice Harlan Fiske Stone delivered remarks thanking the Bar of
Western Pennsylvania for denating a portrait of Henry Baldwin to the Su-
preme Court. He noted in his speech that Baldwin broke tradition and delivered
some of the first dissenting opinions of the Marshall Court era.

Henry Baldwin joined the Supreme Court in 1830 and served as an Associate
Justice until his death in 1844.

into the medium-early history of the Court.

The occasionrevolved around a relatively obscure member of the
Court, Justice Henry Baldwin, who was appointed by President
Andrew Jackson and was a member of the Court from 1830-1844.
Baldwin came from Western Pennsylvania and had initially earned
the gratitude of the future President when, as a Congressman,
Baldwin had defended General Jackson’s debatable conduct in the
Seminole War. This had been “the beginning of a long friendship”
between Jackson and Baldwin,? and eventually it led to Baldwin’s
appointment to the Court.

During the years after World War I, the Court had been trying
to amass a collection of portraits of all its Justices but was
lacking any portrait of Justice Baldwin. The Bar of Western
Pennsylvania (I think it may have been of Allegheny County)
was in a position to remedy this deficiency by presenting to the
Court a portrait of Baldwin. A day had been scheduled for the
presentation, and Chief Justice Stone had agreed to respond at
the ceremony. He asked my help in the preparation of a few
gracious remarks of acceptance.

I scoured the scant published materials then available which
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With the end of the Socicty’s fiscal year, the tally for the Annual Fund is in. A total of $82,567.28 was raised, which is in
excess of the Fund’s $60,000 goal. The Society would like to acknowledge the following contributors:

The Society wishes to thank all of the above donors for their generous participation in the Society’s initial Annual Fund

=

Liskow & Lewis

Milton & Miriam Handler Foundation
Dwight D. Opperman

Patterson, Belknap, Webb & Tyler
Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton & Garrison
Proskauer Rose Goetz & Mendelsohn
Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom
Steptoe & Johnson

Sullivan & Cromwell

United Parcel Service

Vincent McKusick

Vinson & Elkins

Wachtell, Lipton, Rosen & Katz

Weil, Gotshal & Manges

—_

related to Justice Baldwin. Through them, I learned that Baldwin’s
most outstanding characteristics, both as a human being and as a
Justice, apparently had been his cantankerousness and eccentricity.
He had also been plagued by severe financial distress and by illness.
There had been those who thought that, at least toward the end of his
life, he had become insane, and to this was added a suggestion that
he had been buried in a Potters” Field.’ From this material it was not
easy to distill even the barest of affirmative comments that might
gladden the hearts of the lawyers from Western Pennsylvania.

But not all was lost. It turned out that, whatever his motives,
Justice Baldwin had been the author of a substantial number of
dissenting opinions on a Court which up until then—as Justice
Scalia has shown—had worn a mask of unanimity, largely under the
forceful influence of Chief Justice Marshall. Whether the Baldwin
dissents had, on the whole, been good or bad or indifferent was not
of much concern to Chief Justice Stone. What appealed to Stone was
the idea of Baldwin’s having insisted on expressing dissent. Stone
was willing to credit Baldwin with being an initiator—probably the
initiator—of a wholesome tradition of published dissent in the work
of the Court.

I should add that this was a subject that was indeed close to
Stone’s heart. He had been the author of many dissenting opinions
in important constitutional cases; and as times and the Justices had
changed, he had watched a relatively high proportion of these turn
into majority views and become the law.* Indeed, his law clerks
often could detect sprightly manifestations of his satisfaction as he
kept a mental box score of earlier decisions which the Court
overruled, so as to bring his own dissenting views into the majority
position.* The Bar of Western Pennsylvania went away from the
ceremony feeling handsomely thanked.

Endnotes

*Bennett Boskey is a practicing attomey in Washington, D.C., and has written
extensively on matters relating to practice before the Supreme Court. He is a
member of the Council and the Treasurer of the American Law Institute, and is a
member of this Society.

! Antonin Scalia, “The Dissenting Opinion™ in {994 Journal of Supreme Court
History 33-44.

* Robert D. Ilisevich, “Henry Baldwin,” in Clare Cushman (ed.), The Supreme
Court Justices: Illustrated Biographies, 1789-1993, 106, 108 (1993), which
summarizes the factual information concerning Baldwin.

*Even Carson, who has almost inexplicable kind words to say about Baldwin,
acknowledges that “Towards the close of his life his intellect became deranged, and
he was violent and ungovernable in his conduct upon the bench.” Hampton L.
Carson, The Supreme Court of the United States: Its History and Its Centennial
Celebration 281 (1891).

* As Warner W. Gardner wrote a while ago, “[PJrobably no man in the
history of any court has lived to see so many of his dissenting opinions become
the law of the court.” “Mr. Chief Justice Stone,” 59 Harvard Law Review,
1203, 1208 (1946). Another of his law clerks referred to Stone as “the man who
saw more of his dissenting opinions and positions become the law of the Court
than any other Justice in history.” Allison Dunham, “Mr. Chief Justice Stone”
in Dunham and Philip B. Kurland (ed.), Mr. Justice 47 (1956). Both offered
footnotes carrying a long list of significant cases—but at that, only a partial
list. At the Court’s memorial proceeding for Harlan Fiske Stone, the Resolutions
of the Bar stated: “With the shift in constitutional doctrine which occurred
during the service of Chief Justice Hughes, Justice Stone had the satisfaction
of seeing one after another of his dissenting opinions in constitutional cases
become the law of the Court.” 68 S. Ct. CXXXIII, CXXXVI (1947). And Chief
Justice Vinson’s response reiterated the point: “in the entire history of this
Court probably no other member lived to see so many views expressed in
dissent subsequently accepted by the majority of the Court as the law of the
land.” Id., CXLIV.

*1 have referred to this previously: “Chief Justice Stone took some pride in the
number of his dissenting opinions which had later won acceptance by the Court.”
Bennett Boskey, “Mr, Chief Justice Stone,” 59 Harvard Law Review 1200, 1201
(1946).
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Arizona Society Members Conduct Program

Arizona members of the Supreme Court Historical Society
and their guests were treated to a luncheon and a panel discus-
sion on “Politics and the Supreme Court Nomination Process” at
the Phoenix Country Club on March 31, 1995. Organized by the
Society’s Arizona and Ninth Circuit membership chair, Ed
Hendricks, of Meyer, Hendricks, Victor, Ruffner & Bivens, the
event drew about sixty participants. Noting that few Arizonans
are able to take advantage of the annual meeting and special
lectures held by the Society in Washington, Hendricks added
that “This was a way to provide some direct benefit for Society
members in Arizona, to stimulate their membership, and to
encourage others to join the Society. We hope to make this an
annual affair.”

Among those in attendance were attorneys from Arizona, judges
from all levels of the Arizona court system, Arizona federal district
court and the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals.

The topic of the panel discussion was suggested by a book just
published by two Arizona State University political science profes-
sors, George Watson and John Stookey entitled Shaping America:
The Politics of Supreme Court Appointments. The theme of how
politics has been and continues to be involved in the appointment
process was addressed by the four panelists, The panelists were the
Honorable Dennis DeConcini, former United States Senator and
member of the Senate Judiciary Committee, John Harmon, former
Assistant Attorney General in the Office of Legal Counsel during
the Carter Administration, Paul Eckstein, managing partner of the
law firm of Brown & Bain, and Professor George Watson. Phoenix
Society member, Larry Hammond, of Osbom Maledon served as
moderator for the panel discussion.

Even though President Carter is the only president to serve a full
term without having an opportunity to appoint a Justice to the Court,
John Harmon reported that preparations had been made should such
an opportunity arise. Among other things, this forced him to identify
and assess criteria used by previous presidents in making appoint-
ments. Focussing on four—ability, political and legal philosophy,
balance on the Court and friendship—Harmon noted how each
played a greater or lesser role in particular nominations. While these
and other factors—age, for example—may all play arole at one time

Retired Senator Dennis DeConcini, shown here in 1990 in the Senate, discussed
the role the media has played in politicizing the Supreme Court nomination
process.

or another, “Let’s face it,” Harmon said, “each president wants to
appoint a Supreme Court Justice in his own image.” Some, like
Nixon and Franklin Roosevelt, were more successful than others, In
the final hour, a president can rarely know for sure whether a person
will change when he or she dons that black robe. When Felix
Frankfurter was asked that question, he unhesitatingly responded,
“If he’s any good he will .. . .”

Senator DeConcini affirmed the political nature of the pro-
cess, but stated that it has always been so, However the extraor-
dinary role of the media in covering recent Supreme Court
nominations and the hearings have brought it public attention as
never before. DeConcini drew a contrast between the Reagan
and Bush Administrations on the one hand and the Clinton
presidency on the other. The former generated greater political
controversy because they were intent on moving the Court in a
certain political direction. Those opposed to the political phi-
losophy of the president are naturally ready to do battle on such
a nomination. President Clinton, on the other hand, has con-
sulted much more closely with the Senate in an effort to avoid
controversy while still selecting competent and experienced
candidates.

Professor Watson summarized the evolution of the appoint-
ment process into that which we witness today, noting its
political nature all the way back to George Washington. He then
focused on the role of the American Bar Association and its
effort, in his view, to somehow make the process less political.
By formulating the criteria of integrity, competence and judicial
temperament, the ABA has attempted to establish the criteria by
which nominees are evaluated. However, in attempting to take
politics out of the process by confining the discourse to a
discussion of those three criteria, the ABA has actually em-
broiled itself in the politics of appointments. Anyone who
opposes the nominee on essentially political grounds, such as
being too liberal or too conservative, must now couch that
opposition in terms of those three criteria. This makes for a less
civil and less honest process than if we would simply be more
forthright about the political basis of our opinions.

Paul Eckstein closed the panel presentations with an observation
of “five truths and a question.” First, most presidents strive mightily
to discern the judicial philosophy ofthe candidates they put forward.
Many, however, are not particularly successful in doing so. Second,
senators profess to decide who is going to be on the Court on other than
philosophical grounds, even when in fact those are the grounds. Third,
nominees would be well advised to answer nothing directly. Fourth, in
this media age, the nominating process increasingly will assume the
aspects of an election campaign. Fifth, a strong and popular senator to
carry the nomination through the Senate is becoming essential. Finally,
the question put was “to what extent should the president seek the
advice of the Senate before the nomination?” In trying to pave the way
for a smoother nomination and confirmation, does the president give
away too much of his appointment prerogative?

The event concluded with a question and answer session. All
participants agreed that this was a hopeful beginning to one’s state’s
effort to provide a program for its Society membership. Arizona’s
members look forward to other educational sessions of this type in

~the future.



Annual Dinner (continued from page three)

Lawrence Tafe III of Massachusetts (left) was the recipient of a membership chair award. Justice Blackmun presented the awards at the Annual Meeting of the
General Membership. Benjamin White of Rhode Island (right) also received a membership award from Justice Blackmun.

several Presidents for appointment to the Supreme Court. Hand
was closely acquainted with several members of the Supreme
Courtincluding Benjamin Cardozo who spoke of Hand’s “quali-
ties of mind—the keen analysis, the close reasoning, the capac-
ity for deft and incisive phrase.” This legal giant, something of
a legend and an enigma, was a fascinating topic for the lecture.

While Judge Hand’s life was full of notable accomplishments,
Professor Gunther’s is similarly marked with achievements. A
German émigré who came to the United States as an eleven year old
boy, Professor Gunther earned degrees from Brooklyn College,
Columbia University and Harvard Law School. In addition to his
clerkship with Judge Hand, he held a similar position during the
Court’s 1954-5 Term in the service of Chief Justice Earl Warren.
Professor Gunther also engaged in private practice with the firm of
Cleary, Gottlieb, Friendly and Hamilton. He has served on the
faculties of Columbia University School of Law and Stanford Law
School, and as a visiting faculty member of numerous other presti-
gious institutions, including Harvard Law School. His work has
been recognized with a Guggenheim Fellowship, a National En-
dowment ofthe Humanities Fellowship, and numerous other awards
and prizes.

Professor Gunther’s biography of Judge Hand has received
much attention recently but Professor Gunther is also the author
of an outstanding textbook, Constitutional Law, which is now in
its twelfth edition. This volume has been the most widely used
text in constitutional law in American law schools for the past
three decades. The text of Professor Gunther’s lecture will be
published in the 1995 Journal of Supreme Court History. All
Society members will receive a copy of the volume as a mem-
bership benefit.

At the conclusion of the lecture, many audience members had the
opportunity to meet Professor Gunther. Tours of the Supreme Court
Building were conducted by tour directors from the Office of the
Curator of the Court, who provided informative and interesting
presentations about the Building, and some of the day-to-day
operating procedures of the Court.

At 6 p.m. the General Meeting of the Membership was
convened in the Supreme Court Chamber. Justin A. Stanley,
Chairman of the Board of Trustees, conducted the meeting in the
absence of Leon Silverman, President of the Society. Mr. Stanley

—continued on next page

Retired Associate Justice Harry A. Blackmun presented an award to John Stenger (left) for his outstanding work as a membership chair. Mr. Stenger was state
chair for New York. Justice Blackmun also presented Catherine Piersol (right) of South Dakota with an award recognizing her efforts as membership chair in
her state.
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Annual Dinner (continued from previous page)

Chairman of the Board of Trustees, Justin A. Stanley is pictured with Judge
Benjamin Logan, chair of the Judicial Council of the National Bar Association.
Mr. Stanley succeeds Dean Griswold as Chairman of the Board.

commenced his remarks by noting the death of the Society’s past
Chairman, the late Dean Erwin N. Griswold. Mr. Stanley com-

i |

Ms Jeannie Rhee (left) received a Hughes-Gossett prize for historical excellence in writing from the Chief Justice. Ms Rhee’s article ap|

mented that “Dean Griswold was a personal friend, and a great
friend of the Society. The Dean was an incomparable figure in
the legal community at large. During the course of his lifetime
he was a superb scholar, an outstanding teacher and dean, a
devoted and distinguished public servant, and a fine practitio-
ner of the law. He and John W. Davis shared the distinction of
having argued more cases before the Supreme Court than any
other advocates in the twentieth century. The Dean has also
been instrumental in bringing the Society to its current level of
maturity.” At the conclusion of his remarks, Mr. Stanley called
for a moment of silence in honor of Erwin N. Griswold’s
memory.

Continuing with the business portion of the meeting, Mr.
Stanley reported briefly on the activities of the past year,
highlighting outstanding achievements. He noted that as a result
of the efforts of Membership Chairman Bill Haight and his team
of state membership chairs, Society membership has risen to a
recordlevel of more than 5,200. Another notable accomplishment
was the creation of an Annual Fund which surpassed its goal.
Program activities include the six-part lecture series discussing
the Supreme Court in World War IT which drew over 1,400
guests and which will be broadcast on Court TV and C-Span.
Publications continue to be a focal point of Society activities
with the 1994 Journal of Supreme Court History and the volume
on the first five Jewish Justices of the Supreme Court both
having been well received.

Retired Associate Justice Harry A. Blackmun presented awards
to membership chairs who had met or surpassed their membership
goals for the current fiscal year. Present to receive their awards in
person were: Catherine Piersol, John Stenger, Lawrence Tafe III,
and Benjamin V., White. Inaddition to these awards, Justice Ginsburg
presented many awards at a special dinner held in honor of the
Membership Chairs in April (see story on page 13) A number of
other Chairs achieved their goals but were unable to travel to
Washington toreceive the awards in person. These successful chairs
were: William J. Brennan I1I, Mike Carey, Ed Hendricks, and Stuart
Shanor.

Peter A. Knowles, Treasurer of the Society, presented a brief
overview of the Society’s finances. He noted that while the fiscal
year does not officially end until June 30, all indications are that it

§ e

peared in the 1994 issue

of the Journal of Supreme Court History, and examined the experience of Chinese immigrants in the Mississippi Delta. The Hughes-Gossett award for historical
excellence for an established academic writer was awarded to Dr. Jill Norgren (right) a professor of government at the City College of New York—John Jay College

and the Graduate Center.
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Justice Ginsburg converses with Society Trustee, John R. Risher, Jr. , during
the Twentieth Annual Dinner.

will be another successful year, with expenses and revenue falling
within the budgeted parameters and providing a solid foundation on
which to build during the coming year.

Following these reports, Virginia Daly, Chair of the Nomi-
nating Committee and Secretary of the Society, presented a slate
of candidates for election to the Board of Trustees. The follow-
ing individuals were elected to an initial three-year term as a
member of the Board of Trustees: Andrew W. Coats, Judith
Richards Hope, Harvey C. Koch, Stephen W. Nealon, Cathleen
Douglas Stone, and Agnes N. Williams. In addition, the follow-
ing individuals were elected to additional three-year terms as
Trustees: George R. Adams, Barbara Black, Vera Brown, Vincent
C. Burke, Jr., Patricia Dwinnell Butler, F. Elwood Davis, John
T. Dolan, Michela English, John D. Gordan, 111, Geoffrey C.
Hazard, Jr., Philip B. Kurland, Francis J. McNamara, Jr., Phil C.
Neal, Dwight D. Opperman, Leon Polsky, Bernard G. Segal and
W. Foster Wollen.

At the conclusion of the General Membership Meeting, a
meeting of the Board of Trustees commenced with Mr. Stanley
presiding. The election of individuals to the Executive Commit-
tee was the only matter of business. In due course, the following
individuals were elected to the offices as follows: for a first one-
year term as an At-large member of the Executive Committee:
Vera Brown and Mrs. Thurgood Marshall. In addition, the

Mrs. Justin A. Stanley (left) introduces her daughter, Melinda Douglas to the
Chief Justice. Mr. Stanley was elected Chairman of the Board of Trustees
earlier in the evening.

following individuals were elected to the offices indicated:
Vincent C. Burke, Jr., Sheldon S. Cohen and John R. Risher, Jr.,
to a an additional one-year term as an At-large member of the
Executive Committee; and Dwight D. Opperman to an addi-
tional three-year term as Vice President.

Following the business meetings, the next event of the day
was the Twentiecth Annual Reception and Dinner. Guests ad-
journed to the East and West Conference Rooms where they
enjoyed an hour in which to meet other Society members and
honored guests. String quartets of the U.S. Army Strings pro-
vided chamber music in each reception room, adding greatly to
the enjoyment of the guests.

Dinner was served in the Great Hall of the Court. As in
previous years, the hall was draped with state flags and a large
flag of the United States was suspended between the pillars near
the front entrance of the Hall. Prior to dinner service, the Chief
Justice proposed the traditional toast to the President of the
United States. After the toast, the Chief Justice presented the
Hughes-Gossett prizes for excellence in historical writing. These
awards are given to recognize outstanding articles published in
the Journal of Supreme Court History. The prize winners for
articles printed in the 1994 Journal were Dr. Jill Norgren, a
professor of government at John Jay College of Criminal Justice
and at the Graduate Center of City University, and Ms Jeannie
Rhee, a second-year student at Yale Law School. Dr. Norgren’s
article concerned the Cherokee Indian cases of the 1830s, while
Ms Rhee’s paper dealt with the civil rights experiences of the
Chinese in the Mississippi Delta from the late 1800s to the mid-
1900s.

Following the presentation of these awards, dinner was served
and members dined in the Great Hall by candlelight. At the conclu-
sion of dinner, a short concert was performed by the 100 member
choral ensemble, The Alexandria Harmonizers. This group per-
forms barbershop harmony and competes nationally and interna-
tionally. They have performed throughout the Washington area and
have entertained at the Society’s Annual Dinner on two previous
occasions. Theirprogram marked the conclusion of the day’s events,
and brought the Twentieth Annual Meeting to an exuberant and
happy conclusion.
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A concert provided by The Alexandria Harmonizers completed the evening
program at the Annual Dinner. The 100 voice barbershop harmony chorus
competes locally and internationally and provided a delightful concert.



Membership Update

The foliowing members joined the Society between March 16, 1995 and June 15, 1995

Alabama

Robert W. O’Neill Esq., Birmingham
Samuel L. Russell, Bessemer

Teresa Tanner, Birmingham

J. Mark White Esq., Birmingham

Arizona

Robert H. Allen, Phoenix

Howard Ross Cabot, Phoenix

Leroy W. Hofmann, Phoenix

Linda Kay Jarrell, Tucson

Michael D. Kimerer, Phoenix

The Honorable Ruth V. McGregor, Phoenix
Marilyn Poll, Phoenix

Jane Proctor, Chandler

Roslyn O. Silver, Phoenix

Arkansas

Darryl E. Baker, Little Rock
Sidney P. Davis Jr., Fayetteville
Professor Mark R. Killenbeck, Fayetteville

California

Hillel Chodos, Los Angeles

Jason A. Crotty, San Mateo

Peter G. Hanson, Sacramento

Thomas E. Holliday Esq., Los Angeles
David F. Levi, Sacramento

Nancy Marder, Los Angeles

Leonard Sacks, Granada Hills

The Hon. William W. Schwarzer, San Francisco

Mr. Arthur E. Schwimmer, Los Angeles
Colorado

Brian Edward Bates Esq., Denver
Connecticut

The Honorable Robert Chatigny, Hartford
The Honorable Charles D. Gill, Litchfield
Michael J. Graetz Esq., New Haven
Claudine Siegel, Westport

Milton Sorokin Esq., Hartford

District of Columbia

James R. Atwood Esq.
John P. Dean

John M. Falk Esq.
James M. Falk Sr.
Sheila Hollis

Mark S. Hubert

Daryl A. Libow Esq.
Harry Litman

Ellen McHugh

David Post

Victoria L. Radd

Karen Hastie Williams Esq.
J. Roger Wollenberg

Delaware

Steven J. Rothschild Esq., Wilmington
Edward Welch, Wilmington

Florida

Reverend Andrew L. Anderson, Miami
Francisco Angones Esq., Miami
Mark A. Avera Esq., Gainesville
Scott L. Baena, Miami

Howard C. Coker Esq., Jacksonville
Denise Lyles Cook, Temple Terrace
Cynthia A. Everett, Miami

John W. Frost 11 Esq., Bartow

Joseph A. Glick, Miami

E.C. Deeno Kitchen Esq., Tallahassee
John W. Kozyak, Miami

Raymond J. Lusak Esq., Miami
Michael Maher Esq., Orlando
Richard H.W. Maloy, Miami

Robert L. Parks Esq., Miami

R.W. Payne Jr., Miami

Neal A. Roth Esqg., Miami

Don A. Russo Esq., Coconut Grove
John H. Schulte Esq., Miami

Richard M. Shapiro Esq., Bradenton
William S. Spencer Esq., Hollywood
Paul M. Stokes Esq., Miami

Alice M. Stratton, Atlantic Beach
John W. Thomton Jr., Esq., Miami
Harley S. Tropin Esq., Miami
Wilfred C. Varn Esq., Tallahassee
Roger Vaughan Esq., Tampa

Mr. & Mrs. Enoch J. Whitney, Tallahassee
C. Steven Yerrid, Tampa

Georgia

Tony L. Axam Esq., Atlanta
James W. Bosewll III Esq., Atlanta
Michael J. Bowers, Atlanta
Bruce Perrin Brown Esq., Atlanta
C. Paul Chalmers Esq., Atlanta
Gary C. Christy Esq., Cordele
Dwight J. Davis Esq., Atlanta
Walter W. Driver Jr., Atlanta
Professor Anne Dupre, Athens
Nicole Cancil Hall Esq., Atlanta
Carlton Henson Esq., Atlanta
John W. Hinchey Esq., Atlanta
Kirk McAplin Jr., Esq., Atlanta
William F. Nelson Esq., Atlanta
Michael C. Russ Esq., Atlanta
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Illinois

Timothy S. Bishop Esq., Chicago
Bruce R. Braun Esq., Chicago

Scott W. Cleave Jr., Esq., Decatur
Norman J. Gundlach Esq., Belleville
Robert W. McCarthy, Decatur
Tracy Nugent, Champaign

Robert Marshall Owen, Decatur

Indiana

John R. Schaibley III, Indianapolis
lowa

Luther L. Hill Jr., Esq., Des Moines
Kentucky

Porter Mayo M.D., Lexington
Louisiana

Francis J. Barry Jr., Esq., New Orleans
Arthur R. Carmody Jr., Shreveport
Cyrus J. Greco Esq., Baton Rouge
Alfred Smith Landry Esq., New Iberia
Harvey J. Lewis Esq., New Orleans
Lawrence L. McNamara, New Orleans
H. Dillon Murchison II, New Orleans
Jack M. Weiss Esq., New Orleans
John M. Wilson Esq., New Orleans

Maine

Daniel Amors Esq., Portland
Ralph A. Dyer Esq., Portland
Michael T. Heals Esq., Portland

Maryland

Jeffrey H. Blattner, Bethesda

David J. Danelski, Bowie

Mary A. Donohoe, Bethesda

Philip Elman, Bethesda

The Honorable A. Rex Gabbert, Liberty
Lee Gordon Esq., Baltimore
Gregory Gerard Greer, Gaithersburg
Wayne King, Baltimore

Eleanor J. Lewis Esq., Chevy Chase
Harry L. Shniderman, Bethesda
Joseph C. Zengerle Esq., Bethesda
James W. Ziglar, Potomac

Massachusetts

Professor Dwight G. Duncan, North Dartmouth

Judith A. McMarrow, Newton
Sandra Sue McQuay, Boston



Pamela A. Meuse, Plymouth

Richard A. Nicoletti Esq., Newton’

James Roosevelt Jr., Esq., Boston

Camille F. Sarrouf Esq., Boston

Western New England College, Springfield

Michigan

Ellen M. Brennan, Lansing
Ellen E. Mason, Bloomfield Hills
Terrance Sandalow, Ann Arbor

Mississippi

J. Cal Mayo Jr., Esq., Jackson
Margaret Stewart Oertling Esq., Jackson

Missouri

Stuart Banner, St. Louis

Holly Lampkin, St. Louis
Lawrence Schilling, Ballwin
John Vering Esq., Kansas City

Montana

Richard W. Anderson, Billings

Francis X. Clinch, Great Falls

The Honorable William E. Hunt Sr., Helena
Sherman V. Lohn Esq., Missoula

John Luke McKeon, Anaconda

Gregory G. Murphy, Billings

James M. Regnier, Missoula

New Hampshire

Reverend Dean M. Kelley, West Swanzey
John P. McGee Jr., Esq., Portsmouth

New Jersey

Peter J. Boyer Esq., Cherry Hill
Robert L. Clifford, Chester

Dickinson R. Debevoise, Newark

The Honorable William H. Gindin, Princeton
Stephen M. Greenberg Esq., Roseland
William F. Hyland, Far Hills

Joel Leyner Esq., Jersey City

John P. McGee, Millburn

Robert F. Novins Esq., Toms River
Hugo M. Pfaltz Jr., Summit

Ronald J. Riccio, Newark

Leslie Rudnyanszky, Edison

Samuel S. Saiber Esq., Newark

Roger C. Steedle Esq., Absecon

Joel H. Sterns Esq., Trenton

Frank J. Vecchione, Newark

Justin P. Walder Esq., Roseland

New Mexico

John F. McCarthy Jr., Santa Fe
Paul W. Robinson Esq., Albuquerque

New York

Mitchal A. Amico, Williamsville
Roger D. Avent Esq., Elma

Rebecca H. Baritot, Orchard Park
Andy Bass, Scarsdale

Thomas R. Beecher Jr., Buffalo
Diane Bosse Esq., Buffalo

Morris Brown Esq., Woodbridge
John F. Canale Esq., Buffalo
Michael A. Cardozo Esq., New York
James N. Carlo, Buffalo

Ralph Carlson, Brooklyn

Alan Carrel, Buffalo

Anthony J. Colucci Jr., Buffalo
Edward C. Cosgrove Esq., Buffalo
Brian P. Crosby Esq., Buffalo

John T. Curtin, Buffalo

William Diggins Jr., Buffalo

Neil R. Farmelo Esq., Buffalo
William C. Farner Esq., Buffalo
Joseph M. Finnerty Esq., Buffalo
Peter J. Fiorella Jr., Esq., Buffalo
Martin Flaherty, New York

John T. Frizzell, Hamburg

Ammnold B. Gardner Esq., Buffalo
Jack L. Getman, Snyder

John Giardino, Buffalo

Jeffrey Glekel, New York

Robert A. Green, Ithaca

David E. Gutowski Esq., Buffalo
Theodore Hadzi-Antich Esq., Buffalo
David M. Hebr Esq., Buffalo
Michael Herz, New York

Burrell Ives Humphreys J.A.D., Wayne
Michael L. Jackson, Buffalo
Michael S. Komar Esq., Buffalo
Lindy Korn Koren Esq., Buffalo
James L. Lalime, Williamsville
Courtland R. LaVallee Esq., Buffalo
Lewis Liman, New York

Nicholas J. Longo Esq., Buffalo
David J. Mahoney, Buffalo

Joseph V. McCarthy, Buffalo
Richard C. Pepperman II, New York
Keith Perla, Buffalo

Samuel C. Perla Esq., Buffalo
Edward G. Phwowarczyk, Buffalo

The Honorable Milton Pollack, New York

E. Joshua Rosenkranz, New York
Arthur A. Russ Jr., Buffalo
Eugene W. Salisbury, Buffalo
Ginger D. Schroder, Buffalo
Lawrence A. Schulz Esq., Buffalo
David J. Sleight, Buffalo

Mitchell M. Stenger Esq., Buffalo
E.W. Dann, Buffalo

Dimitri J. Tzetzo, Buffalo

John Bronson Walsh, Lancaster
Nelson F. Zakia Esq., Buffalo

North Carolina
Charles E. Burgin Esq., Marion
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Roy W. Davis Jr., Esq., Asheville

The Honorable Henry E. Frye, Raleigh
Steve Griffith Jr., Charlotte

Thomas Ashe Lockhart, Charlotte
Larry S. McDevitt Esq., Asheville

H. Brent McKnight, Charlotte

Dr. F. Michelle Taylor, Durham

North Dakota

Ralph I. Erickstad, Bismarck
Robert A. Feder Esq., Fargo

Ohio

James H. Berick Esq., Cleveland
Victoria S. Cashman, Dayton
Robert H. Fischer Jr., Athens

John D. Liber Esq., Cleveland
Sterling Newell Ir., Esq., Cleveland
Donald P. Traci Esq., Cleveland

Oklahoma

Larry Derryberry Esq., Oklahoma City
Fred Gipson, Norman

Mona Salyer Lambrid, Oklahoma City
Kenneth N. McKinney, Oklahoma City
Richard L. McKnight Esq., Enid

John W. Norman, Oklahoma City

Oregon
William N. Stiles Esq., Portland
Pennsylvania

Albert Aldham, Hawley

Samuel H. Becker Esq., Philadelphia
Matthew J. Comisky Esq., Philadelphia
Roger F. Cox Esq., Philadelphia
Melvin H. Hess Esq., Lancaster
Armnold I. Kalman Esq., Philadelphia
Denis J. Lawler Esq., Philadelphia
Frederick D. Lipman Esq., Philadelphia
Morton Newman Esq., Philadelphia
Harris Ominsky Esq., Philadelphia

C. J. Queenan Jr., Pittsburgh

Paula T. Ryan Esq., Philadelphia

Joan N. Stern Esq., Philadelphia

Puerto Rico

Cristina Alamo, San Juan

Daisy Caban, San Juan

Lydia Castro, San Juan

Emmalind Garcia, San Juan

Maria Lusia Martinez, Rio Piedras
Eduardo Negron, Hato Rey

Jaime S. Platon, San Juan

Guillermo J. Ramos-Luina, Guaynabo
Soledad Reichard, Rio Piedras

Sylvia de Rosario, Isla Verde Carolina

—continued on next page



Membership Update (continued from previous page)

Eduardo Vazquez-Bote, Hato Rey
Rhode Island

J. Scott Burns Esq., Providence
Margaret E, Curran, Providence
William A. Farrell Esq., Providence
Andrew M. Hodgkin Esq., Providence
John MacFadyen, Providence

R. Daniel Prentiss, Providence

Jeffrey M. Stoler Esq., Providence

South Carolina
John W. Kittredge, Greenville
South Dakota

J.W. Abbott, Yankton

Ken Barker Esq., Belle Fourche
Richard H. Battey, Rapid City
John P. Blackburn Esq., Yankton
The Honorable Richard Bogue, Canton
Portia K. Brown, Rapid City

Gene R. Bushnell Esq., Rapid City
Joseph Butler Esq., Rapid City
Steven Christensen, Deadwood
Gary W. Corklin, Sioux Falls
Fredric R. Cozad, Martin

William F. Day Jr., Esq., Sioux Falls
Patrick Duffy Esq., Rapid City
Edwin E. Evans Esq., Sioux Falls
A. Peter Fuller Esq., Lead

Wynn A. Gunderson, Rapid City
Scott Heidepriem Esq., Sioux Falls
Dennis H. Hill, Rapid City

Rick Johnson Esq., Gregory

Jon Mattson Esq., Deadwood
Celia Miner Esq., Yankton

Gary J. Pashby Esq., Sioux Falls
Scott Peters, Sioux Falls

Jane Wipf Pfeifle, Rapid City
Karen Schreier, Sioux Falls
Francis M. Smith Esq., Sioux Falls
Kathleen F. Trandahl, Winner

Jeff Viken Esq., Rapid City
Thomas J. Welk Esq., Sioux Falls

Tennessee

Thomas C. Binkley, Nashville
Gilbert S. Merritt, Nashville
Sean P. Scally, Nashville

Texas

Patrick C. Appel Esq., Houston
Connell Ashley Esq., Odessa
Mrs. Clayton D. Band, Houston
David J. Beck Esq., Houston

Lyon L. Brinsmade, Houston

The Honorable Carl O. Bue Jr., Houston
Linda C. Cansler, Beaumont

Frank B. Davis Esq., Houston

Perry Davis Jr., Odessa

Carmalee DeGeorge, Houston

R.K. Durmmond Esq., Dallas

Frank W. Elliott, Irving

Harrell Feldt Esq., Houston

Daniel V. Flatten Esq., Beaumont
Terry Gardner Esq., Ft. Worth

Vicent Gonzales Jr., Irving

The Honorable John L. Hill Jr., Houston
William T. Hill Jr., Esq., Dallas
Edgar H. Keltner Ir., Esq., Fort Worth
Myron E. Kimball Jr., Arlington
Melinda Levins, Fort Worth

Harold & Beth Lloyd, Houston

John McBryde, Fort Worth

Jim McCartney, Houston

Roy W. Morre, Houston

Cecil E. Munn, Fort Worth

Marvin D. Nathan, Houston

Nick C. Nichols, Houston

Michael A. Orlando, Houston

George E. Pletcher, Houston

Chas Polter, Tyler

Joe H. Reynolds Esq., Houston

Tracy J. Schneider, Galveston
Christopher C. Soileau, Houston
Wayne P. Sturdivant, Amarillo

Blake Tartt Esq., Houston

R.H. Wallace Jr., Esq., Ft. Worth
Richard G. Williams Esq., Fort Worth
Elaine Willits, Houston

T.B. Wright Esq., Austin

Utah
Mary Anne O. Wood Esq., Salt Lake City
Vermont

Deborah T. Bucknam Esq., St. Johnsbury
Linda O. Smiday, South Royalton

Virginia

Benjamin William Andersen, Charlottesville

B. Paul Cotter Jr., Annandale
Marion T. Doss, Harrisonburg
Andrew J. Ellis Jr., Esq., Richmond
A.C. Epps, Richmond

Bobbie Jo Falk, Great Falls

Richard A. Gleissner, Falls Church
Mr. & Mrs. Holtz, Springfield
Christina Humway, Arlington
Stephen Marzen, McLean

Kate Duffy Mazan, Arlington

Dr. Barbara A. Perry, Charlottesville
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Robert K. Tompkins, Arlington
William James Weller, Arlington
Mary Theresa Wright, Fairfax

Washington
William R, Bishin, Seattle
West Virginia

Michael A. Albert Esq., Charleston
Timothy P. Armstead Esq., Charleston
Wade H. Ballard I1I, Peterstown
Johnnie E. Brown, Charleston

Nancy W. Brown, Clarksburg
Michael W. Carey Esq., Charleston
Christopher Warren Chapman, Milton
Kenneth Edward Chittum Esq., Bluefield
James F. Companion, Wheeling

Amy Davis Esq., Charleston

Pamela C. Deem Esq., Charleston
Tim DiPiero Esq., Charleston

Ralph C. Dusic Jr., Esq., Charleston
Kurt E. Entsminger Esq., Huntington
Michael C. Farber, Souton

William C. Field Esq., Charleston

M. Eric Frankovitch Esq., Weirton
Edward J. George, Charleston
William B. Gerwig III Esq., Charleston
Thomas L. Hawker, South Charleston
Thomas A. Heywood Esq., Charleston
Nancy C. Hill Esq., Charleston

R. Edison Hill Esq., Charleston

James F. Humphreys, Charleston
Rose Humway, Wheeling

David A. Jividen, Wheeling

James B. Lees Jr., Esq., Charleston
Chester Lovett Esq., Charleston

John R. Lukens Esq., Charleston
Jolyon W, McCamic Esq., Wheeling
Patrick C. McGinley, Morgantown
Christopher B. Power Esg., Charleston
Joseph M. Price Esq., Charleston
Betty A. Pullin, Charleston

Richard A. Robb, South Washington
Carl . Roncaglione Jr., Esq., Charleston
George M. Scott, Spencer

Phillip B. Scott Esq., Charleston
Gerard R. Stowers Esq., Charleston
Thomas R. Tinder, Charleston

Gerald M. Titus Jr., Esq., Parkersburg
David R. Tyson, Huntington

Wisconsin

John McConnell, Bayfield
Matthew J. Price, Milwaukee

Wyoming

Dale S. Collinson, Chappaqua



State Membership Dinner Held

Society President Leon Silverman (left) and National Membership Chair
Fulton Haight thanked Associate Justice Ruth Bader Gisnburg for hosting the
State Membership Chair Dinner.

Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg hosted the 1995 State Member-
ship Chairs Dinner on Thursday, April 13, 1995, This dinner is
held yearly to honor the hard work of the State Membership
Chairs on behalf of the Society. The evening commenced with
a reception in the West Conference Room that afforded the
Chairs an opportunity to meet each other and to view portraits
in the Society’s collection. Dinner followed in the East Confer-
ence Room.

Society President Leon Silverman made brief remarks after
dinner, thanking those in attendance for their commitment to the
membership program of the Society. He stressed the importance
of membership support in the continuing success of the Society
in funding educational programs, historical research, acquisi-
tions and preservation efforts. Mr. Silverman noted the unprec-
edented success of this year’s membership campaign—reaching
a record 5,209 members by the night of the dinner. He then
introduced Bill Haight, Chair of the National Membership
Committee.

Mr. Haight thanked Mr. Silverman for his gracious introduc-
tion. He then spoke briefly on the Society’s continued efforts to
preserve the Court’s history and the work to secure legislation
honoring Thurgood Marshall on a commemorative coin. Mr,
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behalf of the Society.

Philip Chadsey of Oregon (left) and Andrew Coats of Oklahoma (right) were two of the State Membership Chairs honored on April 13, 1995 for their efforts on

Haight also acknowledged the efforts of the State Chairs who
had achieved their membership goals by April 13, 1995 and
were unable to attend the dinner. They were: William J. Brennan
III, Mike Carey, Ed Hendricks, Cathy Piersol, Stuart Shanor,
John Stenger and Lawrence Tafe III.

Mr. Haight then introduced Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg. Justice
Ginsburg thanked Mr. Silverman and Mr. Haight for inviting her to
participate in the Society’s programs by hosting the State Chairs’
dinner. Noting the recent death of Society Chairman Erwin N.
Griswold, Justice Ginsburg commented that the Dean had been an
important and influential figure in the legal community as a whole,
particularly for those engaging in Supreme Court advocacy. The
Justice observed that Dean Griswold had been an important influ-
ence in her own life, saying that President Clinton had reviewed a
copy of remarks made by Dean Griswold on the occasion of the
fiftieth anniversary of the Supreme Court Building in which he had
praised the advocacy of several members of the Supreme Court Bar,
including Ruth Bader Ginsburg. Justice Ginsburg expressed her
opinion that Dean Griswold’s assessment of her work had been an
important factor in President Clinton’s decision to nominate her to
the Supreme Court. She then read a passage from a letter she had
written to the Dean shortly before his death.

November 7, 1994
My dear Dean

I have missed you in Court this Term. But | have been
thinking of you, remembering how well the country was
served when you were our Solicitor General, how proud
| was when you shook my hand after the January 1973
argument in Frontiero v. Richardson, and how unlikely it
is that | would have this good job absent your good
opinion of me.

With appreciation and affection,

Ruth

—continued on page twenty




Henry Billings

Editor’s Note: In 1913, Charles A. Kent, a member of the Detroit
Bar, published a biography of Henry Billings Brown, an Associate
Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States from 1891 to 1906.
Kent met Brown in the law offices of Walker & Russell, of Detroit,
Michigan in December 1859 where they both worked while they
were students. As Kent states, “'The friendship then begun continued
without interruption until his death. . . .” The volume contained
notes by Kent, the text of letters written by Brown to Kent, and an
autobiographical sketch of Brown written after his retivement. In his
memoir, Brown recounted his impressions of many of his associates
and colleagues in his earlier career and of his brethren on the
Supreme Court Bench. This biographical sketch of Brown is drawn
largely from Kent's volume and thus reflects much of Brown’s own
personality. It also contains Brown’s impressions of many of his
colleagues and associates in his own words.

“I'was born of a New England Puritan family in which there has
been no admixture of alien blood for two hundred and fifty years,”
Henry Billings Brown commented at the beginning of his autobiog-
raphy. Brown was born in South Lee, Massachusetts on March 2,
1836, the son of a prosperous merchant, Billings Brown and his
wife, Mary Tyler Brown. He was raised in a middle-class Protestant
background and spent all of his youth in New England. Brown
observed that one of his progenitors, Hopestill Tyler, moved to
Preston, Connecticut in 1704. “The reason assigned for his removal
was the trial of his wife and daughters for witchcraft. Although they
were acquitted, they became disgusted with the ecclesiastical rule in
Massachusetts, and joined a somewhat general movement to more
congenial surroundings in Connecticut.” Through Hopestill, Brown
was alsorelated to General John Tyler and Mrs. Theodore Roosevelt.

His parents endeavored to educate him at home in his early years
and he showed a great interest in books and reading from a tender
age. Brown’s memoir quotes an entry from his mother’s diary
written on the occasion of his fifth birthday: “He has made good
proficiency the past year for his advantages. He has not been to
school and has nothing to stimulate him but his inclinations. We find
it necessary to divert his mind from his books on account of his eyes
failing him. I have thoughtlessly indulged him in reading evenings the
winter past, but seldom as long as he wished, yet | now see my error and
lament it exceedingly.” Brown commented that “An inflammation of
the eyelids, thus produced, has pursued me through my life, resulting
in the complete loss of the sight of one eye, the partial loss of the other,
and a threat of total blindness constantly hovering over me.”

While still a young boy, Brown’s father admonished him to
become a lawyer. Brown noted that . . .“I felt that my fate was settled,
and had no more idea of questioning it than I should have had in
impeaching a decree of Divine Providence. . . . . It also had an
important effect in directing my studies.” When the family moved
to Stockbridge in 1845, Brown entered the Academy and began the
study of Latin, “which I have always thought and still think, should
be the foundation of the intellectual equipment of every educated
man. | soon discovered that my strength, as well as my inclination,
lay in the direction of languages rather than of mathematics.”

In 1849, the Browns moved to Ellington, Connecticut, a small,
quiet town where “No disturbance was ever heard in its streets and

Brown

NEW YORK
DUFFIELD & COMPANY

ig1§

the travelling circuses thought it beneath their notice.” As the town
afforded no appropriate school, Brown was enrolled in an academy
at Monson, Massachusetts. Henry completed his schooling there
and entered Yale College in 1852 at the age of sixteen. “Though not
badly prepared, I made a mistake in entering at sixteen—two years
younger than the average of the class. . . .I did not have the rooms
or companionship I aspired to, and for the first two years I felt that
I was not doing myself justice. At the end of my Sophomore year |
resolved upon a reform . . . . I had some prejudices to overcome, but
I finally succeeded in graduating, not with a high, but with a highly
respectable, standing.”

After graduation, Brown spent a year travelling in Europe. “The
result justified my expectations, and | have always regarded that
year as the most valuable of my life, from an educational point of
view.” Brown studied French and German during this year and was
a keen observer of social and political customs and changes.

In November 1857, “I returned home, this time in a steamship,
and at once betook myself to the Squire’s office in Ellington, and
plunged into that most fascinating of law books—Blackstone's
Commentaries.” The following autumn, Brown returned to New
Haven and entered the Law School “and remained until spring,
when [ wentto Cambridge fora course of six months at Harvard Law
School. This was really the pleasantest and most profitable experi-
ence of my student days.”

Brown did not complete the course of study at Harvard, but in the
Fall of 1858 went to Detroit and entered the office of Walker &
Russell, “to finish my studies and particularly to acquaint myself
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with the local practice.” In July 1860, Brown was admitted to the Bar
in Detroit. He spent the next few months trying to obtain a practice
in law and as work was scant in that period, he spent most of his time
“familiarising myself with the Michigan Reports . . ..” The follow-
ing spring he was appointed deputy U.S. Marshal for Detroit. Brown
confessed he took the job not because it would advance his profes-
sional goals, but because it would put him in touch with people with
good connections. The connections did pay off, and shortly there-
after he was appointed assistant U.S. Attorney. In this position
Brown “. . . not only attended to a large criminal business arising out
of the war, by examining witnesses before the committing magistrate,
but also prepared all the indictments, attended the sessions ofthe grand
jury, and tried them frequently in court. . . . This was really the
beginning of my professional activity, and by the expiration of the
District Attorney’s official term I had built up a practice, principally in
the admiralty branch, which justified my taking an office to myself.”

In his personal diaries, Brown revealed that he had himself
considered joining the military during the Civil War. He records:
“Twice I thought very seriously of participating in the terrible Civil
War which has raged the entire year, [1862] but circumstances
which I now regard as fortunate prevented my entering the service.”
Plagued with difficulties with his eyes and ill health, he determined
to stay out of the army. At the end of 1862 he observed that “[t]he
condition of the country could hardly be worse, and we are on the
verge of a general dissolution. Even politicians are almost silent. We
are holding our breath awaiting what may come. President weak,
cabinet divided and paralyzed. Generals in conflict, armies de-
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Ulysses S. Grant was President of the United States from 1869 until 1877. He
surprised Henry Billings Brown with an appointment to the Eastern District
Court of Michigan in 1872, which became a turning point in Brown’s life and
career,

feated, we all hope for some great change. Pray God it may resultin
our permanent good. All hope of extinguishing the rebellion must be
laid aside. The people have done more than nobly though.” Perhaps
ironically, Brown’s health improved during the last few years of the
war, so much so that he knew himself to be “a healthy man and not
exempt from draft” in 1864. Indeed, he notes in his diary that the last
of August 1864 he “bought a substitute for the war and paid him $850.”

On July 13, 1864, Brown married Caroline Pitts. Her father was
from a distinguished New England family and was a graduate of
Harvard College. Mr. Pitts had practiced law for awhile, but later
became a successful and wealthy lumber merchant, and the family
held a high social position in the community. Kent wrote of the
marriage: “Mrs. Brown was fine looking, well educated, intellec-
tual, and sympathetic with all of her husband’s ambitions. The
marriage was a very happy one. There were no children. She
suffered much from ill health.”

Brown continued in private practice until July 1868 when he
received an appointment to a temporary vacancy upon the bench of
the Wayne Circuit Court. “But my incumbency was of short dura-
tion,” Brown wrote. “As a presidential election was then impending,
and Wayne County was strongly Democratic, I was decisively
beaten in the November election. . .. Butshort as my experience was,
it gave me a taste for the judicial life which had much to do in fixing
my permanent career.”

A new opportunity presented itself when Brown was invited to
become a partner with John S. Newberry and Ashley Pond, taking
over most of Newberry’s admiralty practice. Detroit was a busy port
on the Great Lakes, and Brown’s expertise was in demand, This
venture was a successful and profitable one, although it exacted a
heavy toll on Brown’s health. In 1872 he made an unsuccessful
congressional bid, after which he returned to his practice. Although
his career was lucrative and he was well respected, he explained that
... I felt my health was giving way under the uncongenial strifes
of the Bar, and the constant fear lest by some mistake of my own the
interests of my clients might be sacrificed. . . .”” A surprise appointment
to become a District Judge for the Eastern District of Michigan was
offered by President Grant, and marked a turning point in Brown’s life.

Brown expressed that he was “glad to take refuge in the compara-
tive repose of the bench, although it involved the loss of two-thirds of
my professional income. . . . I felt quite content to exchange a position
where one’s main ambition is to win, for one where one’s sole ambition
is to do justice. The difference in the nervous strain involved gave me
anincalculablerelief.” The first two years in his new role were difficult,
but he gradually became more comfortable and stated that his “health
continued to improve over the next twenty-five years.”

The office of judge was one which suited Brown, and he enjoyed
the corollary aspects of the work as well.

Some of the pleasantest experiences of my district judge-
ship were connected with sessions of the circuit court held
in other States. . . . The first winter after my appointment |
was assignedto hold aterm of the circuit courtin Memphis,
where | remained two months. Although it was then less
than eleven years since the termination of the Civil War,
and the passions that it had aroused were by no means
extinct, my wife and | were received with a cordiality which

—continued on next page
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not only disarmed all criticism, but captivated us by its
apparentgenuineness. Though | was conscious of the fact
that the political sympathies of the people must have been
with the South, no intimation of that kind was ever made to
me. Indeed we found ourselves the favoured recipients of
the most refined hospitality. Dinners and receptions were
given with prodigality.

... Learning that Jefferson Davis and his wife were then
residents of Memphis, | expressed. .. awishto meethim.
.. .| found Mr. Davis a most courteous and agreeable
gentleman of the best Southern type, without a sugges-
tion of arrogance or hauteur. It was difficult for me to
realise that ten years before he had been a prisoner of
State, immured in one of the casemates of Fort Munroe
awaiting a trial for high treason as the recognised head
of a great rebellion. | then appreciated for the first time
that an honourable, conscientious man, removed as far
as possible from the criminal classes, may be guilty of
treason—a most flagitious crime when committed by an
officer of the army or navy in time of war, but in civil life
and in time of a general peace, often involving little more
than a radical difference of political opinion. . . .

Howell Jackson recommended that President Harrison appoint Henry Billings
Brown to the Supreme Court. Two years later Brown returned the favor, urging
President Harrison to appoint Jackson to the Court. Jackson and Brown sat
together on the Supreme Court for two years.
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Brown found the work not only meaningful and enjoyable, but
the workload lighter and the life-style more desirable. As he de-
scribed it: “The fifteen and a half years I passed as district judge,
though characterised by no event of special importance, were full of
pleasurable satisfaction and were not overburdened with work.
Indeed T found that I could easily dispose of the business in nine
months of the year, and that there was always an opportunity for a
summer’s outing. There are doubtless higher offices, but [ know of
none in the gift of the government which contributes so much to
making life worth the living as a district judgeship of the United
States. . . .” Charles Kent commented that Brown “was very prompt
in his decisions and was seldom reversed. He displayed a practical
acquaintance with details of navigation and methods of business.
His Court not only had the business which naturally belonged to
Detroit, but also absorbed considerable from other ports. Cases were
frequently brought from other places by consent in order to have the
trial before him.” On the negative side, Kent commented that
“[plerhaps his greatest fault was an ambition to understand a case
and express his opinion too early in the argument. But against this
he had no pride of opinion. He would listen to an argument against
his decisions with the greatest patience, and was ready to reverse
himself if convinced that he had erred.”

Near the end of his service as a district judge, Brown’s path
crossed that of another future Supreme Court Justice, Howell E.
Jackson of Tennessee. Jackson was serving as a circuit judge and
frequently presided over court in Detroit. Brown described Jackson
as “an ideal judge. . . . He had . . .an instinctive sense of justice, but
was always ready to listen to argument. While like most men of alert
minds and quick conceptions, he formed his impressions as soon as
the case was stated, he was always ready to be convinced, and his
patience was rarely exhausted. He was one of the very few judges I
have known whom I never heard criticised. Indeed his character was
so well rounded out that it is impossible to lay hold of any one
characteristic and say that he was specially distinguished for that
above all other men. If he were conspicuous for anything it was for
the completeness of his intellectual equipment.”

Jackson usually stayed at Brown’s home when he was on circuit
duty in Detroit. Brown observed that in the privacy of this setting,
“I found him the most delightful of guests. He had a fund of droll
anecdotes at his disposal, which he drew upon for our amusement
and told in his peculiar Southernaccent. I gathered from what he said
that he had political enemies in his own State, but he never spoke of
them with rancour or bitterness.

“One day as we were returning from court. . . he told me that he
had been informed that Mr. Justice Matthews was fatally ill, and that
in case of his death he proposed to go to Washington, see President
Harrison, a former colleague of his in the Senate, and persuade him
to appoint me to fill the vacancy. As my aspirations had never
mounted to the Supreme Bench, and [ had never dreamed of itasa
possibility, I was naturally surprised, especially in view of the fact
that the offer came from one who was my superior in rank and that
involved a promotion over his head. . . . He made his promise good,
went to Washington in my behalf, and ultimately obtained my
appointment, although my classmate, Mr. Justice Brewer, was
chosen to fill the first vacancy. My own appointment came a year
later upon the death of Mr. Justice Miller.” Brown commented that
neither he nor Brewer ever considered themselves as competitors
for the opening on the Supreme Court Bench and that they main-
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Henry Billings Brown served on the Supreme Court for fifteen years. After his
retirement in 1906 at age seventy, he lived for another seven years.

tained friendly relations throughout their tenure together in Wash-
ington. Brown’s nomination as Associate Justice on December 23,
1890, was confirmed on December 29 by a voice vote, and he
commenced work on January 5, 1891.

In a reciprocal gesture, Brown was able to return the favor to
Jackson. “ . . .[U]pon the occurrence of the next vacancy, by the
death of Mr. Justice Lamar, I was instrumental in inducing President
Harrison to appoint Mr. Justice Jackson in his place.”

Brown found life in Washington extremely interesting and
commented that “[i]f the duties of the new office were not so
congenial to my taste as those of district judge, it was a position of
far more dignity, was better paid and was infinitely more gratifying
to one’s ambition.” He observed that Washington attracted some of
the brightest and most able people in the country and that it was the
social, as well as the political center of the nation. He especially
enjoyed the diplomatic corps, “which contains representatives of
the most refined society of all the leading countries of the world.”

Beyond the wonders of the city, Brown enjoyed his brethren on
the Bench.

My colleagues upon the Supreme Bench were all men of
distinction and ability in their several specialities. Chief
Justice Fuller was specially happy in his executive duties
and his assignments of cases to us for the preparation of
opinions constantly had in mind our previous experiences
inparticular branches of the law, the circuits fromwhich the
cases arose, as well as any interest a justice may have
takeninanindividual case. Each member of the Court was
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given his share of constitutional cases. To Justices Field,
Harlan, Lamar and Brewer were usually consigned the
land cases, to Gray most of the commercial cases, to
Bradley, Blatchford and myself the patent and admiralty
cases, while those turning upon questions of practice were
by immemorial custom disposed of by the Chief Justice.
Mr. Justice Bradley was by common consent regarded as
the most learned and acute lawyer; Justice Field a man of
greatdetermination and indomitable courage, though lack-
ing the judicial temperament, as a master of forcible and
elegant English; while Justice Gray expressed himself
very clearly, usually in short opinions but occasionally in
very long ones, for the preparation of which he sent for
books from the most remote parts of the country. Though
his manners were somewhatbrusque, he was an excellent
judge, fair minded in his opinions and a kind hearted man.
Mr. Justice Harlan was a strong Federalist, with a leaning
toward the popular side of cases and a frequent dissenter
fromthe more conservative opinions of his brethren. | have
never known partisan considerations to enter into the
dispositions of cases. By common consent politics were
abjured when taking a seat upon the Supreme Bench. By
reason of his previous experience as Secretary of the
interior, Justice Lamar’s assignments were chiefly con-
fined to land cases. He had practised law but a few years,
and that early in life, and always lamented his lack of
special equipment for judicial labour. But he was a man of
brilliant talents and one of the most genial and delightful
companions | ever knew. Justice Brewer, who had been a
classmate of mine in Yale College, shared the conserva-
tive views of his uncle, Justice Field, regarding the rights of
property, but was by no means his inferior as a judge.

Justice William Rufus Day wrote Charles Kent a letter giving his
assessment of Brown as a Supreme Court Justice:

It is hard to comply with your request to portray Judge
Brown’s weaknesses as well as his strengths. In other
words, to paint him as Cromwell would have his portrait,
wrinkles and all. Judge Brown had very few wrinkles in
his character. As a man you were better acquainted with
him than |, and well knew his general characteristics. It
always seemed to me that Judge Brown had an admi-
rable judicial style, neither too dry, nor too florid, and
clearly expressing the thought he intended to convey.

In the inner work of the Court, Judge Brown was one of
the most agreeable of colleagues, and absolutely free
from all jealousy and bitterness. He always came to the
consultation room acquainted with the cases from care-
ful attention to the arguments and full consideration of the
records and briefs. He took a personal part in the dis-
cussions at the conference table at all times, earnest in
the statement of his views, but at the same time good
tempered and courteous in their expression. He was
particularly helpful in the Court in patent and admiralty
cases. . .. Until his eyes became very poor towards the

—continued on next page
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last of his service here, he did his full share in the work
of the Court and in the writing of opinions. . . .

Kent noted that “The Justice had a grim humour, and [ can recall an
instance of its exercise. A classmate of ours was always getting into
money difficultics and quarrelling on that subject with some member
of'the class, generally with the one from whom he had received loans
and expected more. Brown had several times contributed, and when he
received notice from one of our classmates of this man’s death and that
money was required to pay his hotel bill and funeral expenses, the
Justice wrote back: ‘To the object of which you speak I gladly
contribute, but before sending a check I wish to receive a burial
certificate to be sure that he is dead.” Kent also commented that Justice
Brown loved children and young people and “attracted them to him. He
was fond of the society of intelligent women.” He was also loyal and
extremely sociable. For years he had belonged to the Washington
Monument Association. Even though the monument had been com-
pleted many years previously, the Justice held a party every year to
celebrate its commissioners as a pretext for a party.

Brown served for fifteen years on the Supreme Court despite an
attack of neuritis that blinded him in one eye in late 1890, prior to
his joining the Court. Poor eyesight and the threat of blindness made
his life more difficult, but he persevered and carried his share of the
workload. Tragedy also accompanied his service on the Court when
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his wife, Caroline, died in 1901 while the Browns were travelling in
Italy. Brown married Josephine E. Tyler, the widow of his cousin,
on June 25, 1904, and she assisted him in his work, reading to him
when his own vision was inadequate, and occasionally assisting him
in drafting documents.

He retired in 1906 after serving for more than fifteen years. Ashe
explained: “On my seventieth birthday, and after a service of fifteen
years and a half . . .I tendered my resignation to President Roosevelt
totake effect at the end of the term. . . . L had always regarded the Act
of Congress permitting a retirement upon a full salary as a most
beneficent piece of legislation. . . .” He further indicated that he
thought itunfair to continue in his position with his limitations. After
tendering his resignation, he suggested William Howard Taft, then
Secretary of War, as his possible successor. Roosevelt responded
that Taft was presidential timber, and thus he opposed the idea.

Upon retirement, the Browns travelled abroad again, going to
Italy, Austria, Turkey, Greece, England and France in 1906. They
were received with “great courtesy by our own representatives
abroad, and accumulated a fund of information which has been a
never failing source of pleasure.” Following their sojourn abroad,
the Browns lived part of the year in their Washington home at 1720
Sixteenth Street which Justice Day described as “one of the most
attractive in Washington,” and part of the year in Bronxville, New
York. They made another trip to Europe in 1910, which marked
Brown’s last major trip. Brown died on September 14, 1913 at the
age of seventy-seven, survived by his second wife, Josephine.

Henry Billings Brown (seated, left) sat on the Bench with Chief Justice Melville Fuller for fifteen and a half years. His collegues included (standing from left) Oliver

Wendell Holmes Jr., Rufus Peckham, Joseph McKenna, William Day, (seated from left) John Marshall Harlan, Chief Justice Fuller, David J. Brewer, and Edward

White.
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Chief Justice Burger’s casket rested on the Lincoln bier while he lay in repose
in the Great Hall of the Supreme Court.

Appellate Judges’ Seminar at New York University and later co-
chaired an 8-year study for the ABA on standards for criminal
Jjustice. As Chief Justice, he reduced oral arguments in our own
Court from two hours to one hour per case, introduced modern
technology to the processing of opinions, changed our straight
Bench to its current wings, and helped found the Supreme Court
Historical Society. For the judicial system as a whole, he helped
create or sponsor, a series of institutions to foster more efficient
ways to do justice in the nation’s courts, including the Institute
for Court Management, the National Center for State Courts, the
state-federal judicial councils, the expansion of the Federal
Judicial Center, and the annual Brookings Seminars at which
leaders of the three branches met to discuss judicial reform.

1996-97 Judicial

The Judicial Fellows Commission invites applications for the
1996-97 Judicial Fellows Program. The Program, established in
1973 and patterned after the White House and Congressional
Fellowships, seeks outstanding individuals from a variety of disci-
plinary backgrounds who are interested in the administration of
justice and who show promise of making a contribution to the
judiciary.

Up to four Fellows will be chosen to spend a calendar year,
beginning in late August or early September 1996, in Washington,
D.C., at the Supreme Court of the United States, the Federal Judicial
Center, the Administrative Office of the United States Court, or the
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“Following his retirement from the Court in 1986, Chief Justice
Burger continued his commitment to public service and devoted a
large amount of his time Chairing the Commission on the Bicenten-
nial of the United States Constitution.

“The members of the Court will greatly miss Chief Justice
Burger’s energy and warmth, and I speak for them in expressing our
profound sympathy to his son Wade, his daughter Margaret Mary,
his grandchildren, and to all those whose lives were touched by this
remarkable man and his wife, Vera, who died last year. The recess
the Court takes today will be in his memory.”

The Supreme Court Historical Society will greatly miss the
leadership of Chief Justice Burger. He was the catalyst in the
founding of the Society in 1974, noting that the other branches of
government had historical societies organized on their behalf. Chief
Justice Burger served as honorary chairman of the Society from its
founding until his death.

Chief Justice Burger lay in state in the Great Hall of the Supreme
Court on June 28, 1995. He lay on the same bier used by President
Lincoln in 1865. Funeral services were held in the National Presby-
terian Church. Judge J. Michael Luttig of the United States Court of
Appeals for the Fourth Circuit, Justice Sandra Day O’Connor and
Chief Justice William H. Rehnquist spoke in tribute to Chief Justice
Burger. Chief Justice Burger was laid to rest in Arlington National
Cemetery on Thursday, June 29, 1995.

| : | A
Justice Breyer (left), retired Justice Byron R. White (center), and Justice
Thomas (right) enter the Supreme Court building after the casket,

Fellows Program

United States Sentencing Commission. Candidates must be familiar
with the federal judicial system, have at least one postgraduate
degree and two or more years of successful professional experience.
Fellowship stipends are based on salaries for comparable govern-
ment work and on individual salary histories, but will not exceed the
GS 15, step 3 level, presently $74,426.

Information about the Judicial Fellows Program and application
procedure is available upon request from Vanessa M. Yarnall,
Administrative Director, Judicial Fellows Program, Supreme Court
of the United States, Room 5, Washington, D.C. 20543. (202) 479-

3415. The application deadline is November 17, 1995.
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Natiolnal Heritage Lecture Set for September 18, 1995

The fourth annual National Heritage Lecture will take place on
Monday, September 18, 1995 in the Supreme Court Chamber. The
lecture is jointly sponsored by the Supreme Court Historical Soci-
ety, the White House Historical Association and the United States
Capitol Historical Society. Since each of the cosponsors serve as the
principle host for the series on a rotating basis, the 1995 lecture will
be the first time in several years that the National Heritage Lecture
will return to the Supreme Court Chamber. The lecture was last
delivered at the Court by Justice Anthony M. Kennedy, who spoke
on President Roosevelt’s 1937 Court-Packing Plan (or FDR’s Court
Enlargement Plan, as the Editor has been admonished to call it by
Society Trustee Hugo L. Black, Jr.). Justice Kennedy will introduce
this year’s speaker.

This year’s speaker will be the Right Honourable The Lord
Woolf, a Law Lord in Britain’s House of Lords. His address will be
entitled “The House of Lords and the Privy Council—British
Supreme Courts?”

Lord Woolf is the Baron of Barnes in the London Borough of
Richmond. He is one of ten Lords of Appeal in Ordinary who would
be the legal equivalent of the British Supreme Court to the extent that
the American and British legal systems are comparable—hence the

State Chairs (continued from pdge thirteen)

Justice Ginsburg added that the Dean had been a constant
supporter of the Society’s ventures and with his dedication in mind,
applauded the efforts of the State Chairs who had devoted countless
hours to furthering the Society’s development.

Awards were given to those individuals present who had
achieved their membership goals for the 1994-95 campaigns.
Those receiving awards were: Edward Brodsky, Philip Chadsey,
Andrew Coats, W. Michael Cody, James Falk, Samuel Hanson,
Richard Rosenbleeth, Richard Schneider, Dennis Shackleford,
and Jacob Zeldes.

The marble awards are made from polished marble that was part
of the Supreme Court Building at one time, and affixed with the Seal
of the Supreme Court.

title and focus of Lord Woolf's upcoming lecture. Lord Woolf
earned his LLB from University College, London and was called to
the Bar in the Inner Temple in 1954. He became a bencher, or
member of the governing council of the Inner Temple in 1976. From
1972-79 Lord Woolf served as a Recorder of the Crown Court. He
was First Treasury Junior Counsel (Common Law), 1974-1979. He
became a judge on the High Court of Justice, Queen’s Bench
Division in 1979, where he served until 1986. In 1986 he became a
Lord Justice of Appeal, and in 1992 he became a Lord of Appeal in
Ordinary.

Lord Woolf was appointed by the Lord Chancellor to conduct a
judicial inquiry into access to justice in England. The first volume
of his report containing recommendations for improvements to the
civil justice system of England has been recently published.

Members and friends of all three sponsoring organizations will
be invited to the National Heritage Lecture and invitations will be
mailed on or about August 1. As with other events in the Court,
seating is limited and members who wish to attend should return
their reservations promptly. A reception will follow the lecture
where members can meet the program participants.

W. Michael Cody of Tennessee received a marble award from Justice Ginsburg.
Mr. Cody had the distinction of being the first Chair to make his goal--before
the campaign had officially begun.
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