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SALUTATORY IN THE FIRST NUMBER. 

January, 1901. 

"In the publication of the Columbia Law Review we feel 
that we have undertaken a task which may prove to be beyond 
our powers. Yet we have been encouraged to proceed in the 
hope that if our efforts are successful, the magazine will be of 
service to the profession. And in this, our initial number, we 
wish to indicate the general purpose of our undertaking. The 
plan was conceived with the idea that there is a field for still 
another magazine devoted to the discussion of legal problems, 
and containing besides, a summary of current decisions and 
discriminating reviews of law books. The only undergraduate 
work will appear in the digests and criticisms of recent cases. 
For our other material we shall look entirely to members of 
the Bar, encouraged by the cordial aid already given. 

"For the generous support which we have received fropi 
the Bench, the University and the Bar we wish to express our 
gratitude and to it attribute any measure of success which may 
come to us. In particular, we wish to thank the editors, past 
and present, of the Hari·ard Law Review, not only for setting 
before us a standard to which we some day hope to attain, but 

also for their kindly suggestions.'' 

-Vol. I, C olum.bia Law Review, p. 50. 

[ 1 ] 



THE FOUNDING OF THE REVIEW. 

By John M. Woot.ey, 1901L, 
S.cHlary of tile Review. 1900·0 I 

The idea of founding the Columbia LO!W Review was first 
~uggei1te<l by the writer in the spring of the year 1900 and the 
first number was published in January, 1901. The Review, 
t.herefore, is the sume age as the present century. 

The writer had felt during his first two years at the Colum­
bia Law School that, in spite of the remarkable teachers on 
its faculty and the standing of the school in the public estima­
tion, there was a certain lack of organization and incentive in 
the student life. 

Quite naturally his attention was challenged by the interest 
and enthusiasm felt by friends who were at Harvard and hap­
pened to be connected with the Harvard Law Review. He was, 
however, very loath to stand sponsor for the project of a Colum­
bia Law Review unless something happened which would make 
it seem not inappropriate that he should take the matter up with 
the Faculty. He feared a quo u1arranto by his classmates. 

The excuse needed came in the spring of 1900, when the 
elections to The Moot, a scholarship society which had not oc­
cupied a plooe of great prominence in the student life, were 
given out, and five members of the Class of 1901 were added to 
it. The men selected were Joseph E. Corrigan, Beverley R. 
Robinson, Herman F. Robinson, Forsyth Wickes, and the 
writer. 

The election to this scholarship society, whether deserved 
or not, seemed to afford an opportunity of taking up seriously 
the question of founding a Law Review at Columbia. 

After talking the matter over with Corrigan, he and the 
writer went to see Dean Keener about it. Dean Keener received . 
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~ ~ ~-nellt ~~•t9Qh~,- .. •·•U .!ll~•·l ~ h;ll' t~d' ~uhlQa a .. ~ lt!Uow &a 

liLG'0 ·"~~ tl(\I. at).,-- ftl&G•h'10a~t until~~~ ,, ('"HilM ·~ an~-Ull"o~~ O.D.f ll 

~~lllltl'M~ bf rUtHlUJJ~· 9110·fol1't• i Ow alr~t '8\Uhhc'aViorn ~-~"""" 10 " 
~ • It "'~·ul. •G' l!-~ir-

i? ~\'llla~! 8JhQi n1l flh~~ulcft foHow <i'!ir.M~Dy u~Q~ Hn~~ ot th~ Uav. 
~ ~ R""'C.,'w-. r\\nQD OaaQ. if pt'A~nM~. lllV.h t•oui(lln\·or ~houM h~ 
~~to ftl~Ba tht" hi~h ~unntBan! a9r(\ady Inn~ maintain(b(l by th~ 
!JJle.l.f?'J~ l .?!!J-.r Rea~~. 

Thfl ~U~r W!Qs ~ha•n h~kt~n up with thf\ othP. m~mber of 
~ _(oot. ~nd Hu~y ud(h•d to tlwir nnn1h(\r th· adrlitionnl mem-

of b la.., of 1901 = J,Jouis amt er L evy, George G. ·ch rei-
~r, • 0014dma 1 Tyl~r, Burton W. \iVilson and Harold "\Vnlker-. 

T hus · ·a .. ~on~t itnt (>d nn nsso<>in tion of t en men which was 
ub equentl. organized into a L aw Review Board by th e election 

of oerigan a Editor in Chief, Woolsey as Secretary, Tyler as 
T r.ea ureir and Levy as Business 1Ianager. Walker was selected 
a Editor in charge of the department of r ecent decisions. 

The organization of the C olitmbia .Law Review was made 
omewhat different to that of the Harvard, Law R eview, as we . 

then understood it. 
The reason was tl1at a great deal of 'vork had to be done 

in order to secure contributions of articles. Hence there was a 
Secretary elected to deal with this aspect of the new R eview. 

~: . The plan ' ¥"as, as i t is now, that the only part of the R eview 

~t ,:, be written by the students of .t~e Law School should be. the 
· 1&es of cases and the recent dec1s1ons. Dean Keener required 

:: ~ i the leading articles and the book reviews should be writt en 
· ·~persons outside of the undergraduate body. I-Ie also stated 

.~bal the R eview could not commence publication until twenty­. ~ -fl~. r articles, thr ee for each issue of the first volume, ·were on 
~ '1 · ', nd, or enough reasonably assured. 

.. · · The establishment of the R eview, therefore, ·was difficult 
because the editors -w·ere not in a position to pay any contribu­
tors for articles, and, consequently, had to get promises from 
oontributors to write articles without compensation for a non-

existent periodical. 
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The difficulty of this situation was extreme and it was sub­
sequently complicated by the fact that some articles were 
received which the Editors felt they could not use. Conse­
quently, the first Law R eview Board was in the unique position 
of being both a beggar and chooser! 

The difficult task of rejecting articles w·hich were sent in 
reply to requests was successfully surmounted in at least one 
instance by writing to the contributor that we felt his work 
was "worthy of a larger public than we could give it," a form 
of .editorial refusal ·which was tactful and did not make the 

writer an enemy. 
Every effort was made to publish a magazine which would 

be well done in form as ·well as substance a.u<l paius Wl're not 

spa.red in any detail. Even the matter of a seal for the Ueview 
was the subject of great consideration. 

The seal finally chosen, whi .. ·h npp«.),ar!'\ on the (.•over ot' each 

issue and on the title page of the boutHl volume~, was copif!<l 

in design from the seal of a rnedia•vul law Rchool. \Ve were in-

debted for the seal to the good offic-e~ of onl.' of tlw prof t~ssors 

of the Latin Department. The letterin~ "'as <lc,ne hy him nn<l 
is, I believe, classically correct. 

The aim of the Ret'ie"· was. if po~:.;ibl(!, to haVf! artides of 
practical as well as scientifie Yalue and ba ve book n.!view8 which 
were independent and thorough. The original editors had to 

• 

.... 

depend on outsiders entirely for reviewing, becau8e at that t 
time there did not exist that now fast growing class of ex-
editors of the Law Review, always glad to exchange a short 
article for a new book! 

Perhaps the first volume of the Review while fairl~ satis-' ., 
factory, did not measure up to the standard of its successors. 
Thia waa due to lack of tradition and to inexperience. 

On the other hand, the original Board of Editors did not 
have aome of the difticulties which beset later Boards. In writ­

.. . ins notes or in reviewing recent cases we did not have to look 
·.~ek through earlier numbers of the Review to see what expres­
. Oil of opinion the Review had given on similar questions-, . 
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1 h. ' · oJ t ·11 r fl -(•1 • I t 
• • 4 lU\\ llll\U\ f1llr 

o r \' J rgu1 tr edom ! . I.: l\ 

l t i:. p lt·a ... ant l P n ·ali1.1• th·11 ii • 1· I . 
}~ · • ' ' lllllh nttun l' 1 

l n ~ u· w r t' appar ·utlv " ·II l·. I ... ,, l 1 l .1<& , 
. . . ' l .i u ' il ttd to ..., ,.,. I ii I tl 

has improveJ from \·e ·1r to '".. . l u "' s lndnr.1 
. • ~ • .tt u1 tt l but tltp /( , t w11 ltu 

COme, J belieYe, to be o·ener ·ilJy l'C . · J "' UlJ 

h . o '- cogn1ze a , on \ t1f th1· tw<, or 
t r ee nnportant legal m a o-azines in the . . t l . 
b k . o n1 c . tatc ". That i 

as ept ~ace_ \nth ch a ng ing cu1H.litio11 . i . witn ·.-.· ·d by tlu· l '11r 
r ent L egislation Department which liel . . .t 
. . ps in i s ~mall wa · t 
illunune a statute-ridden world. ' ) 0 

I notice ~rom reading my r eport as secr etary, submitted at 
the last meetmg of the :first Editorial Board, in the spring of 

~901, that up to then we had received nineteen articles, had pub­
lished fifteen and returned three; that seven articles were due 
during the spring of that year and that there were twelve arti­
cles promised for the following year. Thus the requirements 

· d down by Dean I(eener for sufficient assurances to give 
ee articles for each of the -eight numbers of the R eview bad 
n achieved. 

It is interesting to note that each of the members of the 
w Faculty promised an article during each of the first three 

ears of the Review but that most of them failed to fulfill their 
undertakings, even in part. Doubtless they felt relieved of their 
obligations when they found that enough outside articles ·were 
obtainable to keep the project going! 

There were many points to be covered by the organizers 
of a Review of this kind, and I remember that a great deal of 
pains was taken in drawing up the by-la,vs under which the 
editors were to operate because it was thought desirable that 
the kind of type used and the methods of citing cases should 

. . d d. d th t the appearance of from the beg1nn1ng be stan ar ize so a 
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the Review should nhvnys b~ the snmc. The first Board lea 
with pride that practic.ally all its rules are still in force. ms 

H, u I believe to be the case, the Law Review is generall 
regarded as a real contribution to periodical American le :i 
literature, it has justified its t\venty-five years' career and ~he 
purpose of the founders hns been achieved. It rests with th 
graduates of tbe school to make its future success possible. e 

The La"· School needs the La·w R evie·w in order to ex.press 
itself. Without the Review the La'v School would necessarily 
be somewhat inarticulate. 

For a great La\v School to be 'vithout a law periodical is 
really crippling the School, because when there is not such a 
periodical there is no forum in which the Faculty and graduates 
of the Law School feel that they have an opportunity of dis­

cussing questions which may interest them; and the students 
haY"e not the incentive of scholarship competition which leads 
to election to the R eview, or the excellent training for brief 
writing which is afforded by writing Editorial Comment and 
notes of recent cases. 

It is gratifying for the supporters of the Revieiv to obserre 
that in the last decade, the Courts, both State and Federal, 
have begun to refer more and more frequently to the Reuie·ll' 

and other similar periodicals as sources of authority, and that 

this reference is not only to contributed articles but, perhaps. 
more frequently to the Editorial Comment. As the Bench does, 
ao does a wise Bar with the natural result that the influence of a 
review like this spreads into places undreamed of at its incep­
tion. 

The first year was a year ~ull of anxieties and perplexities. 
The Beview was living from hand to mouth both in regard to its 
h1nee1 and its contributions. Our troubles were many. 

, · .• · / . ·j l But, although the first Board of Editors may haYe had 

UM hard problems to overcome, Virgil \Vas right "~hen he snid: 

· :~: ' '' '°'ian el haec olim mem4nisse .iuvabit. '' 
. #'~ ·. . • . . :~t _. ;: ·. · I 203. 

-~ ... , ... , ,: -Aeneid , 
.~ .. t·~ J .. Ji i • J\l 
Ii • ·: • .., .,,.t; : . . ' '· . 

"~·, • \'L: ~. ~ .. ' 
.·, ·~ . .,i.J ! ;.{),..,. [ 6 ] , ... ·~,\ .... ~~ ... 
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·~~~;·.u ··~· ." 
·'1;r.-1i':. ·· ·. ' 
~~if- ' . . 

. ';' · .. • .. ,, 
.. o• "O' '• H,o 'f 

t ~ ..,,, .. ... ... _,. ' • 

. CJ x,-.:..:~;;; ... (., t.:;rl· ... . 
'._'!.·.:·.-:, •·. . 

. .... _.~~'":.:::.~~ii'':·:-~ '· 
. ~ f',._• I\.. . 
)•"!. .. . : . 

, .~·::·:.~·~ .. :·:-' ~tr~: . 
' ~ '4. '· 

-:.~'·if :-::~ ~- ~~-- -. 

-~~:.:": . . ~ ~ 
. ,·~) . : ~ . . OF llt 

~ '.',. c....... Rtva: : ~:;,· . a.... 
~~,..~ .., 
~ ... ~ -:.. C" _._ 
:-; :• . .. •tott ... 

~ ·.. '•· ·'"~.:- l ..__ ...... , .•. 
~" · --- ll • • . i_. :...~.»-.J . o. &llloh.. b 

• .;;~?!» ~, bot I -e t 0 aact 1n·,.. • 
~h: · •--t ~ truh· -ett iat •t lh.t t 

. ,-~.;.--~- aq Year at th · an 01,1 "uh- .1 o'•bd11~1r ~-• , ... _ ... ~,. e La '""·ra ... r r ut .. ~,:~;.·;· , 8QL-- • • \\" &-b I • or• lat·i11 ~ 
·:t<~ . ·. utJCr1pt1on Th oo ' I wu,. • """'' au •1 ];(. . f . Us I . 1•ruuaaat1 . r 
(._· . rGlll cover to c rect'l\'t'd tht• •1r t ' arwd u1) for • 
· · over 1 " nun t ·. . I h , not on~.·11· l H•r ...... r I 

T> ave • t U.J •ng nu • • .,.. at 
. • JUs as ca ref ull '(•rt lKenu•rat" 

Possibly I read th Y read the Ile.· . . 
did b e advertisements 'tcu ~Vt.·r "iau~<-, hut 
al..: ec~use my interest in the Welf more critic·nlly th1111 I •mre 

ays in the hope that the d a~e of the licriew keeps me 
space and th a vertiseme t . . 

us add to th n s will inc.-rease in A e revenue. 
. span of twenty-five year . . 

and the advertisements sh •t s is .certain to bestride changeR 
'' Th ow 1 . In 1 ts ear 1 ,. d ' e Campus '' a tav h . Y ays, as I recollect ' ern oused . h . ' 
University's bounds d in a s anty Just north of the 

' an noted for it a· t d · 
modest card in the ad f . s ir an its ale, had its 
lawfull b ver is1ng columns; and I \vish it could 

f t ! e th~re today, because I hold with Chesterton that 
ca e er1as, while useful things, do not stimulate cheerful 
thoughts. At the old Review smokers and dinners we cultivated 

la~ learning on a little real beer, if I may pervert what the early 
editors of the Edinburgh Review said of their efforts; and I 

claim the right to wonder whether the Boards of recent years 

will ever look back on their cider affairs in quite the same mood 
of recollection. After all, the part that dietetics can play in the 

_. progress of civilization has yet to be estimated. Therefore just 

f, .-... as Carlyle remarked after reading Froude's rhapsodic intro-
~:) ... ~fjaotion to his History of England, that Frederick the Great was 

'<;:JIJdsed on beer-sops and Napoleon subsisted mainly on so~p, 
~,.~. \-· . .~ . ore meat-eating possibly might not have been the chief 
:\t ·~ .,'iff_. ;-'. ' . 

~~t::;;;~::·:l:'.'4'~·~: ~:-·:1· 
~ .. ~~'fit! ... ),> '~--- . :.. ~ 
:1,,'.:>~-: ~-~·.{. ··. ·: . 

~;§:~:~~~~- : ~ ~--
.... "r. .~$; •,:1.:Ji. \ .;, ... ._. 

[ 7 1 

"',: . ': :· 

~i ··~~· 



' ' 

~ in En•lanc:l911 lfn.'Aht~••. I r~fer anv wh . o may t-\ . 
snieter day• (or our Rar n" the r~Mnlt of ~Ir \" < l t l "'rn 
I• -I . . . • " ea• hav&n 
av~ to the d.-.-eert h"h118 of Lore.I t-:ldon and the cu ~ 

llarahaU '• time. Bt•1rn" 1
1f 

lly apology for npproac-hing the r~ord of the llf>t·· . . 

th. f h " · h h · •eac U\ 
18 as aon as t at t <' p~r!'tonnl ~iclc.· of it8 histop·- - tl 

• • • J le ~tu<lent 
ude--1s part of a certn1n hnlnnce which ii:s characterisf 
th. . . . I ic of 

is 1nshtuho11. A though to ~ervc the purpo8es to which . 
was dedicated personalities have always been exclucle<l fr . it 

'>m its 
pages (announcem~nts as to changes in Law School personnel 
and, of late, brief records of contributors, being the extent of 
the departures from this rule), it must be remembered that the 
Re·view is first and last a product of the Law School. It started 
with a student board of editors, and it always must have a board 
drawn from its student body. 

That is why the Great War stopped its publication. The 

Faculty could have taken over the task of editing the Re'l:iett.: 
until the students returned from national service, but if that 
had happened there would no longer have been a Review. It 
was better, therefore, to preserve, even at the cost of stopping 
publication, the balance betw·een the contribution of the expe­
rienced observer and the editorial notes of the student. 

To that end the articles have alwavs been contributed b' . . 
members of the profession. In selection they embrace the 
range which goes from the active practitioner to the teacher in 
law; and (with but one exception, which personally I regret for 
the sake of principle) no editor has ever bad a hand in this 
regard. But the editorial work is done exclusiyely by the Board; 
it is aided at times by suggestions from the Faculty or elder 
brethren of the Bar, but always, in last analysis, the finished 

product is the output of the Board. 
Thus in the nature of things the editorial board has acquired 

a character of its own and has become an institution of the Law 
School. The records of its meetings and the reports of its exer­

utlve1 have all been kept, and they furnish interesting reading 

In them1elve1. But, more than that, the Board has gathered 
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un~o itself, as all . 
. . such inst"t f 1nev1tably do its 1 u tons in 1-'n 1. 1 ' owu treu · " g 18 l - 8p~uki1 , Always th sury of trau·r ·~ <.·ouutri,·s 

. e Work has 1 t ion. 
acting, because the , ,eeu hurd and the . . . 
point of .d standard i::;et ut lct1u1rem<.·1ah; l•x-
maintain~;1 e tto muintui11. A llu ouu:;. ear~y tint c it huM het~n u 

R . ' no only in tho l'e1·1· c w tole it hnH h~t·n well 
eview but i th 1" or1nunco ..- . 

• ' u e equally im . o, gettuag out the 
the successors of the me 1 poi taut u11<lortaki11g of cl . 

I . m H.~ l'~ who lOOSlU~ 
n spite of work l anuually gradu·tte 

h . ' iowover ther , . 
t ings. Many friendshir)s lt·' v' b e has been place for other 
th · c. .. e een f e years succeeding. nud th b . h orme<l to last through 
bee h 11 • ' e rig ter thin f 1·f n w o Y d1sre<)'arded •t b . gs 0 i e have never 

f ~ ' l o1ng r cco<rniz d U 
ous o conferences occusionnll h ,e tat the rnost Heri -

A d y can he h elped t l 
n so, taking it by and lnro-e . ou >y good humor. 

seems to the present obse1· ' . t lo ' tlns self-perpetuating body 
Ve1 0 lUVe w 11 f lfill 

of its being. Througl •t .. e u ed the purposeH 
i i s i ankH many m \ 1 distinction, most of them at th B . en ia.ve PUHHed to find 

• • < e a1, but some in fi 1 in teaching, and s till others . hl. . nance, ot ierH 
. in pu ic life Nam . t h mentioned but th . · ' es canno e 

' e men a re there Just the same despite the 
fact that the oldest of them have uot yet passed mid~l e life. Nor 
are they all to be found in New York. for the L S h l . 

• ' aw c oo is 
essentially not local in its meth od or ·t. l t· 1 s popu a ion, and there-
fore the .Law llerit·u· Boanl is r epresentecl l)y ·t ,1·t · 

• I 8 ex-eu1 or~ 111 

the South and in the West as 'vell as in the larger cities of the 
East. 

The RePiew itself is just as catholic in character. Dedi­

cated as it "·as to ~tndy the origins and mirror the development 
of the la"·, its ideal has been to confine itself to no one feature 
of that complex. 

.. The constant reader can appreciate this, I believe, without 
!~ going behind th~scenes, but the records left behind by the sue-

=·,:: 

~-(: cession of depnrte<l g-roups of editors put the idea in even better 
~i). relief. Through n11 the reports of meetings of the board, and 
~~\.-. the exhortations of departing executives, runs the thread of an 

~;2~:·;: anxiety never to let the magazine get parochial and a,lways to 

t~~~::_" · ·.,b ita appeal as broad as could be. 
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And so we find eontribut<'c.I nrti<'les tou<'hiug ht ... re n 
lem of t · · Prob. cons ituhonnl luw nm.I tht'rt' n poiut of intt'ru r 
right b t 1· .J • • • · n tonn\ 

' u r e le\·e<1 by disc.·usstt>Hs ot that hurnt•lv hut 1 . l th. . O\ t\ .1,. 
1ng, the common ln\\~-the co111uton law iu ttu· sharp li1od t . 

cont · I · 1 s o t rovers1n pu1nt s , the <.'OllllllOJl }a\\' i 11 the :;of h~r lo Hes f · 
h. · 0 l\ s 

1story. l\Inny of thes~ artieh.'s, of t·our::H.' an· of tr•li .·l 
• ' • ii-;1 urv 
interest, and passing years l>ear away their uppeul (who 110~, 
would read, with flushed interest of the 1 nsular Cases T) l t . 

. • Hl l ll 
great part the .articles are of permanent value. A few in,l l 

, .. 1ee( , 
almost belong to literature; and of 8uch I particularly recall 
Sir Frederick Pollock's ''Genius of the Common Law '' ,,,l · 1 ' ll(' l 
the then Secretary of the Board officially styled (in the Board's 
private records) the love story of the common law. If, reader, 
you have not a complete set of the Review, get Sir Frederick's 
''Genius' '-for it has been published in book form-and you 
will appreciate what the Secretary ~eant. But there are manv 
other articles, by American writers as well as by Englishme~ 
like Pollock and Holdsworth, and Canadians like Ewart, of 
equal merit and of as lasting quality. Of these writers of our 
own country I will not speak; the faithful reader of the Review 
knows them, and the new subscriber not only will meet those of 
the older group who are still with us, but he will become ac­
quainted as well with younger writers who are taking the place 
of the departed. 

Following the contributed articles and ahead of the book 
reviews in each issue, the reader 'V:ill find the editorial notes on 
·recent decisions. And here again I find in the r ecords of the 

board the same evidence of an ambition that is in gr eat measure 

achieved in the actual outcome. The desire has been to select 

cases of the greatest value by reason of the points presented or 
suggested, points illustrating growth here, and development 

·there, in the law which governs us. 

How far that intention has been realized can safely be left 

to a practical test. The lawyer or the student engaged in re­

search will find that no better start on a fundamental question 

oan be made than by going to the back volumes of the Review. 

[ 10 ] 

: ... 
i 

' 

• 



J clo ... ••• lo MJ ,.._, t~ a.~ 
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B •• ~ "'-·~ • ....... .,....... .. • oo.,, ... ""'•• .. u • boiiiil11.o• ~ •• , .. 

b . . . " • '~ ,., , ... '°"' ut al Nmau1. '""CJ 0 .. , ,. I · • ~'••>Li' .., ..... ..:·• 
J i . •h) c~ \ *"' wr ~ 

bl•oelll. an l hUlu UlAth.' " - ~ t .. - .... 1 ~.,, ......... ~" 
• U\'I II~ f u.,., r .-....._,, 

or •D obiter reauh. • •• '''O"' \ ~~ 
Of recent )"Our~ Ullvth~r \·d · t • 

. h J U •ruai ''''l"41rt aadtl\KI an t o ii u1po ot' Uv l l!d uu ·u . . DWu& ha• ~ ... 
rt\.'lll l•·K,.,h \ 

a J>roccss of selection has Loun u ·co . . ' •:•u. I l, · r·~ -w•u& 
J t l. iUUar) • t 0 r • r I . ' l 010ro care ins o uo obst.n'\'(~d i 11 tl . l • .>t..)""' • ''• ,., t·u 

. f l . . llti t "IHHhJu·ut \ \ sclechon o < cc1s1ons for i·eviow Aft 
11 

1"h lh th 
k t d . d k' . or at , court-. hnv•· c \ . \vor o o, nn ' speu ·1ng gcuerull th . . •·r &Ill\ 

• Y, oy du it wiU r vagaries as may be; but American legi 1 t ' .,.,. t·-. 
f s u ures have t( \'u\ to do, and most o them meet too often f • tl· H.> ' e 

Ith C 
01 lC good of th.,tr commonwea s. onsequently the observ . f· 

d . et 0 current legiala-tion must learn to iscard a large mass of ,v t ·r h . 
. . as e l e is to select 

anything worth while. But the work J·ustifies •t lf f 
. . . l se , or current 

legislation is a field of interest practical as well th . 
as eoretieal. 

In this new departure the work of the Review shows steady in-
crease in value. 

I am quite aware that what I have written hardly does more 
than suggest the topic assigned me, and that interesting features 
of the growth of the Columbia Laiv Review have not been put 
forward with the treatment 'vhich their interest and importance 
deserve. But after all 'vhen you are fond of a person, an insti­
tution or a place, you can speak only in terms of impression. 

And, as I have set forth above, the Review, in its present as~ 

its history, gives me al,vays the feeling that it well maintains 

the valuable balance between the things of present interest and 
those of permanent interest, just as, in the minor key, the recol­

Jeotions of an ex-editor vary between work and the lighter side 

of intercourse. 
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CHRONOLOGICAL LIST OF EDITORS 
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Secretary; C. Boar<lmnn rl'yler, rl'reasurer. L. • ·' 
, Ulll8 H 

Levy, Business ~lnuuger; Beverley R. Robinson •
11 

~ · 
man F. Robinson, :F'orsyth Wickes, Burton W w' .

1 
er-

• l 8011 
George C. Schreiber, Harold Walker. ' 

1902-Russell C. Leffingwell, Editor-in-Chief; Bridgham 1 1 t· 
v Ur i s 

Secretary; Emery H. Sykes, Treasurer; •Henry R c ' 
· on­

ger, Business Manager; Philip W. Russell, Carl R. 
Ganter, William E. Baird, •John W. Parks, *Walter P. 
Frank, Edward W. Hamilton. 

1903-H. Starr Giddings, Editor-in-Chief ; Luke Lea, Secretary; 
Pliny W . Williamso~, Business Manager; Samuel D. 

Royse, Treasurer; William B. B ell, Robert McC. Marsh 
' Arthur C. Patterson, Royall C. Victor, Garrard Glenn 
' Julian C. Harrison, *James H. Merwin, Charles J. Ogden. 

1904--Goldthwaite H. Dorr, Editor-in-Chief; H. Alexander 
Smith, Secretary; Edward B. Bruce, Business Manager; 
J. Day Lee, Treasurer; Edwin P. Grosvenor, Christo­
pher M. Bradley, Allan G. Rearick, •Edward E. Stowell, 
Mead V. Z. Belden, Henry S. Dottenheim, Frederick S. 
Kellogg, Lorin J. Roach, J. Boyce Smith, Jr. 

1905-Niel A. Wathers, Editor-in-Chief; Allan B. A. Bradley, 
·Secretary; Gardner Abbott, Business Manager; Howard 
W. Pierce,. Treasurer; David M. Proctor, Earle L. Beatty, 

Ralph J. Schwarz, Kahl C. Bates, Daniel A. Millett, Wil­
bur M. Cummings, Arthur G. Hays, Charles D. ~Iiller, 

:-·:.·:!·· . .-:·,·,:. Frank H. Sincerbeaux. 

~}\·:l.·Y':: : •. · .... 
~;; ';h::.i.•~:. ·J); .... ' Dec:eaaecl. 

~~~.l'<:i1t~1~;'.l: .:. ' 
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1908--Frederick J. p 0 ,vel1 Ed. . 
' eorge A Ellis B . Frank H. Vedder T . ' us1ncss ~\ana~er. 

' reasurer· EH' \V ' 
Treasurer; Charles S Build ' is . LeavenworU\, 
N Abb Al . ey, Robert LeRov r~dward 

· ey, exander B Siegel • J · ' F M l R l . ' aroes J. Rogan H.an-y ~ ea, a ph J?· Rogers, William F. Peter, Jr.,'Cbar\es 

unyon, Frederick P. Whitaker. 

1909-Charles M. Travis, Editor-in-Chief. Dudlev F s ·1eh S t ' . . er, 
ecre ary ; Arthur W. Rinke, Business Manager and 

Treasurer; Edward C. Bailly, Treasurer; Edward o. 
Stanley, Jr., Business Manager; Henry E. Colton, Flo-yd 
E. Ellis, N orroan S. Goetz, Robert W. Skinner, Jr., Sin-

1910-Louis G. Bissell, Editor-in-Chief; -Wilbur 11. Cherry, Sec­
retary; Lee 11. Berliner, Business }.tanager; Ira Skutch, 

i Treasurer; Edward 11. 11art, Gilbert J. 11irsch, John S . 

clair Hamilton, -W. P. Sturtevant, Kenneth 1.L S-pence, 
•Eric J. -Williams, Fayette B. Dow, 11arold J. Roig, 

I. Maurice Worroser. 

f,\,; , .. Robinson, Edward -W. -Walker, John -W. Crandall, George 

j~;:·;:·)~ i Vl. Jaques, Jr., .Trafton M. Dye, Albert P. Newell, George 
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1911--J. Kenneth Byard, Editor-in-Chief; Alexander Holtzoff . , 
Secretary; Francis Dean, Business Manager; George E. 
Hite II., Treasurer; Osmond K. Fraenkel, Business Man­
ager; Karl W. Kirchwey, Godfrey Konta, Philip R. Mal­
lory, Siegfried F. Hartman, Eugene E. Kelly, Abraham 
Freedman, Robert H. Rice, Stephen ~1. Bell, William S. 
Weiss, Asa B. Kellogg, John S. Sickels. 

1912-Paul S. Andre,¥s, Editor-in-Chief ; Harold R. Medina, 
Secretary ; Charles J . Nourse, Business Manager ; Mason 
H. Bigelow, Treasurer ; John M. Lowrie, Business Man­
ager; George A. Gordon, J erome Michael, John V. Hew­
itt, Winthrop H. K ellogg, Edward N. Perkins, Edward 
T. Bishop, Frank L. Cunningham, Young B. Smith, Rob­
ert S. McKellar, F. E. Norris. 

1913- Clinton J. Ruch, Editor-in-Chief; Gardner P. Lloyd, Edi­
tor-in-Chief; Reuben B. Crispell, Secretary; Sherwood 
E. Hall, Business ~Ianager; Franklin P . Ferguson, 
Treasurer; Huger W. J erYey, Raymond B. Seymour, 
Norman N. Behr, Francis H. ~lcAdoo, Harry T. Daven­
port, H. Bartow Farr, Elkan Turk, Bertram F . Shipman, 
Albert DeSilver, Richard F. Weeks. 

1914--Robert B. Troutman, Editor-in-Chief; Andrew P . Martin, 
Secretary; Samuel L. Jackson, Business ~Ianager; Theo­
dore . S. Kenyon, Treasurer; •L. LeG. Battey, ~Iorse S. 
Hirsch, Arthur B. Brenner, James A. Fee, Jr., Lemuel 
Skidmore, Jr., Henry H. Nordlinger, Rufus J. Trimble, 
Richard W. Young, Jr., Clinton D. Winant, Stephen K . 
Rapp, Tracy S. Voorhees. 

1915-Louis Connick, Editor-in-Chief; Walter G. Wiechmann, 

Secretary; Vivian C. Ross, Business llanager; Gullie B. 
Goldin, Arnold J. R. Brock, F. Linton ~Iartin, Richard B. 

Scandrett, Jr., Eugene Untermeyer, Carl E. Erpf, Ar­

nold W. Knauth, Thomas A. Larremore, Cyril J. Curran, 
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' · ·· ............ Man 
. ' .\ . nhn ~r . . Seth V. Elting, Denton lJ 0 01 . ' • 11tt~ r \\ . I'uu1. 

· .u. HllHon II 1 · 
W. Strahan, Edward I. Devlin J ' arry toclwira, John 

' • r ., Ira I I tt \ R. Shepherd, Ferdinand Ebe t d •· .e t1, • lleri 
D rs a t, Durand II ,. oren. · an 

1918--Louis S. Weiss, Editor-in-Chief. G G 
. . . ' eorge , . Ernst, 8ee-retary and Ed1tor-m-Chief; Douglas 'l .-r Bl k , . . 

• • .!.vi.. ac , Ed1tor-1n. 
Chief; Francis Goertner, Editor-in-Chief. J h W , 

. ' o n . Cas-tles, Jr., Busmess Manager ; Louis S. Middlebrook, Mur-
ray C. Burnays, David E. Grant, Samuel I. Rosenman 
James G . .Affieck, Jr., Milton P. Kupfer, Howard v'. 
Miller, W. Dickson Cunningham, James Adikes, Nicholas 
Bucci, J. Leon Israel, Charles L. Kahn, Emanuel Schoen­
zeit, Julius Weiss, J. John Schulman, Frederick C. Bangs, 
Arthur L. Obre, Frederic P. Lee, Vincent J . Mulvey. 

19-Frank H . Towsley, Editor-in-Chief, Carl M. Beren, Edi­
tor-in-Chief; Clarence ~L Tappen, Business Manager and 
Editor-in-Chief; Harvey T. ~Iann, Secretary; Paul L. 
Cohn, Business l\Ianager; Albert Mannhei.mer , Julian D. 
Rosenberg, George L. Buland, Ralph F. I\:ane, Ilo Or-
1 0 · .11 W Wood Avrom M. Jacobs, Howard E. eans, rv1 e . , . 
Reinheimer Sylvan Lehmayer, Thomas J. Tingley, Sam-

' R d L Wise •Milton H. Sternf eld, E. uel Berger, aymon · ' 
·. ~'.~;:. ·F. Korkus. 
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Gluck, BusineMs Munagcr nu<l Hecretary; Lionel ~ • 
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kin, Secretary; ])u vul Brady, ,J <H:WJ>h II. Co}11 •11 J. 
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Alnuhcimer, Arthur ~. Pett itt, H.oberl W. W('uli·y J ' · 
AJ • , • anu· 

AL Wolf, Philip Adler, Abraham M. 8il verniau I .· -!i 
, J()J trig 

W. Post, Homer F,. Carey, :B,re<leric C. Bellinger JJ'·L , ..; aw, 
Andrews, Clarence V. Opper, L eHter A. J afie, Ii ugh ~ . 
Grady, Frederic R. Sanborn, Julian D. H.o8enberg. 
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1922-0liver B. James, :M<litor-in-Uhief; George U. ~harp, 8ec- • 
retary; Albert G. Rc<lpath, ll u8iuc88 Manager; J ouas 

Shapiro, Carroll Low, A. De Witt MaHou, IIcrbert W. Hal­
<lenstein, Leonard Acker, Alvin 8. H.osc1rnon, Louis F. 

Huttenlocher, Allan Van Wyck, 8anforJ .D. Levy, 'l'homas 

Keely, Jr., Carl E. l(ieser, Irving 81nilh, Jr., David 

Cohen, Hugo I. Epstein. 

1923-William K. Laws, Editor-in-Chief; Williarn I>. Fuguet, 
Secretary; A. Holly Patterson, Business lVIanager; Wil-

liam V. Goldberg, Kenneth Brooks Low, <h·orge l•~. Net­
ter, Charles H. Coster, Maurice Isenna11, Aron Steuer, 
Charles L. Sylvester, Charles ~J . 0 at ely, Philip Nelson, 
L . . . 1 J l (, nunet, aurence A. Kahn, Wilham H. Carlis P, • aco) ' 

Edwin Kessler, Jr., Henry l(lein . 

.. °"..8 . . . . . . J l I I T ohusou, 
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Jamee 0. Wi1to, Philip ·'""""P• lt'rotl Biulattki, .. ,rank ll. 
Bruoe, Robert H. O'liricm, llovorly U.. Mylo.,, Max s~lt­
aer, David Scbeinker . 

1925--Alfr~I Mt•l 'ornuwk, t•:Jitor-iu-( ~hiuf; Willium Oilhorl, 
Sooretnry; 14~ugouo ,J. Rnphnol, BuMi1wHK Muuuger; Bor-
11ard Sobol, Arthur Krnmer, llornum A. Boujnmiu, Solo­
mon I. Sklnr, ll . Struvo Housel, Alvin µcl<. 8ylvestor, 
W . Orville Douglm1, Carrol 1\L ShnnkH, Churlos H. l~llnor, 
David M. Engelson, Snmuol Soidel, lrving .J. 8huhurt, 
Melvin Robbins . 

1926-Arthur H. Schwartz, ~~dit.or-in-Chiet'; Stnnley H. ~'uld, 

Secretary; Harry S. J.i"'erguson, Business Manager; A lex 
Cracovaner, Victor Whitehorn, Milton I-In.miler, Benja­
min I. Ehrlich, Warren H. Lowenhaupt, Louis Altkrug, 
Sol Charles Levine, Daniel Levy, Julius J. Nirenstein, 
Leonard P. Simpson, Herbert Plaut, E. Gardner Prime, 
Joseph L. Weiner, Samuel A. Hirshowitz; Mugene A. 
Roth, Max Bleich. 

1927-Francis X. Downey, Editor-in-Chief; Franklin S. Pollak, 
Secretary; Samuel R. Feller, Business Manager; Rich­
ard S. Emmet, Felix A. Fishman, Abraham Hornstein, 
Hyma.n W. Kehl, Samuel Klaus, Irving K . Rubin, Abra­
ham Shamos, John A. Woodbridge, Emanuel Dankowitz, 

Sylvester Pindyck. 
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COLLEGES REPRESENTED ON THE 
EDITORIAL BOARDS 

The graduates of a large number of Colleges are re r 
sented among the editors of the R eview. Chief among thesep e. 

are 
Columbia 'vi th 95; C. C. N. Y., 50; Yale, 49; Harvard, 34; Prince. 

ton, 23; Amherst, 18; Williams, 14; University of Georgia, 9. 

Cornell, 7; Hamilton, 7, and Leland Stanford, 5. Other college~ 
and universities represented are Alabama, Allegheny, Baylor, 
Bowdoin, Brown, Calif oruia, l•incinnati, Colgate, Colorado 

' Dartmouth, Denison, Emory, r,ordham, Georgetown, Illinois . .. , 
Iowa, Indiana, J ohus Hopkius, l~ansas, l(entucky, Kenyon, ; 
Knox, Lafayette, McGill, :\larietta, ~l"arshall, jfichigan, Minne- °_\ 
sota, Missouri, Nebraska, Xe,,. York t'" nivcrsity, Notre Dame, : 
Oberlin, Ohio Wesleyan, Pomona, Reed, l{ensselaer Poly., Rich- : 

mond, Rochester, Rutgers, St. Francis Xavier, Sacred Heart, : 
Seton Hall, Simpson, Southern ~lethodist, Syracuse, Texas, :· 
Trinity, Tufts, Tulane, Union, Utah, University of the South,· ~ 
Vanderbilt, Vermont, Washington, Wesleyan, Whitman, Whit< 

~ worth and Wyoming . 
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