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1959 REVIEW OF LEGAL EDUCATION

LAW SCHOOLS IN THE UNITED STATES ON THE APPROVED LIST
OF THE AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION, 1959

The requirements shown in the following tables are stated in terms of academic years. An
academic year in an approved law schuol consists of not less than thirty weeks if the students devote
substantially all of their time to the study of law, or not less than thirty-six weeks in a part-time
school.

The figure in parentheses following the name of the law school indicates the year in

which the school was approved by the American Bar Association. The figures following Al,
A, and E directly beneath the name of the school show the number of students in each

class or year, namely, first year, second year, third year, fourth year, graduate, and special

or unclassified students. The figure in parentheses immediately following attendance total

is included in the total. It indicates the number of women attending law school classes.

Under the heading "Annual Tuition" the following symbols are used: r stands for
resident; n for nonresident; m for morning; a for afternoon; e for evening. Tuition given is
for two semesters or three-quarters of a school year; tuition for summer sessions is not
shown.

Under "Requirements" Roman numeral indicates number of years of college study
required for admission as a law student. Capital letter M means full-time morning classes;
classes in late afternoon are designated by capital A: capital E denotes part-time classes
held in evening (except for Gonzaga University which is a full-time school). Arabic num-
erals show number of years required to complete course. Parentheses indicate course may be
aho-tened by local summer school work.

Total No. of
Snrollment Teachers

Fall Annual Require- Full- Part-
1969 Tuition ments time time

ALABAMA

University University of Alabama,
School of Law (1926)

M 81 42k1) 42 ..... ..... ..... 165(1) $ 100.00r
450.00n III M (3) 12 3

ARIZONA

Tucson University of Arizona,
College of Law (1930)

M141(5) 74(2) 66(1) ..... ..... ..... 281(8) 250.00n III M (3) 9 1

ARKANSAS
Fayetteville University of Arkansas,

School of Law (1926)
M 37 32 22 .... ..... 2 200.00r III M (3) 6 5
M 3 2 1 ..... ..... ..... 99 470.00n IIE (4)

5



LAW SCHOOLS ON THE APPROVED LIST OF A.B.A., 1959

Total No. of
Enrollment Teachers

Fall Annual Require- Full- Part-
1959 Tuition ments time time

CALIFORNIA
Berkeley University of California,

School of Law (1923)
M214(4) 142(5) 127(3) ..... 8(1)

136.50r
4 495(13) 636.50n IVM3

Los Angeles University of California,
School of Law (1950)

M171(6) 134(b) 106(2) ..... 1

Loyola University,
School of Law (1935)

M 89(3) 59(3) 36(2) ..... ....
E107(2) 39(3) 17(1) 30(3) ....

128.00r
1 413(14) 628.00n

1 378(17)

IV M (3) 17

600.00m
25.00 III M 3

Cr.Hr.-e III E 4

University of Southern California,
School of Law (1924)

l 77(6) 81(3) 56(1) 5(4) ..... IV M (3)
M 12(1) 11(2) 18(2) 17 1 850.00m II M (4)
E 85(3) 51(3) 27(5) 33 ..... 192(4) 666(34) 560.00e IVE (4)

Palo Alto Stanford University,
School of Law (1923)

M144(3) 101(3) 92(3) ..... 2 6 345(9) 1005.00 III M (3)

San University of California,
Francisco Hastings College of Law (1939)

M281(15) 122(1) 82(6) ..... 4(2)
M 23(3) 17 18(1) 13 .....

Golden Gate College,
School of Law (1956)1

E 85(3) 30(1) 22(1) 18(2) .....

University of San Francisco,
School of Law (1935)

M 38 34 29(2) ..... .....
E 53(5) 32(1) 15(1) 26(1) .....

Santa Clara University of Santa Clara,
College of Law (1937)

M 42 29 33

..... 560(28)
151.00r IV M 3
651.00n II M 4

4 159(7) 367.50 III E 4

3 230(10)
600.00m III M 3
500.00e III E 4

.... ..... 6(1) 110(1) 800.00 111M3

CoLOADO
University of Colorado,

School of Law (1923)
M 69(4) 41(2) 49(1) ..... ..... .....

212.00r
159(7) 666.00n III M (3) 10

Denver University of Denver,
College of Law (1928)

M 80(3) 43(4) 45(4) ..... ..... 4
E 61(9) 29(2) 22(1) 24(1) ..... 1

CONNECTICUT
Hartford University of Connecticut,

School of Law (1933)
M 61(3) 44 37(2)......
E 64(1) 39 16(1) 26 2

1. Provisionally approved August 1956.

14.00 III M (3)
309(24) Cr.Hr. III E 4

320.00m IV M 3
289(7) 270.00e IV E 4

21 1

4

7 14

16 10

15 4

17 5

3 10

7 12

7 4

Boulder

0

9 15

10 16
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1959 REVIEW OF LEGAL EDUCATION

LAW SCHOOLS ON THE APPROVED LIST OF A.B.A., 1959

Total
Enrollment

Fall Annual
1959 Tuition

New Haven Yale University,
School of Law (1923)

M167(6) 173(9) 154(7) 4 35(4) 3 536(26) 1200.00

No. of
Teachers

Require- Full- Part-
ments time time

IV M 3 38 28

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
Washington American University,

Washington College of Law (1940)
M 55(1) 30(2) 15(1) ..... .... ....
E 75(5) 56(2) 59(4) 19(2) ...... 3(2) 312(19)

Catholic University of America,
The Columbus School of Law (1925)

M 23(2) 8 5(1) ..... .....
E 20 19(2) 12 12 .......... 99(5)

Georgetown University,
The School of Law (1924)

M222(9) 150(3) 116(2) ..... 3 ..... 1123(32)
E181(7) 105(2) 93 96(3) 156(6) 1

George Washington University,
Law School (1923)

M109(4) 78(8) 58(5) .....
E200(11) 169(6) 158(10)141(7)

Howard University,
School of Law (19.91)

M 35(3) 29(3) 27(2) .

University of Miami,
School of Law (1941)

M 74(1) 26(1) 63(2) 75(1)
E 2(1) 21(5) 16 12(1)

Gainesville University of Florida,
College of Law (1925)

M142(4) 100(1) 84

St. Stetson University,
Petersburg College of Law (1930)

M125(5) 70(1) 48

620.00m
22.00

Cr.Hr.-e
III M (3)
III E (4)

580.00m IV M (3)
420.00e IV E (4)

750.00m IV M (3)
500.00e IVE (4)

7 2 644.00m
34 21(2) 1037(53) 460.00e

91(8) 213.00

IV M (3)
IV E (4)

III M 3

8 16

6 8

23 39

19 30

8 2

FLORIDA

5(2) 1

..... ..... ..... 326(5)

30.00 IV M (3)
295(14) Cr.Hr. IV E 41/

180.00r
530.00n

21 5

IV M (3) 19 2

..... ..... 3 246(6) 650.00 III M (3) 7 8

Tallahassee Florida A. & M. University,
College of Law (1955)2

M 4 1 6 ..... ..... 1 12 15-0.00n IVM3 5 2

University of Georgia,
School of Law (1930)

M 76 46 39

GEORGIA

232.50r
..... ..... 2 163 532.50n III M (3) 7 5

Atlanta Emory University,
Lamar School of Law (1923)

M 39(1) 35(1) 13 . . .. ..
E 46(5) 25(1) 20 21 6(1) ..... 205(9)

2. Prov'9Ionally approved February 1955.

Coral Gables

Athens

795.00m
26.50

Cr.Hr.-e
III M (3)
III E (4) 10 7

I
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Total No. of
Enrollment Teachers

Fall Annual Require- Full- Part-
1959 Tuition ments time time

Mercer University,
Walter F. George School of Law (1925)

M 37(1) 20 11(1) . ..... .....
M 7 6 1 7

University of Idaho,
College of Law (1925)

M 29(1) 12 15

ILLINOIS

Chicago Chicago-Kent
College of Law (1936)

M 35(1) 16(1) 13
E 54(3) 20(1) 17(1) 19(2) .....

De Paul University
College of Law (1925)

M174(5) 106(2) 77(3)
E110 (2) 67(2) 53(1)

89(2) 450.00
IIIM3
II M4 6 2

IDAHO

56(1) 250.00n III M 3 6 0

4
3

...... ..... ..... 8
31(1) ..... ..... 618(16)

The John Marshall Law School (1951)
M 94 36(1) 31
E182(16) 54(3) 34(3) 29(2) 124(7)

Loyola University,
School of Law (1925)

M 52(1) 35(1) 23
E 46(5) 31(1) 26(1) 21(1) .....

Northwestern University,
School of Law (1923)

M132(4) 107(5) 80(3) ..... 15(1)

University of Chicago,
Law School (1923)

M133(8) 103(4) 95(2) ..... 10(2)

TJniversity of Illinois,
College of Law (1923)

M115(3) 83(2) 56(1) ...... 9(3)

9 (3) 593(35)

..... 234(10)

495.00m III M (3)
181(9) 360.00e III E (4)

714.00m III M 3
510.00e III E 4

500.00m III M (3)
370.00e III E (4)

760.00m III M 3
570.00e III E 4

3(1) 337(14) 900.00 IV M (3)

8 349(16) 900.00 IV M (3)

(1) 263(10)
200.00r
550.00n

8 7

10 9

6 25

8 11

18 9

29 1

III M (3) 16 4

INDIANA

Bloomington Indiana University,
School of Law (1923)
(Includes Indiananolis Division)

M127(4) 76(1) 70 4
E 143(8) 63(4) 44(3) 27 .....

3(1)
14(3)

250.00mr
450.00mn III M (3)

571(24) 240.00e III E (4) 22 3

Notre Dame University of Notre Dame,
School of Law (1925)

M 78 61 36 ..... ..... ..... 175

Valparaiso Valparaiso University,
School of Law (1929)

M 32 21(1) 25

1000.00 III M 3 12 5

78(1) 700.00 III M3 8 3

IOWA
Des Moines Drake University,

The Law School (1923)
M 76(2) 35 22(1) .......... 4(1) IIIM3 7 4

Macon

Moscow

Urbana

8 1959 REVIEW OF LEGAL EDUCATION
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Total
Enrollment

Fall Annual Requ
1959 Tuition men

Iowa City State University of Iowa,
College of Law (1923)

M131(2) 96(3) 76

Lawrence University of Kansas,
School of Law (1923)

M 48(3) 45(2) 41(1)

Topeka Washburn University of
School of Law (1923)

M 66(2) 35 37
M 10(2) 6 2

Lexington University of Kentucky,
College of Law (1925)

M 41 36 30

Louisville University of Louisville,
School of Law (1931)

M 56(5) 25(1) 20(1)
E 48(1) 16 15(1)

260.00r
..... ..... 1 304(5) 540.OOn III MY

KANSAS

..... ..... .....

Topeka,

..... ..... . . .

..... ..... . . .

KENTUCKY

..... ..... 2

208.00r
134(6) 398.00n IV M (3)

III M (3)
156(4) 280.00 IIIM (4)

109

.... . . 188(9)

172.00r
382.00n

548.00r
648.00n
412.00er
486.00en

9

No. of
Teachers

ire- Full- Part-
nts time time

(3%) 12 3

11 0

6 18

III M (3) 10 0

III M (3)
III E (4)

10 4

LOUISIANA

Baton Rouge Louisiana State University,
Law School (1926)

M113(2) 70 40 ..... ..... 3(1)

Southern University
School of Law (1953)3

M 3 5 1 ..... .....

New Orleans Loyola University,
School of Law (1931)

M 38 33(1) 27(1) ..... 1 3(1)
E 63(1) 37 15 22 17 7(1)

Tulane University of Louisiana,
School of Law (1925)

M 98(5) 89(4) 67(3) ..... 14(1) .....

MARYLAND

Baltimore University of Maryland,
School of Law (1930)

M 81(5) 48(1) 41(3).......... 1
E 86(5) 66(3) 58(1) 62(3) ..... 5

MASSACHUSETTS

Boston Boston College,
Law School (1932)

M140(4) 93(2) 68(3) ..............
E 83(7) 52(5) 29 25 3(1)

Boston University,
School of Law (1925)

M212(3) 150(7) 135(4) ..... 102(4) .....
3. Provisionally approved August 1953.

226(3)

9

263(5)

268(13)

300.00n

100.00n

600.00m
450.00e

860.00

III M(3%) 12

IIIM3 6

III M 3
III E 4 9

IIIM3 16

4

0

14

7

200.00mr
250.00mn III M 3

448(21) 150.00e III M 4 11 10

493(22)

599(18)

900.00m
675.00e

900.00

III M 3
III E 4

IV M 3

15 5

15 35
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Total No. of
Enrollment Teachers

Fall Annual Require- Full- Part-
1959 Tuition ments time time

Suffolk University,
School of Law (1953)4

M 46(1) 18 19
E127(6) 54(3) 45

Cambridge Harvard University,
Law School (1923)

M515(22) 488(9) 462(7)

... ..... 4 700.00m III M 3
22 23(3) 2 360(13) 500.00e III E 4

.75(5) 19(1) 1559(44) 1000.00 IV M 3

MICHIGAN
Ann Arbor University of Michigan,

Law School (1923)
M324(8) 224 240(2) ..... 38(1).

Detroit Detroit College of Law (1944)
M 83(3) 42(2) 36 ..... ..... 1(1)
E220(9) 51 29 41 ..... 17(3)

University of Detroit,
School of Law (1933)

M 33(4) 30 23
E ..... ..... 3 2 .....

Wayne University,
Law School (1939)

M 78(4) 56(3) 54(1) .....
E 71(6) 26(3) 47(3) 44(4)

350.00r
826(11) 700.00n IV M (3) 40

480.00m III M (3)
520(18) 360.00e III E (4)

300.00m III M 3
91(4) 200.00e III E 4

49 9(2) 434(26)

276.00mr
576.00mn III M (3)
236.00er III E (4)

8 14

5 14

12 14

MINNESOTA
Minneapolis University of Minnesota,

Law School (1923)
M 88(4) 46(1) 40 ..... ..... .....
M 6 10 33 43(1) ..........

St. Paul William Mitchell College of Law
(1938)5

E140(5) 105(2) 82 65(2) ..... 15(1)

306.00mr III M(3 1%) 17
266(6) 591.00mn

407(10) 350.00 III E 4 6 21

University of Mississippi,
School of Law (1930)

M 79 43 42

MISSISSIPPI

..... ..... 164
150.00r
350.00n IV M (3)

MISSOURI
Columbia University of Missouri,

School of Law (1923)
M102(1) 63(1) 47(1) ..... ..........

Kansas City University of Kansas City,
School of Law (1936)

M 24(3) 13(4) 28(4) ..... .....
E 57(2) 17(2) 26(1) 32(1) 16(2) 22

St. Louis St. Louis University,
School of Law (1924)

M 33(1) 26(1) 33(1) ..... ..........
E 42(1) 39(1) 8 19 ..... 1

185.00r
212(3) 435.00n III M (3)

620.00m
24.00 III M (3)

235(19) Cr.Hr.-e III E (4)

700.00m III M 3
201(5) 600.00e III E (4)

4. Provisionally approved August 1953. Full approval recommended by Section, August 1959.
5. Consolidation of St. Paul College of Law and Minneapolls-Minnesota College of Law.

9 18

61 6

4

Oxford

0

7 5

10 2

10 14

11 11
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Washington University,
School of Law (1923)

M 71(3) 50(3) 54(2) ..... ..... 2

MONTANA
Missoula Montana State University,

School of Law (1923)
M 24 25 19 ..... ..... .....

NEBRASKA

11

No. of
Teachers

ire- Full- Part-
ts time time

177(8) 900.00 III M 3 10 6

68
220.00r
400.00n

Lincoln University of Nebraska,
College of Law (1923)

M 30(1) 22(1) 18 ............... 240.00r
M 21(1) 13 14 16 1 135(3) 480.00n

Omaha The Creighton University,
School of Law (1924)

M 64(2) 29 41(1) ..... ..... 1 135(3) 550.00

NEW JERSEY

Camden Rutgers University, The State University of New Jersey,
School of Law (1950)

M 10 8(1) 9 ............... 27(1) 460.00

Newark Rutgers University, The State University of New Jersey,
School of Law (1941)

M 52(3) 52(2) 47(1) ..... ..... 1 152(6) 460.00

Seton Hall University,
School of Law (1951)

M 46 39 14(2) .......... 25.00
E 86(2) 56(1) 23(1) 21(1) 4 289(7) Cr.Hr.

NEW MEXICO
Albuquerque University of New Mexico,

College of Law (1948) 263.00r
M 48(4) 20 12(1) ..... .......... 80(5) 493.00n

NEW YORK
Albany Union University,

Albany Law School (1930)
M 87(4) 62(3) 72(2) ..... ..... 1(1) 222(10) 750.00

Buffalo University of Buffalo,
School of Law (1936)

M 67(3) 52(5) 39(1) ..... ..... (1) 158(10) 880.00

Ithaca Cornell University,
Law School, (1923)

M111(2) 78(1) 65(2) ..... 6 6 266(5) 1250.00

New York Brooklyn Law School (1937)
M163(3) 166(6) 163(3) ..... .... 533.33m
E115(3) 110(2) 143(5) 126(1)27(1) . 11014(24) 400.00e

Ill M 3

IV M 3
II M 4

III M 3

III M 3

III M 3

IVM3
IV E4

III M 3

III M 3

III M 3

IV M 3

III M (3)
III E (4)

8 3

10 3

8 5

6

22

2

2

9 12

7 0

8

6

16

16

15

11

6

17
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Total No.of
Enrollment Teachers

Fall Annual Require- Full- Part-
1959 Tuition ments time time

Columbia University,
School of Law (1923)

M276(20) 227(10) 234(8) 12 31(2) 10(1) 790(41)

Fordham University,
School of Law (1936)

M152(3) 130(3) 119 ..... .. .(.. .
E108(6) 62(2) 62(3) 62(3) .... ..... 695(20)

New York Law School (1954)6
M115(12) 106(7) 91(4) ..... ..... .....
E125(6) 102(2) 69(3) 71(1) 68(1) 2 749(36)

New York University,
School of Law (1930)

M222(13) 202(8) 154(3) ..... ..... .....
E 85(16) 96(6) 77(3) 81(4)810(29) 8(1) 1735(83)

St. John's University,
School of Law (1937)

M119(4) 116(1) 91(6) .....
E 73(5) 72(3) 79(2) 49(1)

1
8 ..... 608(22)

Syracuse Syracuse University,
College of Law (1923)

M 91(3) 58 63(1) ..... ..... 1(1)

NORTH CAROLINA
Chapel Hill University of North Carolina,

School of Law (1925)
M115(2) 98(2) 50(1) ..... ..... .....

1100.00 IV M 3

700.00m
500.00e

IVM3
IVE 4

556.00m III M (3)
456.00e III E (4)

990.00m IV M (3)
750.00e IV E (4)

800.00m III M (3)
600.00e III E 4

213(5) 1060.00

150.00r
263(5) 500.00n

III M 3

33 11

14 12

11 33

38 84

16 10

9 4

IIIM (3) 11 3
Durham Duke University,

School of Law (1931)
M 74(3) 56(1) 40 4 2(1) 176(5) 450.00 III M 3 14

North Carolina College at Durham,
Law School (1950)

M 5 8 5 ..... .....
130.00r

19 500.00n

Winston- Wake Forest College,
Salem School of Law (1936)

M 34(1) 32(2) 44 ..... ..... ..... 110(3) 550.00 III M (3) 8

University of North Dakota,
School of Law (1923)

M 47(1) 30 20

NORTH DAKOTA

150.00r
... ..... 1 98(1) 300.00n IIIM (3) 6 3

OHIO
Ohio Northern University,

College of Law (1948)
M 44(2) 17 25(2) ..... ..... 4

Cincinnati University of Cincinnati,
College of Law (1923)

M 57(1) 41(1) 40
6. Provisionally approved March 1954.

..... 1

90(4) 715.50 111M3 7 0

450.00r
6 145(2) 675.00n III M 3 10 10

1

Grand Forks

IIIM3 5 3

Ada

0

12 1959 REVIEW OF LEGAL EDUCATION
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LAW SCHOOLS ON THE APPROVED LIST OF A.B.A., 1959

Total
Enrollment

Salmon P. Chase College,
School of Law (1954)

E 71(5) 39(1) 31 20 ..... 2(1) 163(7)

Cleveland Cleveland-Marshall Law School,7

E176(7) 115(10) 89(6) 79(2) 49(3) 11(2) 519(30)

Western Reserve University,
Franklin Thomas Backus School of Law (1923)

M 37 59(1) 55 ..... ..... 2(1) 183(2)

Columbus Franklin University,
School of Law (1950)

E 42(3) 19(2) 22 17(1)

Ohio State University,
College of Law (1923)

M141(4) 98 92(2) .....

Toledo University of Toledo,
College of Law (1939)

E 46(5) 11(1) 6(1) 21(1)

C
Norman University of Oklahoma,

College of Law (1923)
M114(5) 87(2) 72 .....

Tulsa University of Tulsa,
School of Law (1950)

M 19(1) 19 14(1) .....
E 60(2) 40(2) 33 40(1)

Eugene University of Oregon,
School of Law (1923)

M 29(3) 24 23

Salem Willamette University,
College of Law (1938)

M 54 36 28(1) .....

PE
Carlisle Dickinson School of Law (1931

M 85(1) 57(1) 53 .....

Philadelphia Temple University,
School of Law (1933)

M 74(2) 69(1) 58(2) .....
E 95 (2) 42(5) 27(3) 22(3)

University of Pennsylvania,
Law School (1923)

M149(7) 115(4). 113(3) .....

Pittsburgh University of Pittsburgh,
School of Law (1923)

M 36 (3) 30 27

Villanova Villanova University
School of Law (1954)

M103(2) 36(1) 32(1) .....

7. Provisionally approved February 1957.

5 105(6)

1 332(6)

1 1 86(8)

KLAHOMA

..... ..... 273(7)

OREON
..... .....

..... 10(3)

NNSYLVANIA

..... 4(2)

2 2
25(1) 6

5 1

225(7)

76(3)

128(4)

450.00

441.00

840.00

450.00

339.00r
714.00n

293.00r
379.00n

180.00r
450.00n

480.00m
350.00e

255.00r
510.00n

700.00

199(4) 600.00

700.00m.
422(19) 525.00e

383(14) 1100.00

93(3) 752.00

2(1) 173(5) 700.00 IV M 3

13

No. of
Teachers

Fall Annual Require- Full- Part-
1959 Tuition ments time time

4 17

7 14

10 8

3 14

17 3

6 5

10 2

7 6

IV E 4%

III E 4

IV M (3)

III E 4

III M (3)

III E (4%)

III M (3)

III M 3
III E 4

III M 3

III M 3

IV M 3

III M (3)
IV E (4)

IV M 3

IV M 3%

5

7

2

1

8 7

9

22

11

19

5

4

8 6

.....
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LAW SCHOOLS ON THE APPROVED LIST OF A.B.A., 1959

Total

PUERTO Rico
Rio Piedras University of Puerto Rico,

School of Law (1945)
M105(17) 51(12) 65(10) ..... ..... 25(8) 246(47)

SOUTH CAROLINA

Columbia University of South Carolina,
School of Law (1925)

M 75(1) 44(2) 42 ..... ..... 1 162(3)
Orangeburg South Carolina State College,

School of Law (1950)8
M 3 3 3 ..... ..... 1 10

SOUTH DAKOTA

Vermillion State University of South Dakota,
School of Law (1923)

M 28(1) 21 21(1) ..... ..... 2 72(2)

TENNESSEE
Knoxville University of Tennessee,

College of Law (1925)
M 49(1) 43(1) 33 ..... ...... 2 127(2)

Lebanon Cumberland University,
School of Law (1949)

M 29(2) 21(2) 14 .......... ..... 64(4)
Nashville Vanderbilt University,

School of Law (1925)
M 66 (2) 61 44(1) ..... ..... 3 174(3)

TEXAS
Austin University of Texas,

School of Law (1923)
M318(7) 290(8) 163(10) ..... 3 ..... 774(25)

Dallas Southern Methodist University,
School of Law (1927)

M 66(1) 60(3) 64(2) ..... 37(2) .....
E 69(4) 48(1) 40(3) 35(1) 36(3) 2 457(26)

Houston University of Houston,
College of Law (1950)

M 60(2) 28(2) 20(1) ..... ..... .....
E 85(3) 38 21(1) 28 ..... ..... 280(9)
South Texas College Law School (1959)9
E137(4) 59(4) 46(1) 12(1) ..... (2) 254(12)
Texas Southern University,

School of Law (1949)
M 13(2) 10 6 ..... ..... 1(1) 30(3)

San Antonio St. Mary's University of San Antonio,
School of Law (1948)

M 45(2) 20 20 ..... 1 1
E 69(2) 14(1) 18(1) ..... 1 3 192(6)

8. Provisionally approved February 1950.
9. Provisional approval granted February 1959.

75.00 IVM3

120.00r
250.00n

120.00r
250.00n

284.00r
462.00n

225.00r
525.00n

465.00

500.00

100.00r
400.00n

650.00m
487.50e

600.00m
360.00e

120.00

144.50m

560.00m
360.00e

III M (3)

IIIM3

III M (3)

III M (3)

III M (3)

III M (3)

10 6

9 0

3 2

7 1

7

4

13

7

0

8

III M(3%) 21 10

III M 3%
III E 4 18 6

III M (3) 8 4
III E (4)

III E 4 4 12

III M (3) 6 0

III M (3)
III E (4) 6 15

14
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LAW SCHOOLS ON THE APPROVED LIST OF A.B.A., 1959

Total No. of
Enrollment Teachers

Fall Annual Require- Full- Part-
1959 Tuition ments time time

Baylor University,
School of Law (1931)

M 87 (5) 31(1) 38 .. ..... 156(6) 495.00 III M (3)

UTAH
Salt Lake University of Utah,
City School of Law (1927)

M 55(1) 35 43(1)
M ..... 4 7

Charlottes- University of Virginia,
ville School of Law (1923)

M232(5) 167(4) 142(2)

..... ..... 2

5 ..... ..... 151(2)

VIRGINIA

6(1) ..... 547(12)

285.00r
465.00n

345.00r
745.00n

IIIM (3) 9 2

III M (3) 18 12

Judge Advocate General's School (1955)
M ..... ..... ..... ..... ..... .....

Lexington Washington and Lee University,
School of Law (1923)

M 48 38 35 ..... ..... ..... 121 750.00 III M (3) 7 1

Richmond University of Richmond,
T. C. Williams School of Law (1928)

M 67(1) 39(3) 23 ..... 1 .....

Williams- College of William and Mary,
burg The Marshall-Wythe School of Law (1932)

M 23(2) 12 15 ..... ..... 2

130(4) 545.00

292.00r
52(2) 652.00n

III M (3) 7 3

III M (3) 6 2

WASHINGTON
Seattle University of Washington,

School of Law (1924) 213.00r
M111(3) 65(1) 70(4) ..... ..... 1 247(8) 498.00n

Spokane Gonzaga University,
School of Law (1951)10

E 26(1) 22 33 25(1) ..... 4(2) 110(4) 580.00

IIIM (3) 17 1

III E 4 3 21

Morgantown
WEST VIRGINIA

West Virginia University,
College of Law (1924)

M 55(2) 48(2) 37 ..... ..... 2

WISCONSIN
Madison University of Wisconsin,

Law School (1923)
M218(5) 139 91 ..... 4(1) 1

242.00r
142(4) 592.00n

120.00r
453(6) 310.00n

IV M 3 7 1

III M (3) 28 6

Milwaukee Marquette University,
Law School (1925)

M 84(4) 53(2) 60(2)

Laramie University of Wyoming,
College of Law (1923)

M 26(1) 13(1) 16
10. Full-time program offered in evening.

6 203(8) 650.00 111 M 3

WYOMING

245.00r
55(2) 507.00n

Waco

8 4

179

7 6

IIIM3 6 2

151959 REVIEW OF LEGAL EDUCATION



LAW SCHOOLS IN THE UNITED STATES NOT ON THE APPROVED LIST
OF THE AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION, 1959

Total No. of
Enrollment Teachers

Fall Annual Require- Full- Part-
1959 Tuition nents time time

ALABAMA

Birmingham School of Law
E 42(3) 25(4) 40(5) ..... ..... ..... 107(12) 160.00

Jones Law School
E 43(5) 27(3) 16(1) 10 .......... 96(9)

III E 4 0 20

120.00 III E (4) 5 8

ARKANSAS

Little Rock Arkansas Law School

M..... ..........................

CALIFORINA

Long Beach Pacific Coast Univ
School of Law

E 31(4) 21

Los Angeles Southwestern University,
School of Law

M 57(8) 36(2) 27(2)
E209(25) 99(9) 57(6)

Van Norman University,
School of Law

E 11(5) ..... 1(1)

Sacramento McGeorge College of Law
E131(9) 28(1) 24(1) 15(2)

San Diego California Western University,
College of Law

M 8(1) 5(1) 2(1) .....

18(1) 16 ..... ..... 86(5) 321.00

16 1 ..... 360.00m
121(10) 1(1) 2 626(63) 270.00e

10 ..... 2 24(6) 378.00

3(1) 5 206(14) 330.00

15(3)
20.00

Cr.Hr.

IIE4 1 5

IIM 4
II E 4%

II E4

7 11

2 7

IIE4 0 24

III M1 4 5 0

University of San Diego,
School of Law

M 26(2) ..... ..... ..
E 71(2) 20 12(1) 11 2. ..... 142(5)

San Lincoln University,
Francisco School of Law

E ........... ..... ..... ..... .....

San Francisco Law School
E ..... ...... .. ........ .. .. .....

750.00m III M 3
400.00e III E 4

Stockton Humphreys College
E 43(1) 7(3) 12 9(1) ..... 12(1) 83(6) 414.00 IIE5 0 20

GEORGIA

Atlanta Atlanta Law School
E ............... ........... .....

John Marshall Law School
M 26(2) 16(1) ..... ..... 3 .....
E 60(4) 43(2) ..... ..... 18 166(9)

in'[

216.00m 0 M 2
180.00e 0 E 2 2 iull2.ot

Birmingham

Montgomery

1 13

1959 REVIEW OF LEGAL EDUCATION16
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LAW SCHOOLS NOT ON THE APPROVED LIST OF A.B.A., 1959

Total
Enrollment

Fall Annual Require-
1959 Tuition ments

No. of
Teachera

Full- Part-
time time

Augusta Augusta Law School
E 8(2) 13 7 ..... ..... 28(2) 250.00

Macon Woodrow Wilson College of Law
E 80(12) 65(5) 15(1)...... ..... .....

MAINE

Portland Portland University Law School
M 12 7(1) 6 ..... ..... .....

MARYLAND

Baltimore University of Baltimore,
School of Law

E150(5) 112(5) 106(3) ..... .. .. . .....

Mt. Vernon School of Law
E 75(2) 49 41 ..... ...... 3

160(18) 0E2Y2 1 9

25(1) 450.00

368(13) 240.00

168(2) 288.00

MASSACHUSETTS

Boston Portia Law School
M 15(3) 35(1)
E 16(1) 30(2)

38(2) ..... ..... (1)
25 24(1) ..... .....

Springfield Western New England College,
School of Law

E 38 17(1) 18(1) 16

MISSISSIPPI

Jackson Jackson School of Law
E 80(10) 24(1)

510.00m III M (3)
183(11) 408.00e III E (4)

9 3 101(2) 329.00

30.00
104(11) Cr.Hr.

OHIO

University of Akron,
College of Law

E 42 18(1) 13 24 ..... 1
486.00r

98(1) 531.00n

OKLAHOMA

Oklahoma Oklahoma City University,
City School of Law

E 52(2) 44 23(1) 36(3) ..... 7 162(6) 400.00

OREGON

Portland Northwestern College of Law
E 91(4) 59(4) 34(4) 43(2) ..... 19(2)

III E 4%A 3 6

II E4 0 22

II E 3 1 2

IIIM3

II E 3

II E 3

1 12

0 29

0 25

Akron

3 14

0 24

0 8

IV E 5

II E 3

III E 4 3 3

1959 REVIEW OF LEGAL EDUCATION 17
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LAW SCHOOLS NOT ON THE APPROVED LIST OF A.B.A., 1959

Total No. of
Enrollment Teachers

Fall Annual Require- Full- Part-
1959 Tuition ments time time

PENNSYLVANIA

Pittsburgh Duquesne University,
School of Law' 1

M 30 23 ..... ..... ..... 600.00m IV M 3
E 64(1) 25 20(3) 16(1) .......... 168(5) 450.00e IV E 4 10 4

TENNESSEE

Memphis University of Memphis Law School
E 11(1) 14(1) 13(1) 10 ..... ...... 48(3)

Southern Law University
E 41(3) 24(3) 23 15(4) ..... ..... 103(10)

Nashville Y.M.C.A. Law School
E 53(1) 42(2) 20

200.00 III E 4 0 5

180.00 III E (4) 0

9 ..... 3 127(3) 250.00 III E 4 0 15

11. Recommended for provisional approval by Section at August 1959 meeting and
recommendation goes to the House of Delegates at February 1960 meeting.

5
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CHANGES IN THE LAW SCHOOLS

As of November 1, 1959, there were 130 law schools on the list of approved
schools of the American Bar Association. Of these, South Carolina State College
School of Law, Southern University School of Law (Louisiana), New York Law
School, Golden Gate College School of Law, Florida A. & M. University College
of Law, Cleveland-Marshall Law School, and South Texas College Law School,
have provisional approval. Also, Suffolk University has provisional approval as
of November 1, 1959, but the Section recommended at the Miami Beach meeting
in August 1959 that full approval be granted. At the same meeting, the Section
recommended that Duquesne University School of Law be given provisional
approval. These recommendations will be before the House of Delegates for
action at the midwinter meeting, February 1960.

Indiana University operates a full-time division in Bloomington and a part-
time division in Indianapolis (counted as one school in the totals herein) while
Rutgers University, the state university of New Jersey, operates schools in
Camden and in Newark (counted as two schools in the totals herein) of which
all are fully approved.

During the summer of 1959 the Akron Law School became an integral part
of the University of Akron.

The 2-4 year full-time program was discontinued at the University of Utah,
fall of 1959. Such programs continue, however, at the following schools: Uni-
versity of Arkansas, University of California (Hastings only), University of
Southern California, Mercer University, and University of Nebraska. The com-
bined enrollment in these programs in all schools totals 232 students. The Council
of the Section does not look with favor upon such programs. Two schools have
inaugurated new 3-4 full-time programs - Washburn University of Topeka with
an enrollment of 20 and University of Buffalo with enrollment of 18.

CORRESPONDENCE SCHOOLS OF LAW

The American Bar Association expressly disapproves of correspondence law
courses as a means of preparation for bar examinations and for practice. A
diploma or degree from a correspondence school of law does not qualify one to
appear for the bar examination in any state. Before one pursues a correspond-
ence law course, it is suggested that he first familiarize himself with the rules
and regulations of the state in which he intends to practice and inquire whether
correspondence law courses are acceptable under the applicable rules and regula-
tions of the said state and any governmental agencies with which one expects to
secure employment.

20 1959 REVIEW OF LEGAL EDUCATION
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MINIMUM STANDARDS OF THE AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION
FOR LEGAL EDUCATION

Paragraphs in italics constitute some interpretations which
have been made by the Council of the Section.

(1) The American Bar Association is of the opinion that every candidate for admission
to the bar should give evidence of graduation from a law school complying with the follow-
ing standards:

(a) It shall require as a condition to admission at least three years of acceptable col-
lege work, except that a school which requires four years of full-time work or an equiva-
lent of part-time work for the first professional degree in law may admit a student who
has successfully completed two years of acceptable college work."

An approved school shall require of all candidates for any degree at the time of the com-
mencement of their law study the completion of three-fourths of the work acceptable for
a bachelor's degree granted on the basis of a four-year period of study either by the state
university or a principal college or university in the state where the law school is located.

(b) It shall require its students to pursue a course of three years' duration if they de-
vote substantially all of their working time to their studies, and a longer course equivalent
in the number of working hours, if they devote only a part of their working time to their
studies.

A law school which maintains a course for full-time students and a course for part-
time students must comply with all the requirements as to both courses.

The curriculum and schedule of work of a full-time course shall be so arranged that
substantially the full working time of students is required for a period of three years of
at least thirty weeks each. A part-time course shall cover a period of at least four years
of not less than thirty-six weeks each year.

(c) It shall provide an adequate library available for the use of the students.

An adequate library shall consist of not less than 10,000 well-selected, usable volumes,
not counting obsolete materials or broken sets of reports, kept up to date and owned or
controlled by the law school or the institution with which it is connected. By the Fall of
1960 the total number of volumes should be not less than 12,500 and by the Fall of 1968
should be at least 15,000. It is required that a five-year expenditure of not less than
$4,000 per year on library additions be made, with a minimum expenditure of $8,000 in
any one year.

The law library should be administered by the law school as an autonomous unit,
free of outside control. Exceptions are permissible only where there is preponderance
of affirmative evidence in a particular school, satisfactory to the Council of the Section,
so that the advantages of autonomy can be preserved and economy in administration at-
tained through centralizing the responsibility for acquisition, circulation, cataloguing,
ordering, processing, or for payment of books ordered.

The law librarian should be appointed on recommendation of the dean after consul-
tation with the law faculty. He should be directly responsible to the dean. When the law
library is autonomous, the staff should be administratively and fiscally a part of the
law school.

A school should be adequately supported and housed so as to make possible efficient
work on the part of both students and faculty.
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(d) It shall have among its teachers a sufficient number giving their entire time to the
school to insure actual personal acquaintance and influence with the whole student body.

The number of full-time instructors should not be less than one for each ninety
students or major fraction of such number, and beginning with the academic year 1960-
61, one for each eighty-five students or major fraction of such number, and beginning
with the academic year 1968-64, one for each seventy-five students or major fraction of
such number; provided, that in no case shall the number of such full-time instructors
be less than three.

(e) It shall not be operated as a commercial enterprise and the compensation of any
officer or member of its teaching staff shall not depend on the number of students or on
the fees received.

(f) It shall be a school which in the judgment of the Council of Legal Education and
Admissions to the Bar possesses reasonably adequate facilities and maintains a sound
educational policy; provided, however, that any decision of the Council in these respects
shall be subject to review by the House of Delegates on the petition of any school ad-
versely affected.

(2) The American Bar Association is of the opinion that graduation from a law school
should not confer the right of admission to the bar, and that every candidate should be
subject to an examination by public authority to determine his fitness.

(3) The Council of Legal Education and Admissions to the Bar is directed to publish
from time to time the names of those law schools which comply with the above standards
and of those which do not and to make such publications available so far as possible to
intending law students.

Schools shall be designated "Approved" or "Unapproved." No school shall be placed
upon the approved list without an inspection prior to such approval made under the direc-
tion of the Council. The approval first given is called "provisional approval." This means
that the school fully meets the standards of the American Bar Association, but is subject
to reinspection after the lapse of a period which is usually about two years. After a rein-
spection has been made, the Association on the recommendation of the Council may give
full approval.

22
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CODE OF RECOMMENDED STANDARDS FOR BAR EXAMINERS

The American Bar Association makes the following recommendations to the
duly constituted authorities in the several states who are vested with responsibili-
ties and duties in respect to the admission to the bar, and to lawyers and the law
schools generally.

These recommendations were adopted by the House of Delegates. They rep-
resent the results of accumulated study and experience of a number of lawyers,
examiners, and teachers of high standing. They are offered solely in the hope
that they will afford guidance and assistance and will lead toward uniformity of
objectives and practice throughout the United States.

I. BAR EXAMINERS

1. Qualifications. A bar examiner should be a practicing attorney with schol-
arly attainments and an affirmative interest in legal education and requirements
for admission to the bar.

2. Tenure. A bar examiner should be appointed for a fixed term, but should
be eligible for reappointment if his work is of high quality. Members of bar
examining authorities should be appointed for staggered terms to insure con-
tinuity of policy, but there should be sufficient rotation in the personnel of each
authority to bring new views to the authority and to insure continuing interest
in its work.

3. Compensation. The compensation, if any, which a bar examiner receives
should not be directly dependent upon the number of persons taking the bar
examinations.

4. Devotion to Duty. A bar examiner should be willing and able to devote
whatever time is necessary to perform the duties imposed upon him.

5. Essential Conduct. A bar examiner should be conscientious, studious, thor-
ough and diligent in learning the methods, problems and progress of legal educa-
tion, in preparing bar examinations, and in seeking to improve the examination,
its administration and requirements for admission to the bar. He should be just
and impartial in recommending the admission of applicants. He should exhibit
courage, judgment and moral stamina in refusing to recommend applicants who
lack adequate general and professional preparation or who lack good moral char-
acter.

6. Adverse Influences, Conflicting Duties and Inconsistent Obligations. A bar
examiner should not have adverse influences, conflicting duties or inconsistent
obligations which will in any way interfere or appear to interfere with the proper
administration of his functions. A bar examiner should not participate directly
or indirectly in courses for the preparation of applicants for bar admission nor
act as a trustee of a law school or of a university of which a law school is a part



or with which a law school is affiliated. A bar examiner should so conduct himself
that there may be no suspicion that his judgment may be swayed by improper
considerations.

II. ELIGIBILITY OF APPLICANTS

7. Burden of Proof. The burden of establishing eligibility is on the applicant.

8. College Education. Each applicant should be required to have had three full
years of successful college work before beginning the study of law, except that
two years of college work may be accepted for students enrolled in four-year
full-time law school programs.

9. Law School Education. Each applicant should be required to graduate from
a law school approved by the American Bar Association before being eligible to
take a bar examination. None of the following should be substituted for law
school training:

a. Private study, correspondence school or law office training;

b. Age or experience;

c. Waived or lowered standards of legal training for particular
persons or groups.

III. MORAL CHARACTER

10. Responsibility for Investigation. The bar examining authority or separate
committees should make a thorough investigation of the moral character of appli-
cants for admission to the bar.

11. Law Student Registration. Applicants should be required to register with
the appropriate bar examining authority at the earliest feasible time after com-
mencement of law study.

12. Investigation. Each applicant should be required to file a complete ques-
tionnaire. No applicant should be recommended for admission unless he has been
approved as to moral character. Administrative machinery should be set up for
the investigation of applicants where questionnaires or interviews show that
further information is needed or, on request, early investigation is warranted.
Each state should use the investigating services of the National Conference of
Bar Examiners in checking the character of an attorney-applicant seeking admis-
sion to practice.

13. Subpoena Power. The bar examining authority and character and fitness
committees should have the power to cause witnesses to be subpoenaed and to
administer oaths.

IV. BAR EXAMINATIONS

14. Necessity of Written Examination. No person who is not a member of
the bar of another American or common-law jurisdiction should be admitted to
practice until he has successfully undergone a written examination accomplished
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under terms and conditions equivalent to those applicable to all other candidates
for bar admission.

15. Number of and Times for Examinations. The number of bar examina-
tions in each jurisdiction should not exceed two per year. The bar examinations
should be held at such times as will insure sufficient opportunity to the applicants
for preparation after graduation, and in order not to interfere with the appli-
cant's classroom work in law school. The written examination should cover not
more than six three-hour sessions, or their equivalent.

16. Purpose of Examination. The bar examination should test the applicant's
ability to reason logically, to analyze accurately the problems presented to him,
and to demonstrate a thorough knowledge of the fundamental principles of law
and their application. The examination should not be designed primarily for the
purpose of testing information, memory or experience.

17. Subjects of Examination. In the selection of subjects for bar examination
questions, although due regard should be given to fields of law that are of grow-
ing and recognized importance, the emphasis should be upon the basic and funda-
mental subjects which are ordinarily taught in law schools.

18. Questions. The major portion of the bar examination should consist of
questions in the form of hypothetical fact problems requiring essay answers.
Questions should not be designed to require answers based upon local case or
statutory law. However, subjects of substantial local importance may be included.
Questions should not be labeled as to subject matter. The identical problem
questions should not be repeated in the same jurisdiction. Questions should not
be so worded as to be deceptive or misleading. Sufficient time should be allowed
for answering the questions to permit the applicant to make a careful analysis
of the facts and to prepare well-reasoned answers.

19. Preparation of Questions. The bar examining authority may utilize the
services of expert draftsmen to prepare bar examination questions, either by
arranging for the drafting services of qualified persons, including out-of-state
law teachers, or by using the services of the National Conference of Bar Exam-
iners or other national agency. Before a question is accepted for use in a bar
examination, whether drafted by the examiners or by expert draftsmen, every
point of law in the question should be thoroughly briefed and the question should
be analyzed and approved by the members of the bar examining authority.

V. GRADING BAR EXAMINATIONS

20. Non-Identity Grading. The identity of the writer of the examination
paper should not be known until the grades of all applicants have been finally
determined.

21. Same Grader for Same Questions. In order to assure maximum uniformity
in grading, all the answers to a particular bar examination question should be
graded by the same grader.
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22. Expert Graders. The bar examining authority may utilize the services of
trained expert graders.

23. Borderline Reappraisal. A reappraisal of the borderline cases should be
provided in order to insure fairness in grading.

VI. ADMINISTRATION

24. Administrative Assistance. The bar examining authority should be pro-
vided with adequate administrative and clerical assistance.

25. Publication of Results. Bar examination statistics covering the results
of each examination should be made available showing the success of applicants
according to prelegal education, type of law school or other legal training and
other information of value to prospective students, members of the legal profes-
sion and to members of the public who are interested in standards for admission
to the bar.

26. Periodic Studies. A thorough study should be made of the bar examination
results periodically to determine its effectiveness and to discover defects and
suggest improvements in the bar examination system.

27. Conference with Applicants. Bar examiners should be willing and avail-
able to discuss general problems of purposes, policies and procedures of the exam-
ination with applicants.

28. Committee on Cooperation. Each jurisdiction should have an active and
efflicent Committee on Cooperation representing the bench, the bar, the law
schools and the bar examiners.

3500-11-30-59

32 1959 REVIEW OF LEGAL EDUCATION


