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LAW SCHOOLS IN THE UNITED STATES ON THE APPROVED LIST
OF THE AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION, 1970

The requirements shown in the following tables are stated in terms of academic years. An academic year in an
approved school 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 D, E and M 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. A few of the schools

have established extended programs for part-time students enrolled in morning classes and the dis-

tribution of these part-time students is shown in the figures following M directly beneath E. The figure in
parentheses immediately following attendance total is included in the total. It indicates the number of

women attending law school classes.
The "Degrees Awarded" column gives the total number of each of the specified degrees awarded

by each school since the start of the 1969-1970 academic year, including the 1970 summer session. The

number of degrees granted to full-time students is given, followed by the number of degrees granted to
part-time students in parentheses.

Under the heading "Annual Tuition" the following symbols are used: r stands for resident, n for
nonresident, e for evening, and er for evening nonresident.

Under "Requirements," Roman numerals indicate number of years of college study required for
admission as a law student. The rest of the symbols refer to the requirements for the law program. D
means full-time day classes; E denotes part-time evening classes; M means part-time day classes;
Arabic numbers show number of years required to complete law course. Parentheses indicate course
may be shortened by summer work in this or another law school.

"Fall 1970 Openings" refers to the number of additional students that the school would have
enrolled in the fall 1970 entering class if additional qualified students had made timely application for

admission. The number of part-time openings is indicated in parentheses.
Under "Number of teachers," full-time teachers are given, followed by part-time teachers in

parentheses.

In addition to the name of the school, the mailing address and telephone number are given in the table.
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CHANGES IN THE LAW SCHOOLS

As of January 1, 1971, there were 146 law schools, training for the first professional degree in
law, on the list of approved law schools of the American Bar Association.

At its February, 1970 Midyear Meeting, the House of Delegates granted full approval to the
University of California at Davis School of Law. At the August, 1970 Annual Meeting of the House
of Delegates, provisional approval was granted to Southwestern University School of Law and to
Northwestern School of Law of Lewis and Clark College. Full approval was granted at same time to
Texas Tech University, School of Law; Florida State University, College of Law; and Arizona State
University, College of Law.

COMPARISON OF FALL 1970 ENROLLMENT WITH OTHER YEARS

The law school population for 1970 shows a remarkable growth over 1969. Enrollment in
approved schools grew 19.3% and in approved and unapproved schools 18.8% in this period. The
Fall 1970 enrollment for all schools reported totaled 85,580. The increase is detailed in the table
following:

Total Enrollment

ABA. Approved
Schools
43,685
39,626
35,634
34,423
35,015
35,792
37,949
38,833
39,144
39,631
40,381
41,499
44,805
49,552
54,265
59,744
62,556
64,406
62,779
68,386
82,041

Total Enrollment Total Enrollment
Non-A.B.A. Approved All Schools

Schools
9,340 53,025
7,984 47,610
5,642 41,276
4,916 39,339
4,550 39,565
4,555 40,347
3,939 41,888
3,438 42,271
3,502 42,646
3,876 43,507
3,314 43,695
3,513 45,012
3,858 48,663
4,881 54,433
5,548 59,813
5,313 65,057
5,565 68,121
5,926 70,332
5,783 68,562
3,646 72,032
3,987 86,028

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. Before one pursues a correspondence
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 regulations of the said state and any governmental agencies with
which one expects to secure employment. Correspondence law school graduates may take the bar
examinations only in California.

Year-

Fall

1950
1951
1952
1953
1954
1955
1956
1957
1958
1959
1960
1961
1962
1963
1964
1965
1966
1967
1968
1969
1970
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CLASS ATTENDANCE

At its August 1970 meeting the Council of the Section of Legal Education and Admissions to
the Bar adopted the following statement on class attendance by law students:

The question of the effect of a law school's attendance rules and their administration upon the
accreditation status and the status of its graduates is being raised with increasing frequency.
Therefore, the Council considers it appropriate and desirable to issue this statement on the subject.

The Standards of the American Bar Association for the Approval of Law Schools promulgated
by the House of Delegates specifies as the basic rule for approval that an approved school should
maintain a sound educational policy. The Standards further provide that the school's program for
full-time students shall require them "to pursue a course of study of three years' duration." ABA
Standard (1) (a) and (f). The Factors, promulgated by the Council of the Section of Legal Education
and Admissions to the Bar in interpreting the Standards, provide that in approving a particular law
school the Council will be interested in "the punctuality of student attendance and regularity of class
sessions." ABA Factor VIII (8).

The basic concern of the American Bar Association and its Council of the Section of Legal
Education and Admissions to the Bar is that an approved law school conduct a program of legal
education that is sound in form and in fact. The Council does not wish to interfere with or direct a
law school with respect to the disposition of individual cases or its administration of its rules. It is
with the substance of a law school's educational policies and program and not the form of their
statement or details of their administration that the Association and its Council is concerned.

Some fifty-four bar admitting authorities look to the American Bar Association and the Council
of its Section of Legal Education and Admissions to the Bar as the recognized national accrediting
agency for legal education. The rules and regulations of these jurisdictions require in one form or
another a stated number of hours of instruction and a stated period of study in residence.

The rules and regulations of the bar admitting authorities and the American Bar Association
Standards and Factors for the Approval of Law Schools contemplate that students attend classes
regularly. These rules further contemplate that the law school expect that its students attend
regularly the classes of the courses in which they are enrolled. The consistent disapproval by the
American Bar Association of correspondence legal education, and the requirement of at least 1080
hours of classroom instruction in law and of three years of resident study for the full-time student
and at least four years of resident study for the part-time student all imply regular class attendance.
These requirements plus the educational requirement for eligibility to take the bar examination are
premised on the assumption that the successful writing of an examination is not enough. There is, in
short, more to earning a law degree than the successful writing of law examinations. Class atten-
dance is deemed important for its own values. Any approach that makes class attendance immaterial
flies in the face of this basic assumption.

Appropriately the Standards or Factors do not specify how a law school should state that it
expects its students to attend class regularly and how it should enforce this expectation. There is, for
example, no requirement that attendance be taken in every session of a class. In short, the
Association and its Council wish to leave to the faculty and dean of each approved school the
selection of the means appropriate to its circumstances for securing compliance with its expectation
of regular attendance. However, the Council is concerned that some appropriate means are em-
ployed and that the student body is in regular attendance at the scheduled classes. The Council
would be gravely concerned, for example, if a law school's practices with respect to attendance and
taking of roll were such that a substantial number of students were, in fact, not attending their
scheduled classes with any reguarity and were in substance engaged in a form of correspondence
legal education. Furthermore, the bar admitting authorities would in these circumstances be entitled
to question whetherthe graduates of that school should continue to be recognized as graduates of an
approved school. The bar admitting authorities now properly leave to the law school faculties and
administrations the determination of which students should be awarded law degrees, assuming that
this trust will be faithfully discharged. To earn the continued confidence of these authorities, the law
schools must discharge their assumed responsibilities.
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PASS/FAIL GRADING BY UNDERGRADUATE COLLEGES

At its August 1970 meeting the Council of the Section of Legal Education and Admissions to
the Bar decided to endorse the following statement issued earlier by the Law School Admission Test

Council on the impact of pass/fail grading by undergraduate colleges upon the law school admissions
process.

The adoption by an increasing number of colleges and universities of passlfail or similar grading
s stems for some or all of their students' work has implications for the law school admissions
process. When a student with a transcript bearing such grades seeks to enter law school, law school
admissions committees will be deprived of data that has served them well in the past in making the
admissions decision. In the belief that college and university faculties and administrations who are
considering conversion of a conventional grading system to a pass/fail or some variant system may
be interested in the possible effect of such grading systems upon their graduates who seek admission
to law school, the Law School Admission Test Council issues this statement.

The Law School Admission Test (LSAT) was developed more than twenty years ago in
response to an expressed need of law schools for additional data upon which to base their admissions
decisions. Validity studies conducted over the years demonstrate the the LSAT score contributes
significantly to the prediction of an applicant's grades in law school and thus aids in the making of the

admissions decision. These studies show that the LSAT score and the undergraduate grade-point
average are the two best quantitative predictors. and that when they are used together they are better

than either used separately. College grades represent both academic competence and achievement;
the LSAT score largely indicates academic competence-the kind relevant to the study of law. The
academic achievement of an applicant for law school indicates the extent of his preparation and
motivation for the study of law. It is apparent, then, that college grades make a significant contribu-

tion to prediction of law school grades that is not supplied by the LSAT score.
Where an applicant for admission to law school submits a transcript in which all or virtually all

of his grades are on a passlfail basis, and submits no other indication of his level of achievement in
college, the admissions committee can make little specific use of his college work in predicting his
law school grades. This means that this prediction must be based on the LSAT score, even though

the committee would much prefer not to place sole reliance on the test scores in making this
prediction. Even when such a transcript is supplemented by a narrative evaluation of the applicant
by several of his teachers and deans, the committee can make only limited use of the college work in
predicting performance in law school. Like interviews, these evaluations give the committee some
help in making the admissions judgment, but they are largely helpful in deciding which risks to take
and which to reject.

Where the applicant for admission to law school submits a transcript containing some con-
ventional grades and some pass fail grades, the admissions committee can develop a grade-point

average for that portion of the student's college work bearing the conventional grades. However,
manN admissions officers will not feel justified in assigning to that average the conventional weight.
They may well assume that the student chose to receive a conventional grade in those courses in
which he gauged his probabilities for a premium grade to be good. This indicates that his grade-point

average so developed will overstate his academic competence and achievement as compared with the
average of a student whose grades are all conventional. Furthermore, the committee may reasonably
assume that the applicant did not make the same effort in the course graded on a passifail basis as he
did in those graded on the conventional basis. In short, a grade-point average based only upon the
limited part of a student's work in which conventional grades were assigned seems to overstate in a
compund way the student's general academic ability and achievement. Therefore, it is under-
standable that many admissions officers are already discounting such a grade-point average, and
discounting it more if there is a large proportion of passifail grades.
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The Council recognizes that the increased use of the' passfail grading system-or some variant
thereof-will mean that law school admissions committees and officers will place an increased
reliance upon the LSAT score, a greater reliance than either the Council or law school admissions
committee would like. The Council recognizes that there are many educational considerations to be
taken into account by the faculty and administration in determining the appropriate grading system
for that college or university. The Council, of course, respects the authority and judgment of the
college and university faculty and administration in making that decision. The Law School Admis-
sion Test Council offers this statement concerning the effect of pass/fail grades upon the proper
evaluation of a college graduate's application for admission to law school only in the hope that it may
be useful to college faculties and administrations in determining what grading system to use.
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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 responsibilities 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 represent 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.

1. BAR EXAMINERS

1. Qualifications. A bar examiner should be a practicing attorney with scholarly 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 continuity of policy, but there should be sufficient rotation jn
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, thorough and diligent
in learning the methods, problems and progress of legal education, 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, judgement and moral stamina in refusing to recommend applicants who lack adequate
general and professional preparation or who lack good moral character.

6. Adverse Influence, 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 judgement may be swayed by improper considerations.

I1. ELIGIBILITY OF APPLICANTS

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

i11. MORAL CHARACIER

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

I 1. Law Student Registration. Applicants should be required to register with the appropriate
bar examining authority at the earliest feasible time after commencement of law study.

12. Iuvestigation. Each applicant should be required to file a complete questionnaire. 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 war-
ranted. Each state should use the investigating services of the National Conference of Bar Exam-
iners in checking the character of an attorney-applicant seeking admission 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. Nece, .sirv 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 under terms and conditions equivalent to those
applicable to all other candidates for bar admission.

15. Number of and Times for Examination s. The number of bar examinations in each jurisdic-
tion 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 applicant's classroom work in law school. The writte eyamination should cover not
more than six three-hour sessions, or their equivalent.

16. Purpose of Examination. The bar examination should test applicant's ability to reason
logically, to analyze accurately the problems presented to him, and to demonstrate a thorough
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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 growing and recognized importance,
the emphasis should be upon the basic and fundamental 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 Examiners 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 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 Jor 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.

22. Expert Graders. The bar examining authority may utilize the services of trained expert
graders.

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

VI. ADMINISTRATION

24. Administrative Assistance. The bar examining authority should be provided 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



58 1970 REVIEW OF LEGAL EDUCATION

the legal profession 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 period-
ically 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 available to discuss
general problems of purposes, policies and procedures of the examination with applicants.

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


