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THE IOWA LAWREVIEW. ORIGINS AND MODELS

At the beginning of the twentieth century, legal education, like all
forms of professional education, was the subject of great and active debate.
Legal education was only beginning to find a home in universities; much
legal training continued to occur at the knee of a judge or in the office of a
local lawyer. The educational program offered by universities, too, was out of
step with the then-current progressive thinking, for it remained steeped in
the classical tradition of treatise and lecture, abstracted from the law's
application to real social and economic problems and not connected with
the practical thinking skills demanded of a lawyer in America's twentieth
century economic, social, and legal system.
Clearly, professional education had to be improved, and bringing legal
education into universities was seen as a major means of doing so. The exact
form the educational program should take, however, was a matter of
considerable dispute. A report advocating diversity in educational
approaches and types of law schools, with some retaining the classical
approach and others more clinical and case-based approaches, failed to gain
credibility.' A new approach had been developed at Harvard, however-the
case method. Without any national consensus among educators about the
form that university-based legal education should take, a model for sound
legal education was unofficially adopted. Follow Harvard!
The Iowa Law School bore the imprint of Harvard almost from its
beginning. When Eugene Wambaugh came to the Iowa faculty from
Harvard in 1889, Iowa became one of the early schools to adopt the case
method of teaching pioneered by Chrisopher Columbus Langdell at
Harvard. And when Herbert Goodrich came to Iowa from Harvard twentyfive years later in 1914, he responded readily to Professor Percy Bordwell's
proposal to reestablish the Iowa Law Bulletin and serve as its Editor-inCharge.
The time was ripe for a new journal. Emlin McClain had just returned
from the Supreme Court of Iowa to serve as the Law School's Dean. From
1891 to 1900, duringJudge McClain's prior tenure as a faculty member, the
Law School had published'a Bulletin. According to Dean Ladd, the original
Bulletin had been
widely recognized in its day and represented an early urge on the
part of the Iowa Law School to contribute to the literature of the
law. This early publication was quite different from law reviews of
today. It contained listings of leading cases classified under the
different phases of a subject, and much of the writing consisted of
hypothetical cases and, analytical studies in the various subjects of

1.

SUSAN K. BOYD, THE ABA's FIRST SECTION, ASSURING A QUALIFIED BAR 25-27 (1993).
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the law. The Bulletin reflected a period of transition in legal
education from a reliance upon treatises and textbooks to an
emphasis upon situational studies and cases.'
The new Bulletin was inaugurated in January of 1915. In the
introduction to its first issue, the new Bulletin acknowledged its predecessor:
While the old series of the Bulletin was published by the faculty of
the College of Law, the new series is edited by the faculty and
students. The student board is made up of men of high rank
chosen from the juniors and Seniors of the Law College. The Notes
and Recent Cases which appear in this number are due to their
efforts. Members of the faculty assist with criticisms and
suggestions, but the work is that of the student board.
The Bulletin does not purport to be a review of current decisions
throughout the common law world, nor even of the important
cases decided in the United States. This field it believes to be
carefully and adequately covered by older publications. Its efforts
are to be directed to a narrower field of law, that of this state....
Without in the least suggesting that its statement will be the last
word on any legal subject, the Bulletin hopes that it may be of
service not only to the students of this College of Law, but to the
bar of the state as well.:
Explicit directions were given to the members of the student editorial
board. Everyone was assigned to read select cases from the Northwestern
Reporter, the Supreme Court Reporter, and the Federal Reporter.4 The instructions
stressed Iowa cases. At a mandatory group meeting, members reported on
cases and were assigned important ones for a preliminary written report. If a
topic was deemed promising, the student was expected to develop a first
draft of a case or note. The draft would be reviewed by a faculty member in
whose area the subject fell, and thereafter the student would do further
work as suggested by the faculty member.
"Always look for Iowa cases" was the Bulletin's guiding premise. It was a
goal honored even then, and surely since, as much in the breach as in the
promise. Iowa developments were not ignored, but the reporting horizon
has always been broader.

2. Mason Ladd, The Iowa Law Review: Maturity of Ffty Years, 50 IOwA L. REV. 5, 6 (1964).
3. Editorial, 1 IowA L. REv. 29, 29 (1915).
4. Letter from Herbert F. Goodrich, Editor-in-Charge, Iowa Law Review, to Editor, Iowa
Law Bulletin (date unknown) (on file with the Iowa Law Review).
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THE IOWA LAW OR MORE

In 1925, the Bulletin became the Iowa Law Review. In announcing the

change, it was stressed that the purpose of the periodical would remain "'to
present scientifically the law of Iowa."' 5 Faith in the application of
knowledge to practical problems thus continued, as did the focus on Iowa.
While "occasionally an article of general scope will appear," the Law Review
announced, in the main "the Review will direct its efforts to a narrow field of
law, that is, the law of the state."6
According to Dean Ladd, the Iowa limitation was immediately
disregarded, as it had been from the very beginning of the new Bulletinand as it would be thereafter and to the present. 7 Throughout its history, the
Iowa Law Review has paid attention to Iowa cases and to topics growing out of
Iowa law. However, the near-exclusive focus on Iowa law promised by the
newly named Iowa Law Review would never be realized-a fact that caused
frustration for and criticism from many generations of Iowa lawyers, but that
also contributed to the ever-increasing national presence and reputation of
the Iowa College of Law.
In 1933, the Law Review set a national precedent. Dean Hines would
later observe, with understandable pride, that
the legal symposium was introduced to legal scholarship through
the fertile imagination of then faculty advisor, Professor Paul Sayre.
Sayre's brilliant idea of combining the talents of a number of
outstanding legal scholars to write about different aspects of a
common theme was immediately successful, and was emulated
by... other legal periodical[s].8
The first symposium focused on administrative law and included
contributions from Felix Frankfurter and John Henry Wigmore. 9 A
symposium on an issue of national importance marked most subsequent

volumes until the late 1960s.
The continuing vitality of the Law Review manifested thirty-five years
later in 1968 with the inauguration of the "Contemporary Studies Project."1 °
Unlike the symposia, the Contemporary Studies Projects were large-scale,
often interdisciplinary research projects undertaken by the Law Review

5. Note, The Iowa Law Review, 11 IoWA L. REV. 66, 66 (1925) (quoting Editorial, supra
note 3, at 29).
6. Id. at 67.
7. Ladd, supranote 2, at 7 (reviewing the history of the Iowa Law Review).
8.

N. William Hines, The Iowa Law Review: A Tradition of Excellence, 75 IOWA L. REV. 821,

822 (1990).
9.
Symposium, A Symposium on Administrative Law Based upon Legal Writings 1931-33, 18
IOwAL. REV. 129 (1933).
10.
The first Contemporary Studies Project was Juvenile Delinquency in Iowa, 53 IOWA L.
REV. 1119 (1968).
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editors and staff. They typically involved an empirical investigation of the
operation of an institution or legal process, conducted by a team of Law
Review student writers and supervised by a student editor. The projects were
major efforts that often spanned more than a single year, so they were not
published on a regular schedule.
Like the symposia first developed by the Iowa Law Review, the
Contemporary Studies Projects became the stimulus for interdisciplinary
projects of similar character at other law reviews throughout the country.
Many of the Iowa Law Review's projects received national attention and
significantly affected legislative, executive, and judicial reforms in Iowa and
elsewhere.'
III. FACULTY ADVISORS AND STUDENT EDITORIAL RESPONSIBILITY

Professor Goodrich was always the Bulletin's advocate. He took great
pride in the students' work and went to some lengths to bring the Bulletin to
the attention of a wider audience. He once wrote, for example, to an
Arkansas Supreme Court Justice recommending for consideration the
treatment of a case report involving "the liability of the seller of food. " " He
also replied to critical comments on student work published in the Bulletin.
In one such reply to Judge Scott Mason Ladd of the Iowa Supreme Court,
Professor Goodrich thanked the judge for his "discriminating estimate of
our Law Bulletin work."' 3 He then spoke of the challenge of developing
writers only to have them graduate when they are doing good work. He
admitted that the Bulletin was not always right, but gently and wisely
concluded, "After all, the most valuable part of such a comment is to
stimulate thought 4and if the view taken is well worked out the effort seems
worth the doing."'
The masthead of Volume 21, published after the Bulletin had become
the Iowa Law Review, carries the following note:
Entering its twenty-first year of publication, the Iowa Law Review
takes a place among those law reviews of the country which follow
the Harvard system of complete student editorial responsibility.

For example, the Contemporary Studies Project published in April of 1970, Facts and
11.
FallaciesAbout Iowa Civil Commitment, 55 IowA L. REV. 895 (1970), led to the wholesale revision,
in 1975, of Iowa's civil commitment laws. Two studies, A Comparison of Iowans' Dispositive
Preferences with Selected Provisions of the Iowa and Uniform Probate Codes, 63 IowA L. REV. 1041
(1978), and The Iowa Small Claims Court: An EmpiricalAnalysis, 75 IOWA L. REV. 433 (1990), have
been widely cited and relied upon in law review articles and by courts throughout the country.
12. Letter from Herbert F. Goodrich, Editor-in-Charge, Iowa Law Review, to Edgar A.
McCulloch, Justice, Supreme Court of Arkansas (Nov. 4, 1920) (on file with the Iowa Law
Review).
13. Letter from Herbert F. Goodrich, Editor-in-Charge, Iowa Law Review, to Scott Mason
Ladd,Justice, Supreme Court of Iowa (Feb. 26, 1920) (on file with the Iowa Law Review).
14. Id.
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Election to the Review comes as an honor bestowed for
demonstrated legal scholarship and affords unsurpassed
opportunity for intensive training in original legal research and
thought. The adoption in its entirety of the policy of student
editing makes available this opportunity in fullest measure, while by
the same token insuring15 the publication of a Review of maximum
service to the profession.
The faculty advisor's chief responsibility has been to preserve and build
upon this firm tradition of student control. Every faculty advisor since Judge
Goodrich has been a counselor to, and an advocate for, the Iowa Law Review.
There have been twenty faculty advisors to date. Each of them has played a
unique and changing role in the life of the Iowa Law Review, sometimes
shaping it, often defending it, and always viewing it from the inside-but as
an observer, not a participant. For the faculty who have served in this
capacity, it has been a labor of love, not a source of influence or fame. 16
Their recollections give us a unique account of the history of the Iowa Law
Review.
FRANK STRONG (1934-1937). Frank Strong came to the Iowa faculty
directly upon his graduation from the Yale Law School, where he had served
as Editor-in-Chief of the Yale Law JoumaL He remained at Iowa for only
three years, from 1934 to 1937, before leaving to join the faculty at Ohio
State University, where he later became Dean. In Frank Strong's tenure as
faculty advisor, the Iowa Law Review moved from faculty to student control,
after the Harvard, Yale, and Columbia (HYC) pattern. The following is his
account by year:
1934-35: The Review is directed by the Faculty Advisor. Student
officers are elected but they have little authority. Lead articles are
the responsibility of the Advisor. Case editors assign recent cases
for review but they attempt no intellectual exchange with the
student writers nor do they exercise authority to reject the written
product. The student writer proceeds under the direction of a
Faculty member whose decision on publication is final. Topics for
longer student writing-Comments-are handled in the same
fashion. I begin to describe how under the HYC system the Case
Editors engage in spirited exchange with the student writers
reporting to them and decide whether their products are of a
quality to be recommended to the Editor-in-Chief for publication.
However, the Case Editors are hesitant to exercise much of this
authority. The Editor-in-Chief has little responsibility with respect

15. Notes, The Iowa Law Review, 21 IOwA L. REV. 91, 91 (1936).
16. See infra, An Annotated Chronology of the Iowa Law Review, for a full listing of faculty
advisors, as well as other highlights in the journal's history.
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to lead articles and exercises little reviewing power over student
writing.
1935-36: This is a transition year in which elected members of the
Review begin to understand the HYC model and accept it in
practice. However, there is no challenge to decisions of faculty
members on the merits of student writing, nor ofjudgments by the
Faculty Advisor with respect to any aspect of the operation.
1936-37: [The student editors rejected two student Comments
approved by faculty members.] A Faculty meeting is called. There is
tension in the room although no impoliteness. My adrenaline runs
high in defending Garigues and Kindig [the student editors]. The
issue was clear: this is what is meant by student control of a journal.
I cannot recall how the meeting ended but faculty editing and
direction was ended and the Iowa Law Review came of age.
WILLARD M. WIRTZ (1937-1939). Bill Wirtz succeeded Frank Strong,
both on the Iowa faculty and as the Law Review's advisor. Bill came to Iowa
straight from the Harvard Law School, where he had been Treasurer of the
Harvard Law Review as a student. He stayed at Iowa for just two years, after
which he moved to Chicago to become a member of the Northwestern
faculty and, shortly thereafter, to join the Roosevelt Administration during
World War II. He served as the United States Secretary of Labor from 1962
to 1969.
Faculty opinion at the Iowa Law School regarding the
"independence" of the law review was still divided in the late 193 0s.
As "faculty advisor" (part of the job description of each successive
incoming member of the faculty), I could count on receiving, when
a new issue (there were four a year) emerged, a complaint from
some senior colleague about some piece of student work (about 50
pages in each issue) not measuring up to standard and
expectation. And it wasn't to happen again[.]
Two forces operated in 1937-39 to accelerate transition to
unimpeded student handling of the review. One was a succession
of remarkable review officers. Refreshing my memory only a little
bit 60 years later I think of Harry Wilmarth (older and wiser than I
was), Lowell Kindig, William Hoffman, Erwin Buck, Glen Harlan,
and Harvey Uhlenhopp as among the most competent of what are
now the hundreds of students I have known. They tolerated the
faculty advisor graciously. No "interference" issue ever arose.
The other cleansing influence was Dean Wiley Rutledge's strong
persuasion that the [Iowa Law Review] 's primary importance was
the learning experience it afforded the school's best students. I
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remember his saying once something to the effect that "[W]hat
goes into the law review is more important than what comes out."
Although the dichotomy wouldn't stand up under crossexamination, its point is clear and right.
I remember in this connection our looking together once at the
masthead of Volume One (1887-1888) of the HarvardLaw Review.
The list of editors included Samuel Williston, Joseph H. Beale,
Julian W. Mack, John J. McKelvey, and John Henry Wigmore. We
mused about the obviously unanswerable question whether that
flagship law review was so notably successful because of the
extraordinarily talented young men who launched it or whether
their experience as co-editors contributed in substantial measure to
their subsequent achievements and recognition.
Conscientious as he was, Wiley Rutledge felt deep concern about
the fact that the law review experience was limited to so few
students, arguably to those least in need of it. Considering writing
the best stimulant to thinking, and counting the interplay between
students' minds more constructive than reading casebooks and...
classroom listening, the dean talked often about broadening the
law review opportunity. As well as I can remember, these thoughts
never got beyond the difficulties of dissuading faculty members
from the notion that their own writing was more important than
that of their students, which is another flawed but suggestive
dichotomy.
In the spring of 1939 (as I remember it now), the Iowa Law Review
editors arranged and hosted a three-day conference of the
members of all Big Ten law reviews. Participation in both the
formal and informal sessions of that conference was a remarkable
experience and I guess I still believe, contrary to history, that it
should have marked the establishing of a tradition in the law review
world.
I think of being Wiley Rutledge's emissary to the Iowa Law Review,
Volumes 23 and 24, as a pinnacle in my own education. 1
FRANK KENNEDY (1946-1951). Frank Kennedy came to Iowa as an
Instructor and Assistant Professor in 1940, immediately upon his graduation
from the Washington University Law School, in St. Louis, where he had
been the Editor-in-Chief of the Washington University Law Quarterly. He would
later receive an S.J.D. from Yale in 1953. In 1942, Frank left the Iowa law

17. Letter from Willard Wirtz, former Faculty Advisor, Iowa Law Review, to Willard L.
Boyd, President, The Field Museum (July 17, 1996) (on file with the Iowa Law Review).
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faculty to join the Roosevelt Administration in Washington,
to serve in the armed forces. He returned to the Iowa faculty
Professor in 1946, when he also became the Law Review's
Kennedy thus continued the pattern started with Goodrich
faculty members serve as advisor to the Law Review.

and thereafter
as an Associate
advisor. Frank
of having new

I think it is fair to say that my experience as faculty advisor of the
Law Review in 1946-51 was the most enjoyable of all my years of
teaching. I had closer contact with the students who were the
writers and editors of the Review than I ever had with students in
my classes and seminars. And of course the... writers and editors
were the cream of the crop during their years of service on the
Review. I was privileged to have an office whose door was almost
directly across the hall from the door to the offices of the Law
Review editors. There were no "office hours," and there was
constant interchange between me and the editors seven days a
week for twelve months of the year. Although we published only
four issues of the Review each year, there was never a lull in the
conversation. The conversation of course included politics and
athletics and family problems, but the dominant theme of most of
the talk in the offices and hall between related to questions that
arose out of work on the Law Review.
I can recall many discussions of the standards for appointment as
editorial officers and recognition in the review as contributors.
Should a Note count as the equivalent of two case comments? How
should the work of a student as a research assistant or as a
collaborator with a faculty member or another student in the
writing of a published contribution be accorded the proper weight
in assigning credit on the masthead? These matters were always of
considerable importance to the students, and I recall that their
resolution was sometimes time-consuming. I do not, however, recall
any ill feeling on the part of the students that developed from
decisions made about appointments of officers and recognition in
the Review. I think there must have been records kept of the policy
determinations [m]ade from time to time in naming officers,
editors, and contributors to the Review, but I have not found any
copies of such records in my papers. So far as I can recall, the
selection of Law Review officers and editors was left to the Faculty
Advisor and the incumbent officers, editors, and writers. I cannot
recall any faculty discussion of these matters, although I am sure
that I frequently conferred with the Dean about such matters and
less often with individual faculty members, particularly Lee Tunks,
Robert Hunt, Leo Levin, and [Sandy Boyd].
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The tradition of publishing one symposium each year was
established before my time. The student editors were not involved
in selecting a symposium topic. The choice was a result of an
informal consensus developed during the year before the
symposium was to be published. The symposium topics during the
years 1946-51 were as follows: 1946-47, Regional Planning and
Development; 1947-48, State Administrative Procedure; 1948-49;
Agricultural Law; 1949-50; National Health Insurance; 1950-51, [a
symposium honoring Dean and Justice] Wiley Rutledge. The last
symposium was published jointly with the Indiana Law Review. Lee
Tunks' influence was dominant in the selection for 1948-49, and I
think he was influential in connection with the selection for the
previous year. Mason Ladd strongly supported the choice for 194849. He joined with Percy Bordwell in supporting the choice of the
Rutledge symposium. I do not recall how the choice for 1949-50
was made.
Bob Hunt was a particularly strong supporter of the Law Review
during his tenure at Iowa. His office was convenient to the Law
Review offices, and he was a kind of unofficial Advisor of the Review
along with me. He had been an officer on the Yale Law Journalstaff,
and he enjoyed participating in the discussions of the cases and the
issues that the Law Review editors and writers were working on.
Philip Tone, editor-in-chief of the Review in 1947-48, was awarded a
Sterling Fellowship at Yale in 1948, received an appointment as law
clerk to Justice Wiley Rutledge in 1949-50, and thereafter became
an associate ofJenner & Block in Chicago. Phil, along with Donald
Shaw, his successor as editor-in-chief of the Law Review, Duane
(Bud) Vieth, who became editor-in-chief in the fall of 1948, and
other officers of the Law Review staff in the late [1940s] blazed the
way for Iowa [L]aw graduates to obtain access to appointments in
metropolitan law firms. Their experience on the Review opened the
doors to professional opportunities not easily available to Iowa
[L] aw graduates in earlier years.
A fortunate development in the late forties was the commencement
of a relationship between the Law Review and United States District
Judge Henry Graven. The judge regularly appointed each year an
alumnus of the Law Review staff of writers and editors as a law clerk
for a year, and the law clerk wrote a note for publication in the
Review. Donald Lay, who was an officer on the editorial board of
the Law Review in 1950-51 and who became a judge of the Court of
Appeals of the [Eighth] Circuit in 1966, has carried on the
tradition of selecting alumni of the Iowa Law Review staff as law
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clerks and animating them to write notes and articles for
publication in the Law Review.
In the fifties I began to offer to second- and third-year students at
Iowa a seminar on Current Supreme Court Decisions. The students
chose a case on the current Supreme Court docket as a subject for
special study and the basis for an opinion or possibly two opinions
(majority and dissenting) anticipating the Supreme Court's
ultimate disposition. This seminar was an adaptation of the annual
familiarization process for the Law Review candidates as they
entered the competition for membership on the Law Review staff.
Don Lay, who went through this process at Iowa, [adopted] and
adapted it at Creighton where he conducted a seminar as an
adjunct professor[.] Susan Boyd, as editor of Syllabus, arranged for
the publication of Don Lay's description of his seminar in the
AALS news journal.
The Law Review alumni became a kind of fraternity at Iowa, and the
members gathered every year after homecoming games, joined by
Charles Davidson[, Sandy Boyd] and me as faculty advisors, past
and current. Publication in the Iowa Law Review was a sufficient
credential that assured mutual respect.
My memory on such matters as eligibility requirements and
academic credit is unreliable at this late date. The overriding
memory is that the students who wrote for the Law Review stamped
themselves as conscientious, talented, and energetic scholars,
distinguishable from the students who did not write for the Review,
including those whose grades made them eligible but who did not
seize the opportunity. The challenge of writing for Law Review
enabled them to prove their mettle. The records of their
professional and public lives over the course of the past four
decades are dramatic evidence of the value of the opportunity
afforded by the Law Review to the students having the ability and
determination to accept the challenge."'
CHARLES DAVIDSON (1950-1954). Charles Davidson joined the Iowa
faculty in 1950, having graduated from the Ohio State Law School in 1949,
where he wrote for the Ohio State Law Journal, and having received his
Masters in Law in 1950 from the University of Michigan. Charles remained a
member of the Iowa faculty throughout his career, serving also in both
formal and informal capacities as a trusted and valued advisor to University
of Iowa presidents.
18.

Letter from Frank R. Kennedy, former Faculty Advisor, to Willard Boyd, President,

The Field Museum (July 4, 1996) (on file with the Iowa Law Review).
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During my term as faculty advisor to the Iowa Law Review, student
control and student responsibility were clearly expressed and
emphasized. Editors were assured that I would back them and
defend them if ever a need was felt. A major ground rule was that
nothing would be published which I had not seen; this on the
theory that one can hardly defend what is unknown. Manuscripts
might be returned for more work (as many as four times), but
never with any suggestion to delete or alter content. Freedom and
responsibility were theirs and they knew it and therein lay much of
the superior value of the Law Review experience.
In the heyday of McCarthyism the editors wanted to publish a
student's book review of Whittaker Chambers' book, The Witness,
although the Iowa tradition had not included student work in the
Book Review section. Knowing full well the risk, the faculty advisor
made no attempt to dissuade [them]. A very prominent Iowa
attorney and bar examiner severely and intemperately criticized the
Review, the writer and the law school. Through a series of letters the
faculty advisor defended [them]. Two comments: an amusing irony
is that the student thought by the critic to be a disloyal fellow
traveler at least, turned out to be one of the most politically
conservative lawyers in the country; and second, the critic, after the
passing of many years, extended his friendship to the law school
and even to the faculty advisor.
The United States had used statutory and administrative law during
World War II to control retail prices and to ration goods and
services in short supply. When the Law Review published a
symposium on the legal, economic and political lessons from the
great experiment, we were the target of criticism of a number of
Iowa lawyers, who regarded it as academic, theoretical, historical
and not relevant to the daily law practice in Iowa. However, the
Law Review sold more individual copies of this issue than ever
before. The Iowa Law Review found its way into many new libraries
and the editors really knew that theirs was a national law school
and that the nation and the world were their audience.
Dean Jefferson B. Fordham was usually well informed and richly
experienced in the world of law reviews, having started and
rejuvenated and nurtured several of them. While Dean at Penn in
the 1950's, he led an informal faculty conversation about law
reviews with emphasis on the level and extent of student control,
during which I described the Iowa situation as I experienced it.
Dean Fordham said he knew of no law review anywhere which gave
more autonomy to students than did Iowa. I took that as an
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accolade. What could possibly be better preparation for life in the
profession? 9
WILLARD L. BoYD (1954-1964). Sandy Boyd came to the Iowa faculty in
1954, having graduated from the Minnesota Law School, where he wrote for
and served as Note Editor of the Minnesota Law Review, and thereafter
practiced for a time in Minneapolis. Having been prepared by his
experience as faculty advisor for the Law Review, Sandy would become the
University's Academic Vice President in 1964, and five years later its
President. In 1982, Sandy retired as President of the University to become
the President of The Field Museum in Chicago. In 1996, he returned to the
Iowa Law School faculty.
I became a member of the Iowa Law Faculty in the fall of 1954.
Half of my time was allocated to being the faculty advisor of the
Iowa Law Review. I came to that position with enthusiasm because of
my experience at the University of Minnesota. At Minnesota,
writing for the Minnesota Law Review was the most significant
educational experience of the school. If you were eligible by grades
to write for the Review, you were expected to do so. If you chose not
to do so, there was much pressure applied by the faculty.
In the fall of 1954, I found a splendid Iowa Law Review editorial
board. There [was], however, [one thing] that concerned me....
Student writers only wrote two pieces and those in their second
year. If you were not selected for staff, you did not write in the third
year of law school. At Iowa you received a Law Review writing
certificate for 3 points while Minnesota required 6 points. I wanted
to increase the writing requirement immediately but felt that there
needed to be some compromise so we only moved the writing
requirement up to 5. In order to enlist third-year writers, we filled
faculty research assistantships with persons who had been eligible
for staff but were not selected.
During the years that I served as faculty advisor, the volume of
student writing increased dramatically. I considered the leading
articles section to be of lesser importance than the student writing
both in terms of quality and quantity.
We experienced no financial problems with the Law Review because
Dean Ladd took the position with the University administration
that the Law Review served the Iowa State Bar in the same way that

19.

Letter from Charles Davidson, former Faculty Advisor, Iowa Law Review, to Willard L.

Boyd, President, The Field Museum (July 19, 1996) (on file with the Iowa Law Review).
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the extension
bulletins at Iowa State served the agricultural
2
community. 1
My experience as faculty advisor of the Iowa Law Review has been
the most satisfying professional experience in my lifetime. I was
much impressed by the students who wrote and the excellent staff.
There was very little friction between the staff and the faculty
advisor and the faculty. Even though I read everything that went
through the Law Review, I never caused anything to be deleted
unless I felt that it was inaccurate. The faculty were generous with
their time in working with the comments and note writers. All
citations were read by the staff as well as Bluebook-ed by them.
As a result
of my Law Review experience, I have been a life long
21
editor.

JAMES MEEKS (1964-1969). Jim Meeks joined the Iowa faculty in 1964,
having graduated from the Columbia Law School, where he wrote for the
Columbia Law Review and served for a year as a law clerk to Judge Carl
McGowan of the United States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia
Circuit. Jim remained on the Iowa faculty until 1978, serving as Associate
Dean from 1974 to 1976. In 1978, he became Dean of the Ohio State Law
School, where he now teaches as a member of the faculty.
The years from 1964 to 1969 saw very significant change in the Iowa
Law Review. In a period when education in general and legal
education in particular was changing dramatically, the Law Review
was no exception.
The 1964 academic year marked the publication of Volume 50.
Issue 1 commemorated this milestone with comments by Mason
Ladd, Frank Strong, and Professor Goodhart. That issue also
published one of the important links in the important series of
articles on the preclusion doctrine by Professor Vestal. The student
editors that year were an outstanding group entering practice all
over the country, including Conrad Welser, the editor-in-chief,
going into practice in Hawaii. Other noteworthy aspects of Volume
50 included an outstanding symposium on land use, with articles
from many of the outstanding names in property law. Percy
Bordwell's article on Common Law Scheme of Estates Revisited was

20. Extension bulletins are published by Iowa State University to provide Iowans
information concerning families, community, business, and farming. Iowa State University, Iowa
State University Extension, http://extension.iastate.edu/General/about.html.
21. Letter from Willard L. Boyd, President, The Field Museum, to Gregory Densen &

Randall Bezanson, The University of Iowa College of Law (July 2, 1996) (on file with the Iowa
Law Review).
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another of Percy's major contributions; this one at age 87. Issue
number 4 included an article by future faculty member, Ronald
Carlson, then in practice in Davenport. Finally, Issue 4 included a
memorial note for University President Virgil Hancher, who had
served as Editor for Volumes 8 and 9 of the Law Review.
Volume 51 continued the tradition of a symposium issue, this one
dealing with regulated, industries. Issue 4 was dedicated to Dean
Mason Ladd, upon his retirement from the Deanship. Again the
student editors found jobs with outstanding opportunities all over
the country. But as this author was reviewing these years, he was
struck by the fact that from each of the Law Review classes during
this period at least one or two went into law school teaching. For
example, Mike Martin, editor-in-chief for Volume 51 became a
Bigelow Fellow at the University of Chicago and then joined the
faculty at Fordham University, where he has served with distinction
since.
Volume 52 saw the beginnings of change. One was to expand the
number of issues from four to six. This was done, however, with the
expectation that the total number of printed pages would remain
about the same. The intent was to publish notes and comments in a
somewhat more timely fashion. This praiseworthy intent, however,
was frustrated for the first year by problems with the printer
publishing the Review. Issue one was delayed by several weeks due
to a mechanical breakdown. This ended up throwing the schedule
off for the entire year. The planned Copyright Symposium was
postponed until the next issue. The number of students eligible for
the Law Review was increasing and it became necessary to enlarge
the number of editorial officers. The editor-in-chief, John Rashke
also started each issue with a note from the editor, titled the
Editor's Desk, regarding the Review and its contents. This
innovation only lasted through the next Volume. More lasting was
an innovative plan to include more empirical research or other
special kinds of research financed in part by applications prepared
by the students to foundations or to other possible sources that
might be interested. Contemporary Studies Projects Editors were
added to the officer corps of the Review to plan and supervise these
projects. Fortunately, this innovation was very successful.
The first two Contemporary Studies Projects were published in
Volume 53-one dealing with our juvenile justice system and the
other with prison life and prisoner rights, the former funded by the
Walter Meyer Foundation and the latter funded by the State of
Iowa prison department. This Volume also saw the publication of
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two traditional symposia, the delayed copyright symposium and
one on international human rights. Interestingly, the experience
with these two symposia convinced the editors that the tradition of
having a symposium in each volume should not be continued.
Rather, symposia should be published when a good, timely topic
was available and outstanding authors could be found to write. This
partially reflected the advent of a number of specialized journals
springing up around the country that made it more difficult to
plan and execute an outstanding symposium issue, as had been the
tradition in the past. It is interesting to read now, several years
later, the commentary in the Editor's Desk by Editor-in-Chief John
Murray to introduce number 5 of Volume 53. His commentary
dealt with the role of academia in general, and particularly legal
academia in a time of significant societal change and student
dissent. While his words were restrained and balanced, clearly
reflected was a new era in higher educational philosophy. This year
also saw the publication of an index prepared by a student team for
Volumes 42-52.
Volume 54 contained many outstanding articles and student work,
as usual. The Contemporary Studies Project was an outstanding
review of Iowa eminent domain law, policy and administration. It
was funded by the Iowa State Bar Association. Many of the changes
that were occurring had budget implications. While the Law School
Administration throughout this period was very supportive, it was
also clear that some additional funding was going to have to be
added. With that in mind there was some experimentation with
pricing of the Review and in 1968 the decision was reached to sell to
the William Hein Company the entire inventory of back issues and
a continuing arrangement for that company to market back issues
in the future.
WILLIAM Buss (1969-1976; 1979-1982). Bill Buss joined the Iowa faculty
in 1967, having graduated from Harvard in 1960, where he wrote for the
HarvardLaw Review. After graduation from law school and before joining the
Iowa faculty, Bill clerked for Judge Bailey Aldrich of the First Circuit,
practiced law with a large firm in Boston, and taught at the Harvard
Graduate School of Education. He remains a member of the Iowa law faculty
today.
My impressions of [my] advising experience remain very strong,
though I find it surprisingly difficult to remember some of the
details. At the impressionistic level, what I remember is my sharing
with the student writers and editors a deep commitment to the
importance of the enterprise and an appreciation of the value of
the kind of work that was undertaken. My advice to students, then
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and now, when I am asked for my advice about the desirability of
"writing for the law review" has been based on this assessment: The
credential is valuable but not valuable enough alone to justify the
hard work involved; but the work itself can be extremely rewarding
both at the level of individual learning and at the level of jointly
participating in the production of a quality product.
I was always especially impressed with the seriousness with which
the selection of the successor Board of Editors was carried outincluding, not incidentally, the shared apprehension that the next
staff might not be up to the task. Contrary to the rules apparently
followed by some earlier faculty advisors, I played no role in
deciding who should be chosen. It was my position that grade point
averages and class-room performance were irrelevant, and I was
always very careful not to influence the students' evaluation of
eligible candidates in any way. I did act as a kind of
parliamentarian/moderator; I informed the students doing the
electing of past practices and traditions when that was relevant; and
my presence and comments were designed to reinforce the
students engaged in the selection process to concentrate on the
relevant qualities of the eligible candidates as determined by their
performance as second-year Law Review writers. The meetings were
held at my house, started before dinner, included dinner, and
often went very late into the evening or the next morning.
When I became the Faculty Advisor, the Law Review was in financial
difficulty, a problem which was solved with much help from then
Dean David Vernon (and, I believe, solved in part by discontinuing
a past practice of automatically sending copies to all members of
the Iowa Bar Association in exchange for a modest contribution). I
also remember that in the early years while I was advisor, there
were frequent problems with the printer, but, with the help ofJohn
Simmons and other people at the University of Iowa Press, those
problems gradually were worked out. I personally believed (and
believe still) that much of the value of the law review experience
for students required substantial student autonomy: taking and
exercising responsibility for both the intellectual output of the Law
Review and the management of the enterprise; and I always tried to
protect and encourage that autonomy. Much of my considerable
time spent as advisor was devoted to giving advice that mediated
the students' problems and their possible effect on the Law School
as an institution.
During my faculty advising years, the Law Review revised its system
for determining eligibility to write by eliminating any requirement
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based on a student's first year grade point average. [This was
accomplished in two stages: first, in the early 1970s, students who
did not qualify to write based on their grades were able to enter a
writing competition through which a limited additional group of
writers was selected; and second, in the early 1980s, the Law Review
went to an open competition, with everyone eligible to begin
writing. 22] Apart from the pedagogical justification for this change,
it is important to acknowledge that the change grew out of a period
of challenge to traditional institutional arrangements when there
was much alienation to all "establishments" and hostility to elitism.
The special relationships between faculty advisor and law review
advisees recounted by some of the earlier faculty advisors would be
regarded as unthinkable [favoritism] in today's world (or at least
the world of the 70s). The change in eligibility standards (not
initiated but approved by me) seemed right at the time; and it
continues to seem right to me although the net gain no longer
seems so clear. It has had the positive effect of opening the law
review experience to many students who would have been
excluded. It has also had the negative effect of encouraging some
students to aspire to write, and in fact to write, for one of the law
reviews even when it may not be in their best interest; and it has
had the negative effect of producing so many law review writers
that the value of the law review writing and editing experience is
diluted. There is some irony and, perhaps, some lesson in this: A
fundamental justification for the opening-up process was to give
more students the opportunity to have the "law review experience,"
but doing so may have had the unintended effect of giving the best
possible law review experience to no one.
During my faculty advising years, a change was made in the Law
Review reward system that is controversial among the faculty at the
present time. Under the system as it now works, writers and editors
receive academic credit for their law review work and [editors] are
also paid [a stipend] at the rate of student research assistants
(which means being paid as if they worked 10 hours a week even
though they habitually work many more hours). Interestingly
enough, the faculty decision to give Law Review editors and writers
additional academic credit for their work [and to give editors a
stipend for the time they remained in Iowa City working on the

22. This evolutionary process was extended to its present form (in which all students who
begin to write, rather than complete their writing, are considered members of the Law Review)
during Dean Matasar's tenure as faculty advisor (see infra). Until that later change, all students
were free to begin writing but would not be considered members of the Law Review until they
had completed their work successfully.
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Review over the summer] was made in 1970 when Randy Bezanson
was the Editor in Chief of the Law Review. Randy was a guest
participant at the decision-making faculty meeting and later, as a
member of the Iowa law faculty, became my successor (and
predecessor) as Faculty Advisor. I know at the time of this change,
there was a very strong view held by the Iowa Law Review Editors in
Chief and editorial board members that this double (academic and
financial) reward [for editors-who (at that time) had to forego
four or five weeks of summer employment to work on the Review--]
was justified by the kind and quantity of work produced and that it
was necessary in order to attract an adequate number of well
qualified students to write for the Law Review and to serve as
members of the Board of Editors.
The changes described in the two preceding paragraphs were
entirely contrary to my own experience as a member of the Harvard
Law Review, and thus contrary to my intuition; yet I became
convinced that these new policies were desirable for Iowa at the
time they were adopted. Although these changes applied only to
the Iowa Law Review at the time they were made, they have
subsequently been applied to newly created law reviews at Iowa
and, to some extent, to other student organizations.
Acting as Faculty Advisor to the Iowa Law Review was a fulfilling
experience for me and created many relationships with students
that I continue to treasure.23
RANDALL BEZANSON (1976-1979). Randy Bezanson joined the faculty in
1973. He graduated from the Iowa Law School in 1971, having served as
Editor-in-Chief of the Iowa Law Review in 1970-1971. Following his
graduation from the Law School and before joining the faculty in 1973,
Randy clerked in Washington, D.C., for Judge Roger Robb of the D.C.
Circuit and Justice Harry A. Blackmun of the U.S. Supreme Court. Randy
became a vice president of the University in 1979, returning to teach at the
law school in 1985. In 1988, he became Dean of the Washington & Lee
University School of Law in Virginia, where he remained until 1996, when
he returned once again to the faculty of the Iowa Law School.

My time as faculty advisor was brief and was not, as I recall, marked
by any important new policies or developments. The opening up of
student eligibility to write was already underway, with a writing
competition serving to leaven the unforgiving former policy of

23. Letter from William Buss, former Faculty Advisor, Iowa Law Review, and Professor,
The University of Iowa College of Law, to Randy Bezanson, Professor, The University of Iowa
College of Law (Aug. 23, 1996) (on file with the Iowa Law Review).
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selecting writers only on the basis of first year grades. Movement
toward further liberalization was in the air-and received my
encouragement-but I do not think the important step of going to
a full write-on system was implemented before I stepped down as
advisor. But I recall encouraging the Review to consider taking that
step by adopting a system under which all second year students
could begin to write if they wished, but with the understanding that
there would be a series of clear deadlines that, if missed, would end
their writing for the Review, and that qualitative judgments would
also be made by the editorial staff that could result in a student's
being removed from the writing rolls. It seemed to me that such a
system, while staff intensive for a period at the beginning of each
year, would ultimately winnow the group down to the best
researchers and writers who were clearly dedicated to the task.
Grades are a reasonable, but imperfect, surrogate for that.
I am, I believe, the only advisor who had previously served as the
Editor-in-Chief of the Review. Bill Buss had been the advisor when I
was the editor, and it was Bill whom I succeeded as advisor. As a
consequence, perhaps, I found Bill's approach to the faculty
advisor's job worthy of emulation. Like Bill, I felt quite strongly that
the Review's central value was the education of the student
participants, and that an important aspect of the educational
experience was the autonomy and editorial independence of the
Review from the faculty. As faculty advisor Bill Buss let me know that
he was there to help if needed, but that he had no interest in
supervising the editorial decisions of the staff or interfering in
other ways in the Review's work. We were free to make our own
mistakes, and we exercised that freedom on more than one
occasion.
As faculty advisor, I believed strongly that the student's education
(writers and staff alike) was the principal function of the Review;
that if the educational experience were good, the quality and
reputation of the Review would improve; that assuring close
editorial supervision by the [third-] year staff, coupled with
rigorous standards, was essential to this function; that my
responsibility as advisor was to help maintain and build upon the
traditions of editorial supervision and high standards, but not to
supply them myself; and that as to specific editorial decisions
(accept this article or not, for example) my role was to protect the
Review's independence from the faculty. This was a continuation of
Bill Buss's philosophy, and perhaps an extension of it, shaped no
doubt by my then-recent experience as the Review's Editor-in-Chief
(1970-71). Ironically, I thus felt free to critique and cajole (always
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privately with the editor) because the Review knew that I would
protect its independence-even from me.
I recall relatively few specifics of my three years as advisor. One
incident I do recall, however, involved the Review's decision to
decline publication of an article submitted to it by a member of the
faculty. I had been made aware of the situation by at least one
colleague who had spoken to me, expressing concern that the
Review would arrogate to itself the power to judge the quality of a
faculty member's work. Shortly thereafter the editor came to see
me. I was advised of the Review's decision and the seriousness with
which it had been made, and [I was] invited to review the
manuscript and offer my own view. I informed the editor that the
Review's decision, mistaken or not, would not be interfered with by
anyone, that my responsibility was to assure that this was so, and
that I had no interest in reviewing the manuscript and venturing
any opinion.
I was confident that the Review's decision had been made with care
and on the proper kinds of grounds, and that this being so I would
compromise the educational value of the Review were I to lift the
burden of the decision from the editorial staff's shoulders.
When I was again approached by a colleague who was upset by the
Review's decision, I simply informed the colleague that the
rightness or wrongness of the decision was beside the point, and
that as faculty advisor I could tolerate no effort by members of the
faculty to influence the Review's decision on behalf of a colleague.
Any other resolution would have to come from the full faculty. The
matter ended there. I have no doubt that this is but one of many
instances in which faculty advisors have responded similarly.
I also believe that it was during the 1976-79 period that the first
woman student was selected as Editor-in-Chief. She was Susan
Casamassimo, an extremely able editor who helped the Review
break through a number of other barriers in the years that
followed.
The only other notable development during my tenure as advisor
was a change in the cover (from brown to black with white
lettering). I recall kidding the staff that changes in the cover design
were usually given the greatest attention by the editors, but had the
least consequence. They did not care to hear that, of course. I had
to admit, however, that the earlier, brown cover had been
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introduced during my tenure as Editor-in-Chief, and that the new
24
design was a marked improvement (even if it was a bit flashy).
RICK MATASAR (1982-1991). Rick Matasar came to the Iowa Law School
in 1980. He graduated from the Pennsylvania Law School in 1977, having
served as the Research and Writing Editor of the Pennsylvania Law Review.
Between 1977 and 1978, he clerked for Judge Rosen of the Third Circuit
and practiced law in Washington, D.C. In 1991, Rick left the Iowa faculty to
become the Dean of the Chicago-Kent Law School, and in 1996, he moved
to Florida to become the Dean of the University of Florida Law School in
Gainesville. He is now the Dean of New York Law School.

No one is more arrogant than a young faculty member, fresh from
the practice of law at a fancy law firm, federal clerkship, and
leadership role on the law review of a prestigious law school. Such
young faculty members know very little, but they know it with a
certainty and a burning desire to impose it on others. I was once
just such a young faculty member, and I can recall my
conversations with the Law Review's editors even today, telling them
how we did it at dear old Penn, making "little" suggestions to
completely alter Law Review traditions, and complaining about
timeliness and quality. I can't recall a single editor who agreed with
a single suggestion, but they did get a kick out of someone they
could get interested in the arcane lore of "that's" versus "which's"
and dangling whatevers.
Thus, it should have come as no surprise to me that Bill Hines
would ask me to put my money where my mouth was. "Rick," he
said, "you seem to have taken great pleasure in telling Law Review
editors how to do their jobs. How about a license to continue? You
can be their advisor." And, an advisor I became.
I learned very quickly that the relationship of the advisor to the
Review would be unlike any other student/faculty experience in the
legal academy. In the spring of 1981, Bill Buss, then the Law
Review's advisor, asked me to sit in on the selection of the incoming
Law Review staff with whom I would be working. Let me describe
this process. It began with a large meal at Bill's home at which
dogs, children, faculty members, spouses, and people from the
street gorged themselves into a stupor. Mercifully releasing all nonvoters, the editors sat down for the next several hours (or was it
days?) to make their selections. Bill said nothing, but counted the

24.
Letter from Randall Bezanson, former Editor-in-Chief and former Faculty Advisor,
Iowa Law Review, and Professor, The University of Iowa College of Law, to Willard L. Boyd,
President, The Field Museum (July 7, 1996) (on file with the Iowa Law Review).
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votes. Occasionally, he was asked to referee some delicate point of
procedure. But through it all, Bill watched as wonderful (and
surprising) selections were made. At the end of the evening they
thanked each other and went on with their chores-the editors to
make the happy calls to their successors and the sad calls to those
who did not receive named positions on the board; Bill to reflect
on the close friendships and associations he established with the
terrific group of students who were leaving. He told me then that I
would cherish my experiences with the Review. He was right.
One can divide the world of law reviews into neat compartments:
articles, notes and comments, and the teaching and management
of interpersonal relationships. Over the nine years I worked with
the Iowa Law Review each of these compartments had its share of
challenges.
ARTICLES. Who could forget when Professor Bob Bartels, tongue
placed firmly in cheek, submitted his now classic article on the
Specific Deterrence of the Death Penalty. With all of the
seriousness due this topic, he reported that there were no known
cases of anyone being put to death ever committing another act.
And, in keeping with the law review format, he added a lengthy
footnote about a well-known ancient case from the Middle East in
which one individual who was put to death was alleged to have
risen from the dead. Bob's submission led another colleague to
decry that the Law Review had descended to the depths of hell, had
no standards, and would embarrass us all by publishing this article.
He demanded that I advise the journal to pull this article. Suffice it
to say I advised the journal that it had to exercise editorial
responsibility for its issue. It did. The article is a classic.
NOTES AND COMMENTS. One special joy of advising the Iowa Law
Review is determining which students will receive credit for the
papers they have written. The standard at the time was that the
paper should be of publishable quality. I took this standard
seriously-for about a year. The broad participation of students in
the Review assured that as the number of papers increased, the
advisor's reading time and comment time would decrease.
"Publishable" in my view came to mean solid, good work. And,
much to my delight, virtually all submissions, with some work,
could be much better than that.
There were exceptions. I will never forget the student whose
elegant paper about a recent Supreme Court case eloquently
presented a description of an emerging doctrine adopted by a slim
majority of the Court. When I asked the student about the policy
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issues that had been raised by the dissent, the concurring opinion,
and the law review commentary critical of the majority's position,
the student promptly replied: "Oh, I never read that other stuff; it
takes too long and it's not the law." After the final draft, when the
student became convinced that the dissent had it right, the student
returned to talk about seeing the light and trying this new "dissent
and other opinion stuff' in classes. His grades actually improved. I
took from that experience a new teaching maxim: read the whole
case, you'll like it!
INTERPERSONAL RELATIONSHIPS. How do they do it year after year?

The Review brings people together from every ideological
perspective, all races, both genders, Iowans, out of state students,
young, old, with and without families, with and without high
grades. They learn to work together, or fail. But, mostly it was
commitment-to pulling together, helping each other out, getting
the work done, sharing responsibility, and growing.
Over the years, the editors have kept in touch with their colleagues
and with me. That wonderful Law Review network led me back to
Julie Fenton, the Editor-in-Chief of Volume 71, who I enticed to
become the Assistant Dean of Students at Chicago-Kent College of
Law. Working with Julie... reminded me of the best that the Iowa
Law Review brought to the law school. Before her Board left office,
they opened the membership of the Review tremendously.'5
Previously, membership was predicated upon completion of all
written work; hence membership was often delayed until the end of
the second year. Julie's Board created the current system in which
students become members much earlier by completing a series of
smaller assignments. The consequence has been extraordinary: no
law school has greater numbers of excellent students who are full
members of the law review.

25. As mentioned earlier by Bill Buss, eligibility to write for the Law Review had been
opened to all students some years before this, when Bill was the advisor. Rick Matasar is
referring to changed eligibility for membership (which is listed on the student's resume and
noted in the Law Review's masthead), which during his tenure no longer was made to depend
on the student completing the writing that he or she had begun (though if the student left the
Law Review before completing his or her writing, the student would thenceforth no longer be a
member). This change in membership (not eligibility), in the view of some, set the wrong
incentives in motion, encouraging persons not interested in completing Law Review writing to
begin it in order to claim membership, thus burdening the editorial resources, only to stop
serious effort to complete their work but remain nominally involved, and thus a member, for as
long as a year or more. It is hard to know how often this might have occurred, and the extent to
which it might have contributed to the low level of student publication the Law Review
experienced for a time thereafter, notwithstanding record levels of membership.
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Through the years, I have come to understand in a fundamental
way that the Iowa Law Review is not merely a student activity nor
even an important part of the law school's curriculum. It is an
organic institution with a life of its own. Each year, new students
come to serve. They take on the fiduciary responsibility of
managing the Review's assets. They nurture it by continuing the
quest for knowledge. They care for it by demanding much of each
other in student writing, in supervising and teaching their
colleagues, in selecting articles, in working with faculty members
and authors, and in carrying forward the law school's banner. I am
proud of my small part in the heritage of this great institution.
PATRICIA CAIN (1991-1997) and JEAN LovE (1995-1997). Pat Cain is a

graduate of the Georgia Law School and a former writer of the Georgia Law
Review. Shortly after receiving her law degree, Pat began teaching as a
member of the faculty at the University of Texas Law School. She had been a
member of the Texas faculty for 17 years when, in 1991, she accepted Iowa's
offer and moved to Iowa City to join the faculty of the law school. Pat was
Associate Dean for Academic Affairs from 1996 to 1999 and Associate Dean
for Admissions from 2001 to 2003. In the 2003-2004 academic year,
Professor Cain served as Interim Provost of the University of Iowa. She is
presently serving as its Vice Provost.
In 1995, Jean Love joined Pat as a co-advisor to the Law Review. Jean is a
graduate of the Wisconsin Law School, where she wrote two student
comments published in the Wisconsin Law Review. Upon graduation from law
school in 1968, she practiced for three years and began her teaching career
at Wisconsin, moving thereafter to the University of California at Davis. After
visiting at UCLA and Texas she moved with Pat Cain to the Iowa Law School.
From Pat Cain:
When Andy Ramzel, editor-in-chief for Volume 77, came into my
office to ask me to serve as the new faculty advisor for the Law
Review, we both agreed on one thing: two advisors would be better
than one. The Law Review had grown in size significantly in recent
years. With one hundred second-year writers participating in Law
Review, and with each participant producing two papers for faculty
review, I did not see how one person could do the job and give any
meaningful feedback. An additional concern of mine was that I was
new to Iowa and knew very little of the Iowa Law Review tradition. I
had taught for seventeen years at the University of Texas, where the
Law Review was a separately incorporated organization, whose dayto-day operation was quite independent from the law faculty.
The Iowa tradition seemed much different to me. The
independence of the editorial staff was clear, but because academic
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credit was awarded to student participants, a much closer and
different relationship with the faculty advisor existed at Iowa than
at Texas. I had one final concern as well. There had never been a
female faculty advisor to the Law Review. It occurred to me that
working with a male co-advisor would solve all of the problems I
envisioned. Andy agreed, and he and his staff selected several
possible co-advisors, including Bill Buss, who had already broken
the record, both for number of terms as faculty advisor and
number of years.
Perhaps it should have been a warning signal when the three
selected faculty members all declined the offer. They all assured
me that they thought I would do a wonderful job on my own and
that they stood ready to consult as needed.
Although there had been female editors-in-chief before my tenure,
one of the most noteworthy events during my time as advisor is the
fact that for three successive years the editors-in-chief were female:
Kay Bartolo, Victoria Westenfield, and Kristy Albrecht. Other
important events that.., occurred during the years I... served
include publication of the largest volume containing more
symposia than any other volume (Volume 77 with 1942 pages and
three symposia), significant cutting of publication costs by
implementing desktop publishing (Kristy Albrecht gets credit for
this one), and finally accomplishing my initial goal of providing the
Review with more than one faculty advisor. Mike Green agreed to
serve as co-advisor with me during the year I had a semester's
development leave, and [in] 1995, Jean Love ... agreed, as coadvisor, to take primary responsibility for reading student work,
which [gave] me more time to advise on other issues....
Before I agreed to become the advisor, I asked the departing
advisor, Rick Matasar, how he managed to read two hundred
student papers in a year. He gave me some hints, said he was sure
I'd find my own way, and assured me that I could rely on the
student editors' help. He was certainly right about the student
editors. They [took] very seriously the responsibility for running
what amount[ed] to a second-year writing program for 80 to 100
students. [I was] awed and impressed by the dedication and high
ethical standards exhibited, in particular, by the note and
comment editors.
At the same time, I [became] aware of the limitations in teaching
legal writing through a student-run program such as the Law
Review. Cogent substantive feedback, beyond what one should
expect of a third-year student editor, would greatly improve a
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number of papers, provided the feedback could occur at an early
draft stage. Yet the practice had become one in which there was no
faculty input until the final draft had been approved by a student
editor. I... helped to initiate two programmatic changes that
address[ed] this problem.
The first of these changes occurred in 1993[. The] Law Review
began using a preliminary writing exercise to test students' ability
to do Law Review work before those students dedicated an entire
year to the Law Review experience, only to find out at the end that
their work was not up to par. This writing exercise [was] completed
over the summer before the second year [began]. Students who
[were] identified as having problems either with writing or with
legal analysis [were] referred to faculty members to work on the
problems. These students [would] be eligible for Law Review if they
work[ed] through the problems and complete[d] a second writing
exercise successfully.
The second change occurred in 1996 and is more fully described
by Jean Love, below.
From Jean Love:
I came on board as a co-advisor in the fall of 1995 to perform one
task and one task only-to review student notes and comments. In
the first semester, I read all ... of the student papers for the Class
of 1996, and in the second semester, I read all ... of the student
papers for the Class of 1997-a total of approximately 360 notes
and comments! By the end of this marathon, I was convinced that
the law review writers should be getting earlier feedback and more
constructive commentary from the faculty advisor. However, I did
not see how only one faculty advisor could improve the quality of
faculty supervision without reducing the quantity of the student
manuscripts. So-I conducted a "pilot project," in which I wrote
extensive comments on the papers of thirty students from the Class
of 1997, in order to demonstrate what I could do if I were given
more time to devote to each student's manuscript. The upshot of
the "pilot project" [was] described by Trent Vich, [then] current
Editor-in-Chief of the Iowa Law Review, as follows:
The 1996-97 school year marks a significant change in the writing
component of second year students' Iowa Law Review experience.
Students will no longer write two papers for the journal. Beginning
this year, students will dedicate their entire second year to writing a
single article, with the goal of producing an article of publishable
quality. Professor Love made an extraordinary commitment to the
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Iowa Law Review by agreeing to provide a critique of each student's
preliminary draft at the mid-point of the school year. The Iowa Law
Review has received strong encouragement for this change from law
school administration, faculty, and students
based on a pilot
26
project that tested the value of her critique.
MICHAEL GREEN (1997-1999). Mike Green joined the Iowa College of
Law faculty in 1979, teaching for 20 years before accepting a chair at Wake
Forest University School of Law in 2000. He served as co-faculty advisor with
Patricia Cain in 1993-1994 before serving as the sole advisor for Volumes 83
and 84.

My service as faculty advisor to the Law Review was initiated by the
most extraordinary student (and now close friend) I have had the
good fortune to teach, Jonathan Cardi, the Chief Articles Editor of
Volume 82. He approached me one day and explained that the law
review was seeking an advisor and asked if I would be willing to
serve. His recollection is that this occurred in 1997 when his Board
began its service, but my recollection (and the masthead) suggests
that it was the following year.
Like a number of my predecessors, my philosophy was that the law
review was a student-run organization, and the faculty "advisor"
should be just that. To each Editor in Chief, I explained that
selecting articles and student notes, editing of the ones selected for
publication, attending to the publication process, and supervising
students was their function, not mine. I would be available if they
wanted advice, but otherwise I would try to stay out of the way. Both
Susan Schwochau and Tr[y]stan Phifer O'Leary, the two Editors in
Chief with whom I served, were entirely comfortable with this
"passive" advisor arrangement.
There were two exceptions to my passive role; since student editors
were receiving academic credit for their work on law review, the
ultimate determination about that question had to be a faculty
member's. This was a matter about which there was broad
agreement among the faculty at the College of Law during my
tenure. Student papers would, at the end of the drafting process,
be read and approved for credit by a faculty member. The second
matter about which I had special interest was academic integrity
within the law review enterprise. The College of Law had strong,
yet appropriate policies on academic integrity and, over the years, I

26. Letter from Jean Love, former Faculty Co-Advisor, Iowa Law Review, and Professor,
The University of Iowa College of Law, to authors (Sept. 4, 1996) (on file with the Iowa Law
Review).
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realized that there were inevitable, but thankfully rare, incidents
that required attention. When those arose in the Law Review,
faculty involvement was required.
I must confess to one violation of the precepts I laid out above for
passive advising. Every year when the board was preparing to select
its successors, I would encourage them to ask a question on the
application form that had not been asked for many years: what was
the applicant's grade point average? I explained that this was at
least significant if the student was in academic difficulty and,
therefore, would be better served by attending to classes than
spending the extraordinary amount of time required of a
conscientious board member. I also contended that this
information was surely relevant beyond simply protecting weak
students, so why would the board blind itself to relevant
information? I never received a good answer to that question, but I
am pleased to say that my violation was harmless error. Despite
what I am confident was vigorous and persuasive advocacy on my
part, the board decided each year not to accept my "advice" on
obtaining grade point averages....
The one policy change that was initiated while I was faculty advisor
was to seek broader faculty involvement in reading student notes. I
was confident that a faculty member with some expertise in the
subject matter of the paper could do a much better job than I in
providing substantive feedback to student writers. Moreover, with
this change we could spread the burden that had weighed so
heavily on some of my predecessors. I was the backup, of course,
but the Note and Comment Editors were quite successful in
soliciting broad faculty involvement in reviewing student work.27
TODD PETTYS (2001-present). Todd Pettys joined the Iowa College of
Law faculty in 1999, moving from private practice to teach Constitutional
Law, Evidence, and Federal Courts. When he took the reins as faculty
advisor to the Iowa Law Review in 2001, the journal had undergone several
changes in the prior five years. Membership was no longer open; students
could become members only through a rigorous, anonymous write-on
competition at the end of their first year. In addition, the emergence of the
Internet as the primary tool for legal research and article submissions had
altered the universe of scholarly publication, simultaneously creating new
challenges and presenting new opportunities for legal journals.

27. E-mail from Michael Green, former Faculty Advisor, Iowa Law Review, and Professor,
Wake Forest University School of Law, to Randall P. Bezanson, Professor, The University of
Iowa College of Law (Sept. 28, 2005, 17:33 EST) (on file with the Iowa Law Review).
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The Iowa Law Review wasa 'thriving institution when I became its
faculty advisor in 2001, and it continues to thrive today. Each year,
approximately fifteen editors and forty student writers set off down
a path that will require them to trek deep into the recesses of the
law library, write and edit intelligently in areas of the law they never
before encountered, find their way through thickets of footnotes
and citation conventions that the uninitiated can scarcely fathom,
and weather the relentless deluge of manuscripts that those in my
profession submit each year with the hopes of publication. And
each year, the students emerge from the experience with the
gratifying sense of camaraderie, perspective, and, yes, exhaustion
that comes with having worked so hard and traveled so far
together.
In many respects, the issues that the editors and student writers
confront today are the same that their predecessors confronted
before them-distinguishing good writing from bad and timely
topics from timeworn, learning the techniques of thorough legal
research, fostering the patience necessary to attend to the finest
points of detail, and so forth. At the same time, however, the world
of legal publishing continues to evolve. A number of leading law
reviews recently issued a joint statement, for example, declaring
that they believed articles had become too long and that footnotes
had become too numerous; accordingly, many journals now
express a strong preference for articles that fall below a specified
number of words. Many journals also have begun to integrate the
Internet into their operations, such as by requiring those
submitting articles for possible publication to do so by way of a
website. Computing and printing capabilities require continual
updating. The members of the Iowa Law Review regularly respond
to these and similar developments, to ensure that the journal
continues to operate in as efficient and professional a manner as
possible.
Regardless of the ways in which the Review's operations evolve over
time, however, its fundamental objective remains unchanged: to
provide the editors and student writers with the invaluable learning
opportunities that come with producing a first-rate legal journal.
Following a recent trend on the Review, we are continuing to place
a special emphasis on the importance of publishing students' own
work. In that and nearly all other areas, however, the students
remain in charge. Like those who preceded me, I believe that
students benefit most from their journal experiences when they are
given the autonomy required to create their own successes and to
make their own mistakes. I am the students' advisor; I am not their
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employer. I sometimes send along unsolicited advice and I review
each of the notes written by the student writers, but I make it clear
to the students that my primary job is to make myself available to
them whenever they have questions along the way. On almost all
issues that matter, the ultimate decision-making responsibility rests
with them.
If the alumni of the Iowa Law Review could meet today's editors and
student writers and see the journal's daily operations, I am certain
they would be proud. Today's students take seriously the wonderful
traditions they have inherited-as they should-and there is every
reason to believe that future generations of the Review's staff will
look back to their predecessors with gratitude. 28
IV. LEARNING BY WRITING

On the occasion of the Iowa Law Review's 50th Anniversary in 1964,
Dean Ladd wrote that the Review's
greatest value is as an educational tool, providing law students an
opportunity to engage in research and writing. Law Review work is
considered to provide the very best of training in a student's legal
education.... We are pleased that as we enter upon our fiftieth
year, the student production in the Iowa Law Review is among the
highest of all law school reviews, both in quantity and, we believe,
29
in quality.
Twenty-five years later, Dean Hines observed that "the Review is first and
foremost a vehicle for professional education. 3 °
The Iowa College of Law has taken the position that writing is a
fundamental skill in lawyering. Good writing requires good thinking. They
are acquired by continual doing and rigorous editing. That, it seems, has
always been the overarching objective of the Iowa Law Review, as
demonstrated by the constant emphasis on publication of student work. In
1964, Professor Arthur L. Goodhart of Oxford University stated that he
found it
astonishing.., for one accustomed to the English system, to read
that nearly sixty percent of the material in the Iowa Law Review has
been written and edited by students.... It is not surprising that

28. Letter from Todd Pettys, Faculty Advisor, Iowa Law Review, and Professor, The
University of Iowa College of Law, to Trish Walsh, Editor-in-Chief, Iowa Law Review (Sept. 23,
2005) (on file with the Iowa Law Review).
29. Ladd, supra note 2, at 8-9 (reviewing the history of the Iowa Law Review).
30. Hines, supra note 8, at 827 (celebrating seventy-five years of the Iowa Law Review).

HeinOnline -- 91 Iowa L. Rev. 31 2005-2006

91 IOWA LAWREVIEW

[2005]

students trained in this way have given to the Iowa Law School the
reputation of being one of the leading ones in the United States."
The lasting value to the student of this unique learning opportunity is
eloquently described by a former Iowa Law Review Editor, Judge Donald P.
Lay:
I attended Iowa Law School from 1948 to 1950. I was encouraged
by many colleagues and upper classmen to write for the Law Review.
As I recall, I had two comments published and then was selected to
be Leading Articles Editor for my senior year. Professor Frank
Kennedy was the advisor to the Review at that time. Through the
combination of Professor Kennedy's zeal for excellence as well as
the demands of the Review itself, I believe my experience on the
Law Review had the greatest impact upon me than any other in law
school. I learned areas of research not otherwise provided in our
normal classrooms. More specifically, I came to respect the need
for accuracy and the importance of expressing thoughts clearly and
concisely. The Law Review required late hours and the discipline
provided each of us on the staff was such that I am confident that it
impacted on each of the staff members' legal career. I can
remember working late into the evening with Professor Kennedy
editing manuscripts and in reading many, many articles submitted
for publication which we had to reject. After graduation, I
commenced writing for law reviews. In the expanse of my legal
career, now of some 46 years, 32 I believe I have written over 50 law
review articles and essays for other legal periodicals.
The guidance received from my experience carried over and has
aided me tremendously in the role of United States CircuitJudge. I
have written over 2,000 opinions in the last 30 years and I am
constantly reminded of the needed discipline for thoroughness
and accuracy that I learned at the Iowa Law Review. Being an editor
of the Iowa Law Review is an experience that only a few students can
undertake. However, I urge every student to strive to write for the
Law Review so as to be exposed to the disciplines involved.33
The publication of articles written by faculty members and
professionals, of course, is also of great, though clearly secondary,
importance. The most remarkable feature of the Iowa Law Review, and

31.
Arthur L. Goodhart, TheJubilee of the Iowa Law Review, 50 IowA L. REv. 1, 3 (1964).
32. Judge Lay is now approaching his fortieth anniversary on the Eighth Circuit Court of
Appeals; he was appointed by Lyndon B.Johnson in 1966.
33. Letter from Donald P. Lay, Senior Judge, United States Court of Appeals for the
Eighth Circuit, to Willard L. Boyd, President, The Field Museum (Aug. 19, 1996) (on file with
the Iowa Law Review).
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indeed all other student-run journals, is the fact that decisions about which
faculty articles to publish, and what editorial changes to require, is vested in
students, not faculty. This feature has also occasioned the greatest amount of
controversy. Authors of leading articles-academics and members of the
practicing profession alike-complain that students are not equipped to
decide whether an article is worthy of publication, much less to edit and
revise it. There is no doubt some truth to this; the lawyer's greatest
arrogance, after all, is the claimed ability to deal with any problem and any
issue. But there is only some truth. It is remarkable how insightful and
knowledgeable a bright law student can really be, even when dealing with
the most sophisticated of problems.
V.

CONCLUSION

As the twenty-first century begins, the Iowa Law Review is one of over 300
student-edited law journals in the country-not, as in 1914 when it began,
one of a handful of new and largely untested periodicals. Today the Law
Review exists in a technological age when publication on computers and in
commercial data bases is as important-is perhaps more important thanproduction of a printed volume. Paper subscriptions to the Law Review have
declined in recent years, in proportion to the increase in revenues
generated from such electronic databases as Westlaw, Lexis, and Hein. 4
Yet the fundamentals of the Iowa Law Review remain sound. It is studentrun; its Editorial Board consists of sixteen third-year students, selected each
year in March among the second-year Student Writers by the previous year's
Board. It remains editorially independent; while Iowa faculty members
occasionally send along a piece of their own or a colleague's for
consideration, they unilaterally recognize that the selection of articles rests
entirely in the student-run Articles Department. The Law Review holds firmly
to its great tradition of concentrating on student work; in the present
Volume 91, half of the approximately forty pieces selected for publication
will be student-written. The Law Review is a place where the most rigorous
and individualized editorial oversight can be provided; the Note &
Comment Department runs a personalized writing program for a group of
approximately forty second-year students, who become "Student Writers"
through a highly competitive write-on process (focused on writing, analytic,
and editing skills, rather than grades) conducted after their first-year finals.
The Law Review provides an educational experience second to none; in
addition to writing a professional, forty-page legal paper, second-year

34. During the 2004-2005 academic year, the Law Review generated approximately
$55,000 in revenue. Of that amount, approximately two-thirds was derived from royalty fees
generated by electronic databases such as Westlaw, Lexis, and Hein. As recently as 1995-1996,
electronic royalty fees constituted only a third of total revenue. As electronic royalty revenue
has increased, revenue generated from hardcopy subscriptions has concomitantly decreased.
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students complete one hundred "office hours," the fulfillment of which
includes editing and engaging in various research projects. "Authority
checks," the scrupulous fact-checking process Editors organize and secondyear students complete for each article and note, are required in addition to
the office hours requirement. Upon satisfactory completion of these
projects, second-year students earn two writing credits. Editors earn two to
four credits and receive a modest stipend, as well as the honor ofjoining the
long tradition of Law Review editorship, for dedicating the majority of their
third-year efforts to the publication of five new issues of the journal. Finally,
the Law Review remains a periodical carrying professional scholarship of the
highest quality.
The extent to which these fundamental purposes are realized may vary
over time, but the purposes themselves have remained constant over the
course of the Law Review's ninety-year history. The benefits to the writer of
participating in the Iowa Law Review are many and diverse, grand and
mundane-all essential to good thinking and good writing. From the
accuracy of careful proofreading esteemed by Oliver Wendell Holmes to the
comprehensive and anticipatory approach of the Brandeis brief, writers
develop the fundamentals that underlay all other basic legal skills. These are
best cultivated in a one-on-one relationship between student writer and
student editor, coupled with the support of the faculty. It is this intimate and
personalized learning environment that has made Law Review a unique
experience in the educational life of hundreds of Iowa law students for
decades.
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APPENDIX: AN ANNOTATED CHRONOLOGY OF THE IOWA LAWREVIEW

The history of the Iowa Law Review is much more than the recollections
of its faculty advisors, as revealing as they are. It also consists of the people
who served as members of the Law Review's staffs and as its writers, of the
publications they produced and the changes they wrought over the years,
and of the events in which they participated and the forces that bore on
them during their years as writers and editors. These events ranged from
wars and drafts, to dramatic changes in technology, to increases in the size
of the Law Review and its offices and staffs, and to changes in the student
body of the law school from which they were drawn. This history does not
permit detailed examination of these changes, nor does it permit even a
listing of all editors and writers over the years. In the place of such an
extended treatment, some of the names, and many of the events, have been
incorporated in the following chronology of the Iowa Law Review.
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