ED 043 546
TITLE

INSTTTUTION
SPONS BGENCY
BUREAI NO
PUB DATE
GRANT

NOTE

EDRS PRICE
DESCRIPTORS

IDENTIFIERS

ABSTRACT

DOCUMENT RESUME
24 SO0 000 27S

Curriculum Materials in Research Methods in
Sociology for law Students. Tinal PReport.
Denver Univ., Colo. Coll. of lavw.

Office of Education (DHFW), Washington, D.C.
BR-6-1236

€9

OEG-U4~R=-0h122€6-00093

€0pe.

EDRS Price MF-$0.50 HC-$3.10

*Curriculum Development, *Graduate Study, Institutes
(Training Programs), Interdisciplinary Approach,
*Law Tnstruction, Law Schools, Material Development,
Program Development, Projects, *Research
Methodology, Social Sciences, *Sociology

*Colorado, Denver University

The main ourpose of this project (19€66-1969) was to

provide law students with a basic understanding of modern
sociological inquiry since the importance of sociology to the law has
increased with applications ranging from the presentation of evidence
in court to the design of programs for legal reform and social
change. The general objective here was to develop awareness of the
sociological research problems involved in the derivation of testable
hypotheses frcm socioloaical theory, methods of collecting data, and
the analysis of data in quantitative form. Consequently, the
curriculum materials were developed stressing methodology but
including substantive concerns. These materials consisted of a two
volume case book of selected reading, commentary, and accompanying
exercises (SO €00 276 and SO 000 277) . During the life of the
project, several courses concerned with law and social science
research were taught at the University of Denver (Appendix C), and a
summer institute, "Social Science Methods in lLegal %ducation'" or
SSMILE, was held in 1967, 1968, and 1969 -- participants, syllabus,
and materials are included (Appendix D). In addition, this project
has lead to the development of a one and one-half year course in
social problems at the University of Demnver College of law. (SBE)
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" INTRODUCTION

In recent years there have been extensive innovations at almost

every level of the educational system in terms of organizational forms,

methods of teaéh.ing, curriculum materials, and so on. Education at

mbre‘bound by tradition, far more resistant to the demands for experi~

" the orofessional level, however, frequently seems to have been far

mentation and change, than any other part of the system; and, with a

. few exceptions, professional training in mahy fields has.'much the same

" appearance as it had twenty years ago.

" This is particﬁlarly true in the area of law--perhaps because

as an intellectual enterprise the law has such a respect for precedent.

The "case method" of study, introduced by Christopher Langdell at the

S0

law school of Harvard University in 1870, was undoubtedly an important

and worthwhile innovation in its time; but there are many critics today

wﬁo would argue that methods of legal instruction have rigidified. So,

o, wguld many critics argue that the content of legal education has
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-  FINAL REPORT

"INTRODUCTION

In recent years there have been extensive innovations at almost
every level of the educaticnal system in terms of organizational forms,
methods of teaching, curriculum materials, and so on. Education at
the profess;nal levgl, -however, frequ;antly seems to have been far
‘m'ore‘bound by tradition, far more resistant to the demands for experi-

_ mentation and change, than any other part of the system; and, with a |
few exceptions, professional training in maﬁy fields has. much the same

~ appearance as it had twenty years ago.

" This is particﬁlarly true in the area of law--perhaps because
as an intellectual enterprise the law has such a respect for .precedent.'
The "'case method" of study, introduced b;r Christopher Langdell at the
law school of Harvard University in 1870, was undoubtedly an important
and worthwhile innovation in its ﬁme; but there are many critiés ‘today
who would argue that methods of legal instruction have rigidified. So,

0, would many critics argue that the content of legal education has
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failed to respond to the realities oi a changing society which grows ever

IS R

more complex.
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' Clearly, the well trained lawyer must know the basie principles
of the legal rules and a great deal of specific, detailed law as well. He

must know intricate forms of legal procedure, the rules governing tegal
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evidence, the nature of legal ethics, modes of legal reasoning, and so
on. 3But it is aiso becoming ciear that ithe role of the lawyer is changing
now and will change even more in the future; and the social system in | k4

which his knowledge of the law must be applied is in the procéss of being
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radically transformed. If the lawyer is to function effectively in new

e
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- roles in g changing society, hig training must be hroadened to include
¢ a much greater emphasis on understanding the social context in which i

his special skills are exercised.
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The College of Law of the University of Denver has long had a

v

special interest in the contribution that sbciology could make to this ‘ g

s
£ itnanys

¢ : task; and this project--Grant Number OEG-4~7-061236~0093-~represents
an effort to develop curriculum materials joining iaw and the social a
: sciences, . | . | 4
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; Ia planning this project. we did not wish {o turn law students

~ into budding sociologisis, nor were we merely interested in widening
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the intellectual scope of the law ctudont's trainine--aithsugh the latter

-r

-would be valuable. Instead, cur main purpose was to nrovide iaw

stlixdents with a basic understanding of modern sociclogical inquiry so

th;,t they would be better equipped for their ﬁrofessional work as lawyers
-~as practicing attorneys, iegal policy makers, and legai schoiars. The
importance of sociology to the law is increasing, wii:ﬁ applications .
ranging from the presentation of evidence in court to the design of

prograwms for legal reform, it is imperative that iawyers be prepared -

to make intelligent, informed evaluations of scciological data; and, in

order to do this, the lawyer needs a sound knowledge of the research

‘methods by which sociological data are obtained. Our purpose, then,

was to produce sophisticated consumers of sociology within the iegsl

profession, rather than persons trained to make a career of original

research in the social sciences.

-

Sociology has grown rapidly over the last twenty years aga
scientific discipline and is being used with increasing frequency in a
variety of {ields, As.a consequence, people trainced in a number of pro- ]
fessions other than socioiogy (such as law, medicine, and education) are
often required to make judgments al;out sociological data, evaluating
their worth and making decisions about their applicatiox;. However, in
making these judgments~-as practitioners, teachers, members of
voluntary associations, government officials, and so on-~-these pro-
fessibngls often find themselves with an inaéeguate krowledge of
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sociology and ifs mcthodology. They may have had some courses in
sociology as undergraduates, but unfortunately these courses seldom
prgvide the background necessary for an informed judgment about empiri-
cai research, its possibie value, and its limitations. & et a knowiedge oi
ihe research methods of scciclogy is essential, if sociclogicai findings

are 0 be empioyed wisely rather than accepied or rejecied whoiesale.

This problem is particularly acuie for the lawyer since the law
and the social sciences touch at so many different points and closer bonds
are clearly in the making. In recent years, for exampie, the law has

shown an increased interest in the use of sociology in areas such as

- e o [ - o
~ [ t g
trademark infrinmemont, change of venune, diserimination, commen usage

in contract disputes, and community standards of fitness for citizenship.

The practicing lawyer has drawn on the social sciences for information

in cases involving the plea of insanity, the perceptive powers of witnesses,

~ labor-management disputes, and the interpretation of statutes and legal

‘documents. The legal policy maker has used the social sciences in

dealing with problems such as delay in the courts, medicai testimony,
the selechion of juries, providing counsel o the indigent, anc releasing
criminal defendants without bail peﬁding {rial, And the legal scholar has
made increasing use of the social sciences in the ;malys'is of the impact
of public opinion on the legal system, the role of pressure groups, the
decisions of‘ judges, the impact of contract law on business practice,

and so on,
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In this growing use of sociology by the law, it is clear that the
lawyer must be in a position to weigh the fifndings of socioiogy with a
cri;tical eye. There is always the danger that as the materials of one
diSCipline are put to use by another, the qualifications and limitations
of the materials will be ignored or misunderstood and that tentative con-
clusions will be accepted as demonstrated. Or, the ﬁaterials may be
rejected and their poteﬁtial contribution losi, due o a lack of under-
standing of their empirical research base, If, then, the social sciences
are to be used well, if sociology is to become 2 viable part of legal
thought and usagé, it is necessary to train law students in research
methods as well as to familiarize them with the substantive content of
the field, The validity of sociological findings often depends on matters
of 'sampling. procedures, interviewing techniques, questionnaire construc-
tion, the use and misuse qf statistics, control groups, and other aspects
~ of research methodology.‘ A lc;owledge of these methods forms an in~-
dispensable tool and we made the decision that the develc;pment of

curricizlum materials stressing methodology should take precedence

over more substantive concerns.

Our aim, howeve.r, was nof:‘to produce sfudents trained ina
limited set of techniques. Instead, ‘our general objectiw}e was to develop
in law students an awareness of the problems involved in the derivation
of testable hypo;:héses from sociological theory, methods of collecting

data, and the analysis of data in quantitative form,. The ability to construct
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a two-by-two table and to caicuiate Chi-square, ior exampie, can be

T NN

regarded as technical skills and useful ones. But it is no less important

for the law student to have grasped the general concept of tests of sig- .
|

nificance, their appropriate and inappropriate applications, and the

. conclusions which can be derived from them.

e iR S S sy

A student in law school cannot be expected to become highly skilled

FALAN

as a researcher in sociology. He ‘can, however acquire ihe knowiedge he

N -
RS TS PN

needs for a sound evaluation of sociological research and its application.

[P

; ' What are the assumptions and theoretical underpinnings of the propositions
- 2
) in question? Is the research design adequate ? What limitations must be

g .. 4

| placed on generalizing from the facts observed to a lax ger wniverse? Do ?

| ' the methods of collecting data give valid resulis? If stéﬁstical methods | B
R ~ are used, are they appropriate? Do the research findings warrant a R
i / " program of action? These are the kinds of questions the lawyer is

" increasingly called on to answer, whether he is dealing with evidence \

- of discrimination in a court trial, a proposed revision of the criminal
B code, a study of mass communications, or the administration of justice.
| Our general objective, then, was to provide law students with a ‘*
| ‘ . background for answering such questions, to equip tﬁem with the .cri'i.ical
| - . ability to handle sociological research in their professional capacity as J\
w | Jawyers., |

- . The project begun in the fall of 1966, with Prolessor Gresham M.
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Sykes as Director and Assistant Professor Nor_man K. Linton as Associate
Director. In colléboration with other members of the law faculty, the
faculty of the Sociology Department of the University of Denver, graduate
student assistants, and outside consultants, we 'begajn to survey both the
socioiogical and iegai literature to 2ssemble readings which would provide
a clear exposition of methodology and an anaiysis of i.mportantilegal issues
illuminating fhe use of sociological research methods. The sociological
literature concerning methodology ié vast, Our major probiem was to
find those readings which we thought would be ggared both to the interests
and abilities of law students. The legal literature in which social science
fesearch is useci is sinal}er, relatively speaking, and the issue here

was to ,fi;ld"those readings covering methodological points which would be

within the scope of the law student's developing skills. (Academic

: -writing which joins law and social science is a rapidly growing field and

it expanded greatly while our project was in progress.) In addition, we

“began to collect a limited number of empirical studies using quantitative

data for which cards, code books, and so on were available,

in 1966-1967, we prepared and taught a preliminary course in
methodology for law students, as w.ell.as ; course in Law and Society
exploring some of the major issues; joining law and the social sciences.
Both of these first attempts were inadequate, in our opinion, but for
somewhat different reasons, The course in methods included too much
statistical metkodology which proved to b2 beyond the ability of our law
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students {0 handle, Their mathematical background was insufficient (or
our teaching ability was not good enough) for an adequate understanding
of concepts relating to sampling, c;orrelaﬁon, and the testing of a null
hypothesis, The course in Law and Society px;oved ’to be much too closely
geared to the discipiinary interests of sociologists and with insufficient

atiention naid to the developing professional interesis of law students.

By the year 1967-1968, we had managed to gather bettgr selections
from the sociological Hteratufe on .methodology and its application to legal
issues. .We had eliminatecd a number of unnecessary complications in the
readings in statistics and‘ ouxr ability to present the essenti;al _ideés to law

ovdeae & am haenadd Semasnas moeem oY [ 14 2 ) NPy vy N 2 e e Lomwd e
students had, we noped, improved. (1uaé constaiit Proviem we 1aced was

presenﬁﬁg relatively simple ideas from one field to students becoming

. relatively sophisticated in another, which is not as easy a task as it
' ' might appear.) In addition, the awareness or undei'standing of both the

~ teachers and the students participating in the project, with regard to the

important connections between law and the social sciences, began to

. change. I will rcturn to this issue shortly, but at the moment it is enough

to point out that projects such as these do not take place in an historical
vacuum. The project was conceive& in 19;5; it was finished in 1569; and
the courée <'7f the project was mate;.'iany affected by changes taking place
in the sociefy-at-large, the composition of the student body, and the

intellectual viewpoint of the staff, -
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in 1968-1965, the ;lace of Professor Lin_ton was taken by Professor
Robert Sulnick who has been trained in the social sciences as well as being
a professor of law, The course materials in methodology were brought to
a final form; and the casec pook, consisting of two volumes of selected
readings, commentary, and accompanying exercises was completed. (See
Appendix A.) The materiais have been mimeographed and assembied in
some 200 copies and distribuied to selected teachers at law schools tarough-
out the counfry. {(See Appendix B.) During the life of the project, courses
concerned with law and social science research have been taught at the
College of Law, University of Denver, involving some 263 students. (See
Appendix C.) : T

In addition, the curriculum materials developed in the project

0

have been used in two other situations, Fii'st, a course in socig.l science

research methodology was taught at the University of California at Los

" Angeles Law School by Professor Arthur Rosett, with the assistance of

Proféssor Miriam Morris, in .the spring of 1969, as part of our effort o
evaluate the effectiveness of the materials (we will comment on his
experience later). Axnd sccond, the materials were used in the summers
of 1967, 1968; and 1969 as part of tl;e Univaeréity of Denver's College of
Law program for training law professors throughout the United States in
the methods of sociological research. This program~-or institute, as it
is éalled--—with the happy acronym of SSMILE (Social Science Methods in
Legal Education), is directed by Dean Robert Yegge, funded by the
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University of Denver Coﬁ.ege 101‘ Law, the Waiter £, Meyer Researcﬁ
Institute of Law, and the Russell Sage Foundation, and sponsored by the
Association of American Law Schools and the Law and Society Association.
A %otal of 57 law professors have attended the four-week institute in the

three-year period and the curriculum materials formed an important

| component of the instruction. (See Appendix D.)
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COMMENTS

The desire for the evailuation of new educational materiais is
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. readily understandable; since such materjal~ are degigned to do an old
job better than before or to perform a new job, and we need to make a ‘5
judgment about their effectiveness before proceeding with them. There ”
are, however, a number of barriers to evaluation in the educational field,’
in our opinion, which need to be recognized. First, the most mportant :
- outcoines are often long-range and are not {o be detected easily in
immediate testing, Second, the criteria of effectiveness are irequently ]
difficult to measure precisely--or to measure at all; in a rigorous sense-- ﬁ
and to seize on something that can be measured may be no more than a
3
facile distortion. And third, whatever the impact of an educational innova- ;
" tion may be, it is quite possible that it will be obscured or confounded by
other factors that come into play, unless precise controls are available--
and this is only sometinies poséible. In short, despite the need for good f
-1-
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rigorous evaiuation, it is oilen not obtainavle; and the substitution oi

easy but irrelevant figures is a disservice.

With these considerations in mind, we have labelled our impressions

of the outcome of the project '"comments' rather than "evaluation, " to

underline their provisional and imperfect nature.

Cn the whole, we think we were fairly successful in accomplishing

-waat we set out to do; but that rather reserved judgment should be subject

to more explicit reservations,

First, as it now stands, the case book of readings, commentary,

- -

#nd exercises is marked by a considerable diversity of style. diéciphnary

&

jargon, format, ctc. This might be expected, since it represents an

eiicrt to join a number of fields each accustomed to its own peculiar usages.

None the less, it appears to be a troublesome factor for law students; and

 this was particularly remarked by Professor Rosett in describing his

expofience with the material at the University of California at Los Angeles.
We ourselves doﬁbt that this difficuity can be overcome very easily and are
inclined to mark it éown, for the moment, as one of the inherent problems
of interdisciplinary work. It is possible, of course, that all the material
could be rewritten by one person, to assure.greater uniformity, but the
outcome of such an ei'fqrt does not seem to warrant the expenditure of

time and money that would be involved,
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Sccond, our exnerience with these materials strongly suggest
that a law professor, by himself, would encounter considerakic difficulty
in itheir presentation, unless he had had previous exposure {o social
sc:ience research met‘hods. The same conclusion was expressea by
Professor Rosett, However, both in teaching these materials at the

College of Law, University of Denver, and the UCLA Iaw Scnooi, team

- teaching was- employed at least in part, in the sense that a socioiogist

as well as a law professor often took an active part in classroom dis-

cussion, Until such time as law professors are more completely {rained |

'in the social sciences or sociologists are more compleiely trained in the

law, we think some sort of team teaching for such materials is much the
best approach. This ié something thai.j goes beyond a mere matfer of
professiona} expertise-~it involves 1;h.e self-conscious joining of two very
different intellectual traditions, often in an atmosphere of skepticism

and sharp criticism. The give-and-take between two teachers from quite'
different disciplines who are often at odds can be one of ﬁxe enlightening

features of such cross-disciplinary efforts. As we quickly found out in

" using our materials, there is a vast body of unspoken assumptions, sense

of intellectual priorities, folk wisdom of the discipline, and so on, which
cann'ot be captured on the written page. I requires a man who has worked
with or lived in a discipline; and the single teacher finds it very difficnjllt
to illuminate two disciplines, despite the best intentions in the \.vorld or

even long familiarity.
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Third, the readings we finally selected as illustrating the ioining
of law and the social sciences with 2 particular emphasis on methodological
isgues, are not, in our opinion, the best that can be found on the cutting
edée where the two disciplines are .used together., When we first con~ |
ceived this project, in 1965, the three types of cross-disciplinary efforts
we mentioned at the beginning of this report were indécd the ones that
were most iﬁlportant at the time. The use of social science data in court,
the formation of public policy in areas such as criminal procedures, and
academic research loomed iarge. Since that time, however, there has

been a crucial shift, The conception of the lawyer's role in society has

begun to undergo a major transformation and in that process his need for

certain kinds of information from the social sciences has changed. What
- has happened is that lawyers--or at least some lawyers, the ones we are

_' most interested in~-~have begun to play a far larger, more active part in

exiensive programs of social reform. Lawyers no longer confine them-
selves to their traditional role of representing business interests. They

no longer deal with criminal matters within a static system of unquestioned

" rules. They no longer ape the cloistered academician and pursue pure

knowledge as 2 self-sufficient goal.. Lawyers, in short, have become

-activists, particularly younger lawyers, tyro lawyers, who reflect the

-changing student mood of the sixties, And as these lawyers (and law

students) have become more and more involved with a wide variety of

social problems, the contribution that the social scisnccs can make to the

-13 -
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work of the law has become far more diverse and complicated. Probiems

of environmental pollution, the participation of the poor in communify
pr’bgrams, militant minority groups, control of the military, consumer

' prsotecti,on, public access to governmental information, the use of the

. mass media in the public interest-~all require data from the social sciences
far different from what the law looked for in the .past.. The most important |
difference is that the informaﬁon needed is no longer the isolated fact

‘ 'to;.'n from its context, a narrow slice of data cut to fit the law's concept

of evidence, or a neat, numerical conclusion satisfying the law's view of
‘what science looks like, Instead, the information is often more theorcticai,
_more diffuse, more infused with yalues, more oriented to future possibilities
than presen§ realities. | And, most importantly, the information often i~

| volves the s_oéial setting in wﬁch the "law must operate rather than the

details of the law's operation itself,

A}l this means that what we used to talk about as the uniox; of law
and the social sciences isn't what it used to be and we would change &.
number of our illustrations a second time around. A knowledge of the
facts needed to support an allegation of trademark infringement, for
exaﬁple, and a kndWledge of the m:athodology by which those facts are
obtained and validateci, no longer seems to pose quite tiie intellectual
challenge that if once did. Now, questions about the social consequences
of urban renewal 01; the legal implications of incorporating gheito resi-
dents as a part of a Model City.:?rogram are far more e2bsorbing. 7The
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concept of an appropriate methodology to gather the data for answers ic
such questions is not so very different from what it used to be in the past,
alt}lough tﬁe emphasis on attitude surveys has probably declined, But

the reason for being concerned with methodology, the motivation for iis

study has altered; and this almost certainly entaiis a change in the way

these curricuium materials are best used in the iaw schovi.

When we began this px 'o,}ect, we believed that law siudents could

~ become interested in social science research methodology, parily on the

| grounds that we would be successful in showing them the relevance of

socia1 science data for the law and partly on the grounds that We could -

malks tha sty A-u of mathgﬁn’nmv 1n+n11nnandxr plm‘l‘lonmmr am-‘l eﬁmn‘lnﬁno'

enough to capture student enthusiasm. We believe we managed to do
both of these things; but we were also overtaken by the rush of events
in the soc1ety-at-large which became reﬂected in law students s as we
have indicated, The very students who are most drawn to jnnovations

in the law-seliool curriculum, who are most dissatisfied with the limi-
tations of the case study method and the analysis of appellate decisions,.
are also likely to be those students who are pressing hardest for-social
reform; They are willing to study ..social science research methods, but

mainly as a tool to a particular end and not as another form of an intellectu-

al chess game.
T do not think we quite came tn grips with thelr needs and interests,
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The students at the Collegé of Law of the Universily of Denver wilo went
through our versions of thé course in methodology worked ha;rd, learned'
a good deal that they would not normally pick up in a law school, became
a good bit more sophisticated about the basis of social science data, and
gained a much greater understanding of how law aud the social .sciences
had been used together in the past. But their eyes were often fixed on
tue future, on changing that future; and we did not go far enough, in our
opinion, in showing them how the study of methodology could help them

toward that goal.

The criticisms of the outcome of our project on curriculum

materials sketched in above do not mean that we are unhappy with the
¢

results of onr work. They are intended, rather, as a frank appraisal

of what we have been able to accomplish and as a guideline for where

we should go next. Certainly, a great many of the law professors who

. used the materials in SSMILE were enthusiastic about them and indicated

" their intention of using them in whole or in part at their home institutions

~-and one of our major objectives had been to make law schools through-

' oo
out the country more aware cf and more receptive to the methodological

aspects of the social sciences. We have received numerous letters from

- Jaw professors at a variety of institutions to whom we sent a copy of the

case book and it is apparent that it is meeting a real need and generating
greater interest in joint efforts between law and the social sciences. And
the project itseif~~its staff, its associated students, its involvement with
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faculty--has been a source of important intellectual stimulation at the

University of Denver College of Law. ™The most significant achievement

of the University of Denver College of Law, " notes a report of the -~ -

L4

Accreditation Committée of the American Bar Assoc;iation "has been

its development of a comprehensive program in teach;tng the relationship
of law and the social sciences and carrying out eﬁlpiﬁcal reseg.rch in the
law ., . . »" We believe that this project, undertaken with the aid of a
grant from the U.S, Office of Education, has been an invaluable source

of innovations in the University of Denver College of Law.

Iy

SOME IMPLICATIONS FOR THE FUTURE

L

It seems to us that as closer bonds between law and the social

sciences continue to develop, as they show every indication of doing, there

will be a growing need for methodological sophistication on the part of

lawyers and some form of teaching methodology in law schools, The

basic premise, in other words, on which this project was founded remains

unchanged. It also seems to us that the case book we have prepared is a

-

good beginning in the development of the necessary curriculum materials,

although it will undoubtedly be revised as it is used in teaching.

However, if the teaching of social science research methods is to

become a viable part of the law school curriculuin and not merely an exotic
p
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sort of interest that fiourishes for a time and then vnﬂmrs away, we

are convinced that the materials must be made part of a larger sequence
in which there is a strong emphasis on action in the realm of pressing
social proi)lems. We are nrow in the process of dev;loping such a program

at the University oi Denver College of Law and we think it is worthwhile to

icok briefly at some of its details,

The program will begin in the spring term of the student's first
year in law school with a course in social problems, The materials for
this course, developed in conjunction with the curriculum project's work
on social science methods of rescarch, will cover seven rﬁajp;c izastitu—
tional arcas: ihc stiuciure. of the comumunity, including relationships t;o.
the physical er.xviroﬁment; the family; the educational system; the pro-

.
duction of goods and services; j:he distribution of goods and services;

the political system; and what can be called meaning and motivation,

which includes the study of basic social values, alienation, and so on,

| In this course we will examine the social problems to be found in each of

the major social institutions and the associated legal issues. The list of
topics to be ezamined will include such matiers as metropolitan land use,

the conirol of pollution, divorce, school desegregation, the use of the

mass media, and so on.

In the law student's second year, he will begin with a course in
legal remedies, expiceing the advantages and disadvantages of civil suits,
eriminal procedures; injuaciions, wriis, legislation, group actions, ete.,
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as possible solutions; The study of remedies, centering on the guestion
of how {o help solve social problems rather than individual complaints,
will also include quasi-legal deviceé or solutibns that are outside the
tpaditional, formal boundaries of the law but which have important legal
underpinnings, such as the formation of resident corporations in ghetto
areas, the use of tﬁe mass media for the mobiliéation of public opinion,

“and broadened political participation,

As a part of the program in the second year and running parallel
to the student's study of remedies, there will be a sequence of seminars
in which: (a) students select 2 major social problem and analyz.e_it
intensively; (l_)) design an appropriate legal and/or quasi~legal remedy;
and (c) évaluate current research on the problem and carry out original
research where necessary. It is in this last phase that we will use the
_ | curriculum materials we have developed in this project, examining
methodology not in the abstract or as an isolated subjeqt, but as ;a. means

to an immediaté end which the student has chosen for himself,

Foxj those students in the program (and we estimate that we can
handle about 20 to 25 students, if we can find some additional financial
support), the third year's work wﬁl consist of applying their studies, of
attempting to use tﬁe remedy or set of remedies they have developed with
‘the supervision of the ;acﬂfy memberg participating in the program. This

may take the form of litimation, the writing of lesislation and securing of
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political support, the formation of new social organizations, participation

in existing official agencies, etc. It should be pointed out that the College

of Law of the University of Denver is now creating one of the most extensive

clinical programs for law students in the country; and that program can, in
' many instances, be used as a vehicle for the application of the knowledge

and skills acquired in the sequence of courses sketched in above,

v

CONCLUSIONS

Legal education, like many other forms of professiop_al education,
is responding to the rush of social change which is modifying m'“. society.
The pace of re;sponse has been faster at some law schools than at others,

. but there are probably none that can escape the complex and difﬁ;ult task
/"'f of reappraising the purpose of a legal education and the best means of

obtaining it.

One of the most important shifts taking place, in our opinion, in- |

.volves far éreater attention to the social context in which legal rules are

u§ed, both influencing that context and being influenced by if, as opposed
to a hermetic concern v;ith fhe logicél structure of the rules alone, As

v this shift occurs, the lawyer and the law student cannot avoid questioning
the consequenceé of th;: law with which he deais. He cannot ignore the

empirical regularitics of human behavior or the nature of the scientific
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methods by which information concerning these regularities is obtained,
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This project has been a preliminary effert to develop some of the

* g

. ' | currxcul'..m materials which law sch ools 7ill unquestionably requirs i

the years ahead, But we have been made all too aware that curriculum
;’- materials cannot be developed in intellectual isolation and that we must
. constantly pay attention to the changing conceptions of the profsssions.
i We hope that .the larger sequence we have designed will answer some of
% these difficulties and make our materials on methods still more useful.
‘*” Gresham M. Sykes, Director

-Administration of Justice Program '
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APPENDIX B

Distribution of Curricuium Project Case Book

Professor Robert Adman
University of Akvon College of Law
Akron, Ohio 44304 '

Proiessor John U, Ayer
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Davis, California 95616

‘Dean Charles E., Ares
University of Arizona Coilege of Law

Tucson, Arizona 85721

_ Drofegsor David C, Baldus

: . The University of Jowa Ccllege of Law
: fowa City, Iowa 52240

Professor Robert Bard
; , University of Connecticué Law School
] ' ,"' ' 1800 Asylum
" West Hartford, Connecticut 06117

“ . Professor Francis E, Barkman

The University of Toledo College of Law
’ Toledo, Ohio 43606

: "~ Dean EBdward Barrett
University of California School cf Law
Davis, California 95616

_ _ . Professor Allen H, Barton, Director
Bureau of Applied Research
.; ' : Columbia University ‘

New York, New York 10027

. Professor William M, Beaney
i- - irdversily of Denver College of Law

200 West 14th Avenue
Denver, Colovade 80204
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Professor Richard J. Bonnie
University of Virginia School of Law
Charlottesville, Virginia 22901

Professor Spencer H. Boyer
Howardc University School of Law
Washington, D, C. 20001

Professor Lester Brickman, Director
Law and Poverty Project

University of Toledo College of Law
Toledo, Ohio 43606

Professor Albert Broderick
The Catholic University of America School of Law
Washington, D. C. 20017

Professor Patrick Brown
University of Florida College of Law
Gainesville, Florida 32601

Professor David Caplovitz
Department of Sociology
Columbia University
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Dean Thomas W. Christopher
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Professor Johm ¥. Coons
University of Califoraia School of Law

Berkeley, California 94720

Professor Charles H. Cottingham

Rutgers, The State University, School of Law
180 University Avenue

Newark, New Jersey O071C2

Miss Jill Cottrell : : :
108 Dwight Street o .
New Haven, Comnecticut 06511

Professor Alan D, Cullison
University of Houston Coliege of Law
3801 Cullen Boulevard

Houston, Texas 77004

Professor Robert O, Dawson
The University of Texas ai Austin College of Law
2500 Red River '

Austing, Texas

16705
Professor Richard T. Dole

University of Iowa College of Law
Iowa City, Iowa 52240

Professor Robert H. Dreher

Center for the Study of Crime, Delinquency, and Cerrections
Southern Illinois University

Carbondale, Illinois 62901

“Dean Robert F. Drinan

Boston College Law School .
Brighton, Massachusetts 02135

Professor David E. Engdahl, Director
The Law Revision Center -

University of Colorado School of Law
Boulder, Colorado 80302

Professor William Evan

Department of Sociology .
University of Pennsylvania

Thiladelphia, Pennsyivania 19104
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Professor Jaime B. Fuster
University of Puerto Rico School of Law’
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Professor Alvin L. Goldman
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APPENDIX C

Courses Concerned with Law and

1966 ~ 1969

COURSES -

“Law and Society

Seminar in Law & Social
Science Research

Legal Practice Seminar

Law in Transition

Social Legal Research Seminar
Legal Practice Seminar

Law and Society

Negotiation Seminar

Social Legal Research Seminar
Law and Morality

Social Legal Research Seminar
Law m Transition

Seminar in Criminal Law

Criminal Justice Seminar

QUARTER
Fall 1966

Winter 1967

Qrrnin
opss, a.ng

1067
Spring 1967
Fall 1967
Fall 1967
Fall 1967
Winter 1968
Winter 1968

Winter 1968

Spring 1968

Spring 1968

University of Denver iLaw School

Social Scieuce

Summer 1968

Summer 1968

Fall 19638

e

RN o KB e o e T

T aeet MY

N N I L PO A

F el n e, s

. e w4
B e R e TS S A AT

ERRTEE T



‘o[n ey

-
H
\

COURSES

Law in Transition
Sopial Legal Research Seminar
Clliminal Justice Seminar

Liaw and Morality

Social Legal Research Seminar
Criminai Justice Seminar

Law in Transition

Law and Society

Social Legal Research Seminar
N;gotiation Serainar

Law and Society

Criminology Seminar

Fall 1968
Fall 1968
Winter 1989
Winter 1959
Wwinter 1969
Spring iv6Y
Soring 1969
Spring 1969
Spring 1969
Summer 1969
Fall 1969

¥Fall 1969
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APPENDIX D

Social Science Methods in Legal Education Institute

Facully of SSMILE

Professor Allen H. Bartfon
Bureau of Applied Research, Columbia University

Professor William Beaney
University of Denver College of Law

Professor Lawrence M. Friedman
Stanford University Law Schooi

Profeséor Harry Kalven
Universiity of Chicago Law School

Professor Jlaurice Rosenberg
Columbia University Scliool of Law

Professor Jerome Skolnick

University of California at Berkeley Law School
Dr. Stanton Wheeler )

Yale Law School
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Participants of SSMILE
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Southern Methodist University School of Law
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Professor Francis E, Barkman
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Professor Herbert N, Bernhardt
Northeastern University School of Law
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Boston, Massachusetts 02115

Professor Spencer H, Boyer
Howard University School of Law
Washington, D. C, 20001

Professor Lester Brickman, Director
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Professor Patrick Bro.m
University of ¥lorida College of Law
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School of Law - Newark

Rutgers, The State University

180 University Avenue

Newark, New Jersey 07102

Miss Jill Cottrell
108 Dwight Street
New Haven, Connecticut 06511

Professor Alan D, Cullison
University of Houston Colicge of Law
3801 Cullen Boulevard

Houston, Texas 77004
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School of Law - Newark
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- ' 180 University Avenue
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Professor Brian A, Grosman

McGill University
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" Montreal 112, Quebec, Canada
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University of California School oi Law
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Columbia University Schooi of Law
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Professor Eii Jarmel
School of Law

Rwutgers State University
180 University Avenue
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Professor John M, Junker
University of Washington School of Law
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Professor Michael P, Katz

School of Law

University of North Carolina
Chapel Hill, North Carolina 27514

Professor Nicholas N, Kittrie
Washington College of Law -
The American University
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Washington, D, C. 20016

Professor Ramon A, Kiitzke
Institute on Poverty and the Law
Marqueite University

1103 West Wisconsin Avenue
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53233

Dean Karl Krastin
The University of Toledo College of Law

" Toledo, Ohic 43600

Professor Norvie L. Lay .
University of Louisville School of Law
Louisville, Kentucky 40208

Professor Graham C. Lilly
University of Virginia School of Law
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Professor Fredric R, Merrill
Thiversity of Denver College of Law
200 West 4th Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80204

Professor Perry Mever
. - McGill University
: 3644 Peel Street
3 Montreal, Quebec, Canada

Professor Frank I, Michelmar_l.
Harvard University Law School
Cambridge, Massachusetts 02138

Professor Robert C. L., Moffat
University of Florida College of Law
Gainesville, Florida 32601

Professor Denton R, Moore
Drake University Law School
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Professor Webster Myers, Jr.

University of South Carolina School of Law
1515 Green Street
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; Professor Ved P, Nanda

o University of Denver College of Law
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Professor James Nathanson

* University of Denver College of Law
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Professor John Daniel Reaves
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Professor Herbert Sermel
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Orofessor Thomas L. Shaffer
. Notre Dame Law School
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Professor Philip Shuchman
Indiana University School of Law
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Professor L. Orin Slagle, Jr.
‘Che Ohio State University College of Law
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University of Kansas School of Law
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; L Professor J, Allen Smith
School of Law
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¥rofessor Robert H, Suinick
University of Denver College of Law
200 West 14th Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80204

Professor Dr., P. Vinke
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Yeiden, Holland

Professor James o. White
University of Michigan Law Schocol
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Professor Thomas E., Willging
The University of Toledo College oi Law
Toledo, Ohio 43606

Professor John M. Winters

University of San Diego School of Law
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Professor Martha S, Yerkes
Loyola University School of Law
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Authoy Titlie FPuhlisher Date
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- I ,Methods and Concepts

Zeward S, Becker Problems of Iunference h nepriated from 31958
- and Proof in Participant Amer.Sociological
: Observation _ ‘ review
fubert M. Blalock Social Statistics | McGraw-Hill 1960
- Derer M. Blau The Dynamics of vniv, of Chicago 1955
! : Rureaucracy Press
Zllen H, Earton Some Functions of 2obbs-Merrill §-326
; *aul Lazarfeld Qualitative Apnalysis . :
P ~ in'Social Reseaxch ‘
.-  Donald T. Campbell AVoiding Regression Bobbs-Merrill §-353
§ Keith N. Clayton Effects in Panel Studies
.. Donald T, Campbell Convergent and Piscriminant
i Donald W, Fiske Validation by the Multitrait-  Bobbs-Merrill - $~354
. Mulitimethod Matrix
,%' James A. Davis' A Tecﬁnidﬁe‘for Analyzing Bobbs-Merriii S-367
P et, al, ine Effects cf Croup Composition -
Lalfar T, Empey The Provo Experiment in Bobbs-Merriil 5-385
J Jerone Rabow Delinquency Rehabilitation
.. Paul F, lazarfeld Evidence and Inference - Bobbs-Merrill  8-441
W e In Social Research a )
. h; . . *
Paul F, lazarfeld The Controversy Over Bobbs-Merrill . 8-442
. e Detailed Interviews - e
Paul F, lazarfeld The Use of Panels in Bobbs-Merrill 5-443
-}g ‘ Social Research . '
Ll :
) Robert K., Merton The Focused Interview Bobbe-NMerrill S-467
l; Patricia L. Kendall
§ R .
™ %, S. Robinson Ecological Correlations and Bobbs-Merrill $8-243
. B The Behavior of Individuals
: . S, Robinson The Logical Structure of . Bobbs-Merrill S-489
N Analytic Induction
i '
1! 8, s, stevens On the Theory of . Bobbs-Merrill S-515
: Scales of Measurement
“.ii oraks Zelditeh Sorre Methodological Probiems Bouobs-ierrili 3-545
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William M. Evan
Lecon Festinger
Dzuniel Katz

lavrence M. Friedman

Lawvrence M, Friedman

Carl J. Friedrich
EBrvias Goffman
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Paul K. Hatt

Albert J. Reiss
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S3MILE BOOK INVENTORY (Continuad)

Title

§da

A Deport of the
Years 1966 & 1967

Experimental and Quasi-
Sxperimental Designs for
Research

Human Behavior in
The Concentration Camp

The H

- we

0
ané Means:
a

The History of a Legislative

Power Struggle

Wayward Puritans
Complex Organizations
Law and Soc&ology
Research Methods in the

Behavioral Sciences

Cn Legalistic Reasoning--
A Footnote to Weber

The Law of the Living, The
Law of the Dead: Property,
Successicn, and Society

Totalitarianism
Asylums

Reader in Urban
Sociology

Applications of Methods of

Fvalugtion

Imnact Research and Sociology
Some Tentativ

of law:

Publisher

—

Columbia V. Press

Rand McNally

W. W. Norton
and Co.

University of
Wisconsin

John Wiley and
Sons - -

Holt, Rinchart
and Winston

The Free Press
of Glencoe

Holt, Rinehart
and Winston

University of
Wisconsin

University of
Wisconsin

1966
1966

1961

1962
1966
1966

1966

Harvard University 1954

Press

Doubleday=-Anchur
Press

The Free Press
of Glencoe

'd
University of
Colifornia Presc

University ot

Proposals Wisconsin
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James G. March

Stuati Nagel

&

tuart 8. Nagel

Stuart S. Nazel
Robert Erikson

Wallacz S, Sayre
Herbert Kaufman

richard D, Schwartz
Souva QOrleans
nichard D, Schwuartz
Jerome . Skolnick

Claire Sellitz
et al,

Frederic Sulfet
Rdwie M, Shur
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SAMYTE TOCK INVENTORY (Con
Iicie
The Incidence of the Corpora-~
tion income Tax: A Lawyer’s
View ¢f a Problam in Economics
Fopular Semocracy and
Tudiecial Lnﬁependence

The language of Soc1a1

Pnemaryen

Inicn Pemocracy

Handbook cf Orsanizations
Court-Curbing Periods in
American Mistoxy

Judicial Prediction and
Analysis from Fmpirical
Probability Tables

Testing the Effects of Exclu-
ing Illegally Seized Evidence

Editorial Reaction to Supreme
Court Decisions on Church and
State

Governing New York City

On Legal Sanctions

Two Studies of Legal Stigma

Research Methods in
Social Relatioas

Conformity and
i Liverties
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i wea
vava

law and
iogical

Publisher Date

University of 1965

Wiscunsin

University of = 19€7

Wisconsin

The Free Press 1955

Douvbleday~-Anchor 1956

Press

Rand, McNally 1965

Reprinted from : 1965

Vanderbilt Law

Review -

Keprint from 1966

Indiana Law

Journal

University of 1965

Wiscoansin

Princeton Univer- 1967

sity Press

Russell Sage 1960

Foundation

University of 1967

Chicago

Reprinted from 1962

Social Problems

rali 1962, Vol. 10,

Number 2

Hlolt Rinehart 1959

and Winston

Peter Smith 1963

Gioucesier Mass.

Wational Couucil 31966
n Crime and

Pelirquency

Random House 1967
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sugene J. Webb
fecnalid T, Campbell

¥ichard D, Schwartz
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rrank K, Westie

.

iimans Zeisel
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Fthical Issues in the
Rehavionral Sciences

egal Needs of the Poor in
ne Gity of Denver

r l"

Unobtrusive Measures: Non-
reactive Research in the
Soz3ial Sciences

Toward Closexr Relations Between

Theoiy and Research

ITL. Administ

Navid J. Bordua
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The Institute For
Defense Analyses

The Institute For
Nefense Analyses

ahe Institute For
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The Institute For
“ -

Derense Analyses

ne Institute For
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befense Analyses

Criminal Justice

The Police: 8ix Sociological
Essays :

Free Press and Fair Trial

The Challenge of Crime in a
Free Society: A Report by
the President's Commission on
Law Enforcement and Adminis-
tration of Justice

Task Force Report: The Police

Task Force Report: The Courts

Task Force Report: Corrections

Task Force Report: .Juvenije’
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Criwe Annotations and
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ihlisher
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npublished

=3

Uhpublished
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gical Review,

. Vol. 2 (2)

Harper & Row

.

John Wiley &
Sons

Public Affairs
Press

U.S. Government
Printing Office,
Washington

U.S. Government
Printing Office
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U.S. Government
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U.S. Government
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author
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diie Institute For
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wayne R, LaFave

Vaughan Stapleton

Vaughan Stapleton

. Worman l.efstein

Vaughan Stapleton

Morman Lefstein
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Norman Lefstein
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Task Force Report:
Technology

Task Fcrce Report:
and Drug Abuse

Narcotics

Arrest: The Decision to Take
a Suspect into Custody

Lawyer Project: ' Preliminary

Results’

Lavyer In The Juvenile Court
Project: Second Annual Report

o

Counsel in Juven
An Experimenta

1ila Courts:

al Study

?

Manual of Procedures: Boys in
the Juvenile Couxt Project

Prepération for the Field:
Lawyer in the Juvenile Court
Projcct

Law Enforcement in the
Metropolis

The Future of Imprisonment
in & Free Society

The Unexamined Death

Delinquency and Drift

Miranda v. Arizona,
384 V.8, 435 (1966)

Pishlisher Date

U.S. Government 1647
Drinting Qffice,

Washington

1,5, Government 1967
Printiung Office,
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Unpublished 1968
Unpublished 1966
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Foundation
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Publisher

Aprointed Counsel's Guide
for Illinois Criminal Appeals

Callaghan and
Co. '

The Administration of Justice University of
in Crisis: Chicago, April 1968 Chicago

American Bar

Standards Relating to Speedy
Trial Association
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‘ihe Measurement of Delinquency John Wiley and
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The Jury and the Defense of
Insanity

Little, Brown
and Company

Justice Without Trial: Law John Wiley &
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Society

The Saciety of Captives Princeton tmniv,
* Press
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U.S. Supreme
Court

The Application of CGault,

The State of
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Litie
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Powers of Attorney

Lawyers' Ethics: A Survey
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Lawyers on Theixr Own

The Lawyer and ilis
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s I, LdRldier

Geoffrey C. Hazard,
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Law in a Changing America

Howard M, Vollmer Professionalism
Dopaid L, Mills '
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ASSOCIATION OF AMERICAN AW SCHONOLS

"
¥ AND SCCIETY ASSOCTATION

(a4 -

Syliabus

e
TOLC Ransa P - i T, s ¥ f NEPOR]
1969 Becial Coicnce Mcthode i Legal Educatian Ingtituic

Resident Facuity:

Allen H. Barton, Ph.D. (Sociology), Bureau of Applied Research, Columbia
University

William M. Beaney, LL.B., Ph.D. (Political Science}, Department of
Politics, Princeton University (until September 1, 1969); University of

Denver College of Law
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Robert B. Yegge, M.A. (Sociology), LL.B., University cf Denver College

of Law

Visiting Faculty:

David H. Bayley, Ph.D. (Political Science), University of Denver Graduate
School of International Relations

David Cavers, LL.B., Harvard Law School o

Jack Ladinsky, Ph.D. (Socioleogy), University of Wiccensin

P oaePAT St

Hans Mattick, Ph.D. (Sociology), University of Chicago Law School

Alan Merson, 1LL.B., University of Denver Cecllege of Law
Wilbert £E. Moore, Ph.D. {Sociology), Princeton University and Russell ;
Sage Foundation

:

Walter F. Murphy, Ph.D. (Political Science), Princeton University, Chairman,:

Department of Politics
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fi. maurence Noss, Fu.D. {Sociology), University ot Denver Celicge o
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Gresham M. Svkes, Ph.D. (Sociology), University of Denver College of
Kvle White, J.D., University of Denver College of Law

Agvance Reading:

Cresham Svkes, Robert Sulnick, Norman Linton, Law 2nd Social Science
Research: A Collection of Annctated Readings (1969).
¥oi Brickson, Wayward Puritans, New Ynrk: John Wilev % Sons (1966).
X ﬁvnamlccg of Bureaucracy, Chicago: Universiiy of Chicago

, J m=Tease 0

iviorning sessions will be held daily from July 7 through August 1. They will
gin at 2:00 a.m. and break at 10:30 a.m. (Part I), then resurmse at 11:00 a.m.
and end at 12:20 p.m. (Part II). All sessions will be held in Room 202 of the
University of Denver College of Law, 200 West 14th Avenue, Denver.

©
Participants may elect, on a voluntary basis, to attend (a) laboratory sessions

{Part IIf), and, (b) special topical seminars, both to be held during afternoons.
Laboratory sessions (Part III) will be held from 2:00 to 4:00 p.m. Tuesday and
Thursday in the Social Science Laboratory of the Administration of Justice Program
{South Basement). Topical seminars will be arranged during the first week of the
Institute, which seminares will center around the research projects of participants.

I. METHODS AND CONCEPTS

Sunday, July &

2:00 p.m. Orientation, Ccllege of Law, 200 West 14th Avenue

3:60 p.m. Depart for Yegge Peak (from Coliege of Law) '

Monday, July 7

Part I: Methodas

TOPRIC: TYPRS Of RESEARCH DFSIGN: L.OMHC OF TESTING CAUSAYL.,




Part ‘II:

Reading:

Sykes, et al., Law and Social Science Research: £ Coulection

of Annotated Readmes. Introductlon Author's bomnlents

Suggested Reading: Sykes, et al., Law and Social Science Research:

Concepts

Reading:

Tuesday, July 8

Part I:

Methods

A Collection of Annotated Readmgs.

Ehapter I: Law and Empirical Inquiry

Author's Comments
William J. Goode and Paul K, Hatt, ""Methods in Sociail
Research"
Chapter II: The Design of Research
Author's Comments
Claire Selltiz, Marie Jahoda, Morton Deutsch, Stuar
Cook, ""Research Methods"

-~ - -
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Hans Zeisel, '""The Law," in The Uses of Sociology, pp. 81-99,

eds. by Paul F. Lazarsfeld, William H. Sewell, and Harold L.

Wilensky, New York: Basic Books, Inc. (1967).

Claire Selltiz, Marie Jahoda, Morton Deutsch, Stuart Cook,

‘Research Design: Testing Causal Hypotheses, ' in
Research Methods in Social Relations, pp. 79-144, \Iew
York: Holt, Remhart & Winston (1959).

/"' TOPIC: DEVIANCE AND NORMS

Erickson, Wayward Puritans,

TOPIC: EXPERIMENTATION
Professor Ross, Discussion Leader

Reading:

psivinia ~ X

OriC. STR!

Reading:

Donald T. Campbell and Julian Stanley, Experimental and
Quasi-Experimental DeSIgns for Research, Chlcacro
Rand-McNally (1966),

Blau, Dvnamics of Bureaucracy,
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Tart III: Voluntary Laboratoi'y Session
TOPIC: INTRODUCTION TO ANALYSIS OF QUANTITATIVE LEGAL DATA

E;e;ading: Kenneth Janda, Data Processing, Evanston: Northwestern
University Press {1965).

Robert Campbell, "How the Computer Gets the Answer, "
Life Educational Reprint 33 (1967).

Wednesday, July 9

_ Part I: Methods

TOPIC: QUALITATIVE CBSERVATION
Professor Beaney and Professor Sykes, Discussion Leaders

Reading: Sykes, et al. » Law and Social Science Research: A Collection

of Annotated Readings.
Chapter iI: The Design of Research
Jerome H. -Skolnick, "Justice Without Trial"
Chapter VI: The Problem of Inference
Allen Barton & Paul Lazarsfeld, "Some Functions
of Qualitative Analysis in Social Research"

/ Suggested Reading: Howard S. Becker, "Problems of Inference and
: Proof in Participant Observation, " American Sociological
Review (December 1958), pp. 652-660. (Bobbs-Merrill
Reprint S-337). :

Part II: Concepts | | o . . |

TOPIC: TOTAL INSTITUTIONS

- Read‘ng: Goffman, Aé_y_lhms.

Thursday, July 10

Part I: Methods

TOPIC: MULTIVARIATE ANALYSIS
Proiessor Barton, Discussion lLeader

Reading: T. Hirschi and H. C. Selvin, Delinquency Researca,
Chapters 3 to 5, pp. 37-87, New York: Macmillan (1967).
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art iI: Ccncepts
. TOPIC: FUNCTIONAI, ANALYSIS

Suggested Reading: Seymour Lipset, Union Democracy, New York
Doubleday-Anchor Press {19506).

Part III: Voluntary Laboratory Sessions

TOPIC: FORMULATION OF QUANTIFIABLE HYPOTHESES

Friday, July 11

Part i: Methods

TOPIC: SAMPLING
Professor Barton, Discussion Leader )
Readin'g: Sykes, et al., Law and Social Science Research: ﬁx_ Collectic
of Annotated Readings.
Chapter IV: The Problem of Sampling
John H. Mueller & Karl F. Schuessler, '"Statistical
Reascning in Sociology

‘ Suggested Reading: Selltiz, et al., Research Methods in Social
Relations, pp. 509-545. -

Lipset, Union Democracy.

Samuel Stouffer, Communism, Conformity and Civil Libertie
Gloucester, Mass.: Peter Smith (1963).

. Jerome Carlin, Lawyers' Ethics, New York: Russell Sage
Foundation (1966).

TOPIC: SCALING AND MEASUREMENT
Professor Barton, Discussion Leader

Reading. Selltiz, et al., "Some General Problems of Measurement, "
in Research Methods in Social Relations, Chapter 5.

Suggested Reading: Selltiz, et ai., ibid., Chapter 10.
3, 5. Stevens, "On the Theorv of Scales of Measurement, "
Bovbs ;v[en i1l Reprint o-.>15
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Lipset, TInion Democracv. Appendix C, pp. 132-438,

L_YYPNg JY. Y
.

PLE]

Stouffer, Communism, Conformity and Civii Liverties,
Appendixz C, pp. 262-2.69.

arlin, Lawyers' Ethics, Appendices B and C, pp.
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CATIONS FOR 'LEGAL EDUCATICN

T INMPLIC!
Professors Yegge, Sykes, Friedman and Beaney, Discussion Leaders

II. ADMINISTRATICN OF CRIM

Suggested Reading for Sessions on Administration oi justice

Harry Xalven and Hans Zeisel. The American Jury, Doston: Little,
Brown & Co. (1966).

Jerome Carlin, Lawyers' Ethics.

Erwin Smigel, Wall Street Lawyer, New York: Macmillan {(1964).

Joel Handler, The Lawyer in His Community, Madison: University
of Wisconsin Press (1267).

& v

Monday, July 14

TOPIC: THEORETICAL CONSIDERATIONS
Professor Murphy, Discussion Leader

Sl dpatakt T ra s

e

{a)  Systems Analysis

{b) Role Theory

Reading: Kenneth Dolbeéi'e, Trial Courts in Usrban Politics, New York:
_ John Wiley & Sons (1967).

W. J. Goode, "A Theory of Role Strain," American

Sociological Review, Vol. 25, pp. 483-496. ‘

Neal C. Gross and others, Explorations in Role Analysis; |
Chapters 2, 3, 4 and 7, New York: John W= & Sons {1958). |
“uesday, Tuty 16
TOPIC: APPLICATION OF THEORY TO COURTS N\
Professors Murphy and Beancy, Discussion Leader R ﬂ
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Wednesday, July 16

Ll B

W axter . Murphy, miemenis ox Judiciai Strategy, Chicago:
U*nverslty of Chicago Press (1904)

Giendon A. Schubert, Jjudicial Demsmn-Makmg, New York:
Macmillan (1963).

LABORATORY SESSION: SYSTEMATIC OBSERVATION

TOPIC: THE LEGAL PROFESSION
Professor Moore, Discussion Leader

Reading: Abraham Blumberg, "Practice of Law as a Confidence

Game, " Law and Society Review, Vol. I, No. 2, pp. 15-39

Thursday, July 17 and Friday, July 18

TOPIC: LAW ENFORCEMENT
Professor Bayley, Discussion Leader

Reading:

M
(4

Kenneth C. Davis, Discretionary Justice, Baton Rouge:
Louisiana State University Press (1969). -

David Bayley and Harold Mendelsohn, Minorities and the
Police, New York: Macmillan (1969).

TOPIC: IMPLICATIONS FOR LEGAL EDUCATION

11,

PROBLEMS OF THE URBAN GHETTO

<

Monday, July 21.

L

TOPIC: GHETTO AS COMMUNITY: STRENGTHS AND WEAKNESSES

Reading:

Lce Rainwater & William Yancey, The Moymhan Report
and the Politics of Controversy, Cambridge: M.I. T.
Press {1967).

Filiott Liebow, Tally's Corner, Boston: Little, Brown
2 Ca. {1967).

oy

avial Caplovits, The Poor Payv More, New York:
Macinilian {1963).
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Gerald Suttles, Social Order of the Slum, Chicago:
University of Chicago Press (1968\

R B AN

. l:

-4 ' Suggested Reading: Abram Kardiner and Lionel Oversey, The Mark L

P . of Oppressicn, New York: Norten (1951). Reprint !

: Gloucester: Peter Smith. I

Stanley Elkins, Slavery, New York: Grossel & ;’Dunlaj_g '

{1963). '

William Foote Whyte, Sireet Corner Society, Thicago:

University of Chicago Press (1955).

Tuesday, July 22 and Wednesday, July 23 :

TOPIC: SOLUTIONS AND THEIR EVALUATION

(=) Social Services

Reading: ' Headstart Report T : w

Walter B. Miller, "The Impact of 2 Total Community

Delinquency Control Project, "' Social Problems, Vol. 10 ,

(Fall 1962), pp. 168-190. :

: ' : ' Henry Meyers and Edgar Borgotta, Girls at Vocational |

' L High, New York: Russell Sage Foundation 2 (1965).

(b) Infusion of Money

‘ Reading: Christopher Green, Negative Taxes and the Poverty Problem,

Washington, D. C.: Brookings Institute (1967). '

' (c) Power )

: Reading: Daniel P. Moynihan, Maximum Feasibie Misunderstanding_, o

New York: Macmillan (1969).

s Peter Marris and Martin Rein, Dilemmas of Social Reform,
; ' New York: Atherton Press (1967). !

- . Gresham M. S&kes, "Legal Needs of the Poor in Denver, " !
§ (1966).

Guests: Frofessor David Cavers
Proiessor Jack Ladinsky
floward I. Rosenberg, sq.
Professor Gresham M. Sykes
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Thursday, July 24 and Friday, July 25

TOPIC: POLITICAL DYNAMICS OF GHETTO PROBLEMS

Allen H. Rarton, Communities m Disaster, Chap. V,
Garden City: Doubleday (1969).

Re dtng :

Lawrence Friedman, Government and Slum Hecusing, Chicago:

Rand McNally {1968).

Rainwater & Yancey, The Moymhan Report and the roiitics
of Controversy.

TOPIC:: RESPONSE TO THE GrI"“TTO BY THE DUM' NTS

Reading: National Advisory Commission on Civil Disorders,
Supplemental Studies for the National Advisory Commission
on Civil Disorders, Wa.shmgton, D. C.: U. S. Government

Printing Office.

-

'Hazel G Erskine, "Demonstrations and Race Riots,!" Public

-
aar AL RCMAL LA

TOPIC: IMPLICATIONS FOR LEGAIL EDUCATION

Guests: Professor Alan Merson
Kyle White, Esq.

IV. DISSENT

Monday, July 28

TOPIC: GHETTO RIOTS

Reading: U. S. Riot Commission, Report of the National Advisory
: Commission on Civil Disorders, New York: Bantam

Books (1968).

David J. Bordua, The Police, New York: John Wiley

& Sons (1967).

Chapter I: Ailan Silver, "The Demand for Order in Civil
Society: A Review of Some Themes in the History
. of Urban Crime, Police and Riot"

Cuast: Profecsor Hans Mattick
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Tuesday, July 29

TOPIC: CAMPUS RIOTS

. -Reading: Seymour M. Lipset and Sheldon Wolin, Berkeley Student
: Revolt; New York: Doubleday-Anchor Press (1965),

' cos? 07 o oy cuem et e .
Louis Massoti, "Editor's Preface," Ameorican Behavicral

© Scientist, Vol. II, No. 4 (1968).

Daniel Walker, Rights in Conilict (Report ic the National
Commission on Causes and Prevention of Violence),
New York: Bantam (1G68).

Allen H. Barton, "The Columbia Crisis, ' Public Opinion °
Quarterly, Vol. 32 (Fall 1968), pp. 333-351.

Wednesday, July 30

TOPIC: ANOMIE

Reading: Robert K. Merton, "Social Structure and Anomie, "
Social Theory and Social Structure, pp. i31-100,
Macmillan (195%).

Thursday, July 31
TOPIC: PUBLIC REACTION

Readiﬁg: ‘Stouffer, Communism, Conformity and Civil Liberties.

Walter Bium and Harry Kalven, Jr., "'"The Art of Opinion
Research, " 24 University of Chicago Review, page 1 {1956).

Arthur Waskow, From Race Riot to Sit-In, New York:
Doubleday-Anchor Press (1967).

Friday, August ]

TOPIC: IMPLICATIONS FOR LEGAL EDUCATION
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