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South Texas College of Law: Houston’s
Gateway to Opportunity in Law

Christopher Anglim

On September 24, 1928, the South Texas School of Law opened for classes
in the YMCA building at the corner of Fannin and McKinney streets.
According to the new school’s board of governors, this "was an occasion
worthy of the attention of the educators of the state and members of the Bar
Association particularly.” In his first speech as dean, Federal District Judge
Joseph C. Hutcheson, Jr., said, “We will promise nothing now as to what we
will fulfill, for we believe that we can do much more than we can now
promise.”? Judge Hutcheson's words proved prophetic. From that initial class
of 34 aspiring lawyers, the school grew into what is today the South Texas
College of Law, a distinguished and progressive institution whose alumni
constitute a significant proportion of the practicing attorneys and judges in
Harris County. Aptly known as “Houston's gateway to opportunity,” South
Texas has maintained its commitment to the community it serves for over 70
years and has consistently expanded its vision to truly do more than what it
could initially promise.

The new law school was organized by the Young Men's Christian Associ-
ation (YMCA) in response to the need for adult education in Houston. The
YMCA had served as a social service agency since its arrival in Houston in
1886. The services offered by the YMCA have evolved over time to accommo-
date the challenges of different eras, but the organization’s basic goals of
serving community needs have remained constant. One early emphasis of the

Christopher Anglim is Government Documents and Special Collections Librarian at South
Texas College of Law Library.

Minutes of the Board of Directors of the Houston YMCA, October 12, 1925. All minutes,
reports, letters, and catalogs pertaining to the YMCA cited in this article are held in the South
Texas College of Law Archives and Manuscripts Collection unless otherwise stated.

2The South Texas School of Law, 1924-1925 (catalog), 7.
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education program, including the establishment of a standard school of
commerce that featured accounting classes. The Houston School of Teching)-
ogy, opened by the YMCA Ilater that year, offered a broad range of business
and technical training ¢ Nationally, the YMCA prided itself on offering solid
classes in such areas as law, accountancy, salcsmanship, and other business-

YMCA schoals had taught more than 150,000 men and boys in its branches
in the leading association centers in the United States by 1923.° The Houston
YMCA'’s course offerings established it as one of these major centers.

In what became arguably its most important educational endeavor of the
1920s, the Houston YMCA created a “standard four year” School of Law. By
1923, 20 YMCA associations were operating law schools with 2 total enroil.
ment of 3,716 students. The law schools which werc originally founded as
YMCA law schools include the present-day: Northeastern University School
of Law, Western New England College of Law, New York Law School, the

both in Ohio, have closed. All of the YMCA law schools were intended to
provide a practical, affordable, and accessible legal education.!®

Legal education was a pressing need in Houston. During the 1920s, the oil
industry enjoyed explosive growth in and arcund Houston, creating a need
for lawyers to handie the growing business arising out of the discovery,
production, transportation, refining, and marketing of oil. Most of the large,
vertically integrated oil companies had extensive exploration and production
in Texas, with refinerjes along the Guif Coast, and often administrative offices

W: C, Paige, Report of General Secretary, October 13, 1922, The Houston School of
Technology changed its name to the South Texas School of Commerce in the carly 1930s, and
closed in 1955, During the 1920s, the Houston Schoal of Technology offered training in several
diverse areas such ag accounting, drafting, real estate, salesmanship, advertising, merchandise
traffic management, and cotton classing. Before World War I, the emphasis of cvening classes
at the Houston YMCA had been similar, but far fewer classes were offered and none were
oerganized into formal academic cousses of study. An undated prewar brochure Hsting the YMCA,
classes explained, “The Y.M.C.A. Night School is designed o help men help themselves....The
studies offered are the ones which better fit men for their daily work, and thus provide for
material advancement,” Brochures in 5C 1096, Houston YMCA Pamphlet Collection, Houston
Metropolitan Research Center, Houston Public Library.

9Rt:po1"t—~Educarjmml Department, submitted by Frank C. Fields, Chairman, Educatfo/nal
Committee, 1925.

1°I<Iancyjo Newton and W, Frank Newton, “Legal Education in Texas,” in Comniittee on
History and Tradition of the State Bar of Texas, Centennial History of the Texas Bar, 1882.1982
(Austin: Eakin Press, 1981), 168; Robert Stevens, Law School: Legal Education in America from the
18505 to the 1980 (Chapel Hill: Uniw:raiit'\r of Narth Carolina Press, 1983), 8081, 195, 198, 19%:. N
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in Houston or Dallas even if they were under the guidance of a central office
in another state, Lawyers well trained in Texas law were needed to examine
titles, draw up conveyances, check franchises, and organize new corporations.

The lawyers were particularly involved in the leasing of lands for oil explora-

tion and production, which required a meticulous examination of titles. In

this important aspect of their operations, the major oil companies had to rely
on attorneys well versed in the land laws of each particular jurisdiction they
operated in. }
At the same time, legal education was becoming increasingly classroom
based, with the “apprenticeship method” in a rapid decline.!* The only
accredited law schools in the state were at the University of Texas in Austin
and at Baylor University in Waco. An evening law school in Houston would
increase the number of potential lawyers by making legal education accessible
to persons without the social and economic advantages to attend traditional
law schools. The new school would filla crucial niche by serving the needs of
working students, who could not afford to leave their jobs and relocate to
another city. As with the School of Technology, the law school would be
designed for working men who wanted to improve their situation.” '

A private law school already existed in the city. The Houston Law School

began in 1912 and offered year-round classroom instruction enabling its
students to complete the program in only two years. The Houston Law School
never had an institutional affiliation and lacked permanent quarters. Its
curriculum also did not adhere to the model of legal education which most
academics accepted at the time.

The YMCA Board of Directors was confident that the need for alaw school
existed and that it had the resources to meet the need. On March 31, 19238, 3
the Board of Governors of the School of Technology and the Educational 3
Committec jointly recommended that the YMCA Board of Directors establish
a law school. The board of directors, in following this recommendation,
instructed the educational director and the Educational Committec to
immediately organize a standard evening law school, which would openin the 3
£all of 1923. South Texas School of Law was thus established on April 13, ]

s

o

r™

11From 1870 to 1900, Harvard University developed 2 successful law curriculum, which
quickly became a model for other law schools, including the University of Texas. Harvard also
devcloped the “casebook” mcthod of teaching, which became the dominant form of law school ]

pedagogy instead of the lecture method. Robert Stevens, “Two Cheers for 1870: The American

Law School,” Perspectives in American History 5 (1971}): 405-548.

12y, C. Paige to the Board of Directors, January 8, 1815;
the Board of Directors by Frank C, Fields,
“Proposal to Launch a Law School in Connection w

(typcscript,

Educational Report, submitted to
Chairman, Educational Committee, May 11, 1923;
ith the Houston School of Technology”

ca. 1923); William J. williamson, interview by auther, March 10, 1994.
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YMCA schools, which makes a fellow realize that equality of opportunity
is more than a phrase; that the determination to succeed is no weak
challenge to the encumbrances of busy, everyday life."”?

The law school was organized by a committee composed of'Burkc Baker,
then vice-president of the Houston YMCA, Walter Brown, Gav1r§ Ulrr‘lcr, and
Walter Paige, and chaired by Frank C. Fields, who met at the University F}lub
to draftalist of lawyers and judges to serve asan advisory group. The Adv1s9ry
Council which emerged from this effort included: Thomas J. Lawhon, senior
counsel of the Texas Company (now Texaco, Inc.); Gavin Ulmer, a sole
practitioner; R. Clarence Fulbright, of Fulbrightand Crocker;Sam Strcctmar?,
of Andrews & Streetman; John E. Green, Jr., general counsel of Gulf Oil
Company; Robert Cole, of Cole & O’Connor; Thomas M. Kennerly, of
Kennerly, Lee, & Hill; Ned B. Morris, president of th?.' Ijawycrs Club; James
W. Lockett, then president of the Houston Bar Association; Edgar E. (E. E.)
Townes, Sr., general counsel of Humble Oil Company; Waltc.r Brou.rn,
associated with Carruthers & Brown; Judge Lewis R. Bryan, asst.)mated with
the firm of Bryan, Dyess, & Colgin, who served as permanent chairman of the
Advisory Council; and Clarence L. Carter, of Baker & Botts. 2 All ot'" th’csc men
believed that a supply of well-educated lawyers was vital to the city’s future
growth, and actively supported the new school. Frank C. Fl‘clds reportc.d to
the board that “in booking members of the Advisory Council the committee
did not receive a single refusal. We were met with the most cordla] spirit o-f
cooperation and great enthusiasm for the new school.” The Advisory Council
met for the first time on May 8 and unanimously selected Judge Hutcheson
as the dean of the new school.’® - ‘ .

Support from the bar and bench was strong. In addition to the impressive
roster of the Advisory Council, 13 distinguished Harris County lawyers served
on the board of governors. Generous cooperation from the local bar was
essential to the survival and growth of the college, as it provided the college
with teachers and graduates with employment opportunities. The s::hool
began with seven part-time instructors, who represented some of the “most
successful lawyers and ablest judges of the Houston Bar.”* These faculty
members were: Gavin Ulmer, Barksdale Stevens, Thomas H. Cody, Richard
Flemming, William A. Vinson, James A. Elkins, and Sam Strectman.

"Report of the Houston School of Technology and the South Texas School of Law, January
18, 1929,

1BMinutes of the Board of Directors of the Houston YMCA, May 11, 1923.

Educational Report, May 11, 1923,

WThe South Texas School of Law, 1924-1925 (catalog), 10.

P
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The success of the new school's goal of providing high-quality legal
education depended largely on the quality of the practicing lawyers who
comprised its faculty. The use of prominent local lawyers as part-time
instructors (later termed “adjunct professors”) followed the models of other
non-university-based law schools, including the YMCA programs in Minneap-
olis, Cincinnati, and Detroit.

Night law schools, no matter how good theinstruction they provided, were
often criticized as a group for having low admission requirements, low
educational standards, and low professional ideals. Many university academi-
cians believed that students who devoted their energies and time primarily to
activities other than studying law could not sufficiently master that technical
subjectIn this view, part-time instructors were also not desirable because they
supposedly would not have enough time to devote to their academic duties
and would be unfamiliar with the best pedagogical methods. Traditionalists
believed that teaching law and practicing law were incompatible and that
excellence in teaching necessarily prohibited both transactional work and
trial practice.?

The adjunct teaching system at South Texas, however, had unique strengths.
Judge Hutcheson affirmed that “the school was established as the equal in
teaching of any in the country. We have not had as many books as some
schools—not as much gingerbread—but our school has in fact had higher
ranking teachers because the lawyers in Houston got in behind it.”2 E. E,
Townes, who served as dean from 1934 to 1960, said that these instructors
were “outstanding local practicing lawyers, recognized experts in the subjects
that they teach,” who taught because they were “interested in young people.”#
As Hutcheson pointed out, South Texas had some instructors “that no law
school could employ [full-time] because the schools could not pay enough.
But they came out here at nights, not just for the money, but to help ouryoung
people.”® Townes argued that the practitioner-teacher had a special compe-
tence: -

Instruction by a practicing lawyer gives the student a familiarity with the
practical legal problems and difficulties, and instructive experience
cxplained in the classroom by a real lawyer. This admirably supplements

#'Harlan Stone, “The Future of Legal Education,” Journal of the American Bar Association 10
{April 1924): 233; Albert M. Kales, “Should the Law Teacher Practice Law,” Harvard Law Review
25 (January 1912): 253,

4L ncal Law College Founders Honored,” Houston Chronicle, June 15, 1953,

®E. E. Townes, “Bridging the Gap: Instruction by Practicing Lawyers Gives Students
Familiarity,” Texas Bar Journal 15 (August 1952): 396-397.

2441 ocal Law College Founders Honored,” Houston Chronicle, June 15, 1953, N
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the ordinary moot court and practice courses. The graduate, therefore,

is better prepared to step into an office and understand and perform

legal work of value.® ] . .
Because these instructors were practitioners, their primary concerns were
practical in nature, which was reflected in how.thcy taught. .

The high degree of integration between practice and thFory atSouth exas

was well suited to the needs of the students. lele most mghi.: law schools, its
student body was generally job-oriented and impatient with the Socrat;c
technique of teaching, which obscured the skills training they so .«;!:rongl.f1 Y
desired. The emphasis on skills training was suppor’tcd b,y mcm?cr_s o”f the
profession who considered such training as deficient in the Cht.c law
schools.® Furthermore, while “clite” schools usually taught a n_anonally
oriented law, schools such as South Texas wcrc.a.blc to tallo_r t}_'ncu course
offerings more specifically to the immediate realitics of practice in the local

community.

Legal instruction at South Texas was thus .posi-tioned to take a middle
ground between the abstractions of classical university-based schools and the
purely practical apprenticeship system. The currim:ll_um at South Texa;
School of Law was modeled after both those of the traditional law schools an
the YMCA'’s other successful law schools: o

It will be the purpose of the Board of Governors of tl_ns institution 1o

establish a curriculum along the lines of that of the University of_'Tcxas,

and other institutions of that rank, and by careful selection and instruc-

tion of its students, to maintain for this institution a standard wh:ch,;n

the course of time will entitle it to rank as a school of the first class. -
The original curriculum consisted of corxrscs in c.ontracts, torts, fdr'mnllsltra-
tion of estates, agency, common law actions, equity, sales-, and crimina a]w.
The curriculum expanded as the school developed. Admiralty, for example,

BTownes, “Bridging the Gap,” 326-327. -

Legal instruction at South Texas from the bcginning-mok a middle g;ound bcl}\:\rsc‘:\h{i}:;
extremes of apprenticeship Lo a practicing lawyc.r and t%:c clasflcal Harvar: approac “,. bl
emphasized the theoretical and held that academic lcgallmatrucuon wasa sk]]l'umo itse i 1 iy
separate from the skills of the practicing legal professional. The status c.:f night limgdsc lot? 8 is
comprehensively examined in Charles Kelso, *The AALS Study of Part-time Llcga . u2csaslggé
Proceedings, Association of American Law Schools (Washl.ngton, D_.C., 1972), par.l . scc.d , (-’ thc.
Kelso concluded that part-time law schools had a valid place in legal education, and urge
AALS 1o broaden its assistance (o schools with such programs.

11T he South Texas School of Law, 1924-1925 (catalog), 6.
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was added in the fall of 1926 and land titles and abstracts in the spring of
16262

By 1926, South Texas prided itself on offering a quality legal education
program, with “a faculty of 12 outstanding lawyers and judges. The course
provided 1152 hours of instruction, using the case system.”® By contrast,
South Texas's board of governors and the YMCA Educational Comrmittee
criticized the lower quality of education offered by their rival, the Houston
Law School, arguing that “The public will gradually come to understand that
312 hours of textbook instruction is not, as implicd, the equivalent of a three
years’ course.”® YMCA Educational Director Albert L. Turner reported that
the South Texas pass rate on the bar exams “suggests that our law schoot
curriculum is not laid out on the basis of just barely preparing men to pass
a bar examination, but is designed to give a thorough grounding in the
principles and practice of law.""

The founders of South Texas School of Law hoped to attract students who

would be able to take full advantage of the quality education South Texas
offered:

It will be our purpose...to seek out for matriculates only sincere men—
only earnest students of law, who putting their trust in laborious study
and self-discipline have set out for its promised land; who have enlisted
not for a battle only, but for a war, and upon whose persevering interest
we may securely count....it will be our hope and purpose to turn them out
not practitioners merely, not craftsmen in torts, or contracts, criminal
law, or admiralty, but lawyers capable of reasoning broadly and abstract-

*Albert L. Turner, Monthly Report of the Houston School of Technology and South Texas
School of Law for April (May 21, 1926). The Land Titles and Abstracts class was considered a
“most attractive subject” and had “100% auendance.” Albert L. Turner, Monthly Report of the
Houstonr Schoo! of Technology and South Texas Coallege of Law for March (April 26, 1929).

¥Albert L. Turner, Monthly Report of the Houston School of Technology and South Texae
School of Law for September (October 22, 14926).

®Ibid. The Houston Law School and South Texas College of Law actively competed for
students. The Houston Law School used the camming, textbook method of instruction
designed to prepare students to pass the bar examination, while South Texas emphasized that
its usc of the casebook methed gave students the solid training they would later necd in their
legal practice. Houston Chronitle, September 11, 1927. The Houston Law School, which had ng
institutional affiliation, did not receive the diploma privilege and had ongoing problems with
accrediting authorities. The Houston Law School eventually closed in 1945, a victim of the
steadily higher educational requirements imposed by the Texas Supreme Court and of the lack

of students during World War I1. Michael R. Davis, *A History of the Housion Law School,”
Houston Lawyer (Summer 1978); 2641,

#Albert L. Turner, Monthly Report of the Houston School of Technology and South Texas -
School of Law for September (October 22, 1926).
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ly, and of testing by the same touchstone conformity to right and justice
every question, no matter in what particalar branch of the law it may

arise.®

The early admission requirements at South Texas were fairly simple. In 1924,
prospective students were required to: 1) have good moral character, 2) be at
least 18 years of age, and 3} have a high school diploma. Special cases for
admission were determined by the dean.®

Despite the frequent references to its prospective students as “young men,”
South Texas admitted women from the beginning. Several women indicated
an interest in enrolling in response to the school’s initial advertising, and five
members of the first class were women.® During the 1920s, the YMCA’s
Educational Department was often the organization’s most innovative branch.
The YMCA first considered admitting women to department classes in 1920.
Some YMCA board members opposed the proposal, recommending that the
women take similar courses at the YWCA. However, the Educational Commit-
tee decided upon a limited admissions policy, such that “women be admitted
into certain classes where instruction is given that is not provided by any other
institution or agency in the city.”* Allowing women into courses remained the
limit of YMCA work with women during this period.* Women, until that
time, had largely been barred from a law school education and indeed from
much of civic life. Some women were enrolled at the University of Texas Law
School beginning in 1914, but the opening of the South Texas School of Law
offered a crucial opportunity for working women in Houston. In 1928, Ann
Marie Hollenberg became the first woman to graduate from South Texas. She
had formerly worked as a stenographer with Gulf Pipeline Company in
Houston, and subsequently moved to Los Angeles where she worked with a
law firm.»

In the fall of 1924, South Texas began its second year of operation with 58
students. By the late 1920s, the enrollment had increased to more than 300.%

2The South Texas School of Law, 1924-1925 (catalog), 7.

Bibid.

“Educational Report, August 31, 1923,

$Minutes of the Educationzl Department, September 9, 1921,

¥%Minutes of the Educational Department, September 17, 1920; ibid., September 9, 1921;
Frank C. Fields, Report of the General Secretary, August 27, 1920; Educational Report, August
31, 1923,

¥Twenty Years Ago,” Houston Chronicle, May 31, 1948. Many carly female law school
graduates did not eventually practice law, but instead used their education in philanthropic
endeavors, in their personal legal affairs, or by becoming law librarians.

Albert L. Turner, Manthly Report of the Houston School of Technology and Scouth Texas
School of Law for February (March 18, 1527).

Referrals from the bar, favorable recommendations from Houston's lawyers,
and the YMCA'’s reputation for sponsoring quality education, all assisted in
recruiting new students.® On June 1, 1927, South Texas held its first
commencement. Eleven candidates received the LL.B. degree. Judge Lewis R,
Bryan presided at the ceremony; Gavin Ulmer, as chairman of the Educational
Committee, presented the greetings of the YMCA; and Judge Joseph C.
Hutcheson, as dean of the school, presented the diplomas and granted the
degrees.** To facilitate long-term professional contacts among alumni, the
Alumni Association was first organized on August 8, 1927. The association
immediately began helping the law school, by performing such duties as
condu;:ting the program for the school’s opening night on September 16,
19274
The quality and efforts of its students, people who combined their reallife

experiences with textbook learning, contributed to the school’s success.
Turner believed that the school's development was assisted

very materially by the type of students attracted to the school and the

grade of work they have done. The fact that five of the students passed

the bar exam and were admitted to the bar during their third year has

established a record for the school which will inspire confidence in the

character of work done in the school.#*
By the Iate 1920s, South Texas School of Law was on solid footing. It was
achieving the founders’ goals of “Steady, permanent growth, increased
recognition of the place of the school in the social order of our city, and
increasing effectiveness of our training.” Turner felt that the “hardest
period of development is past,” and that the school’s continued development
depended on "good management and a reasonable expansion of our law
library.™ His assessment was largely correct. The quality of the faculty and

*Albert L. Turner, Monthly Report of the Houston School of Technology and $South Texas
School of Law for January (February 18, 1927); Turner, Monthly Report of the Houston School
of Technology and South Texas School of Law for August (September 21, 1928); Turner,
Monthly Report of the Houston School of Technology and South Texas School of Law for
December {January 15, 1926).

“Albert L. Turner, Monthly Report of the Houston School of Technology and South Texas
School of Law for May (June 17, 1927).

' Albert L. Turner, Monthly Report of the Houston School of Technology and South Texas
School of Law for july (August 19, 1927). -

“Albert L. Turner, Monthly Report of the Houston School of Technology and South Texas
School of Law for March and April (April 15, 1927).

*Albert L. Turner, Monthly Report of the Houston School of Technology and South Texas
School of Law for May {June 22, 1928).

“Albert L. Turner, Monthly Report of the Houston School of Technology and South Texas
School of Law for February (March 18, 1927).
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the success of the alumni were the most crucial factors in helping South Texas
become well established in Houston. With this solid core, South Texas was
prepared to turn its attention to expanding its facilities and programs and to
meeting the challenge of changing standards for legal education.

It has been said that “the heart of every law college is its library.”* The first
South Texas students largely relied on the nearby Harris County Law Library.

With 20,000 volumes in 1924, this library was regarded as one of the finest law 4

libraries in the Southwest. Except for the Supreme Court Library in Austin,
it was probably unequalled in Texas. Nevertheless, South Texas began to
develop its own library, starting when Judge E. E. Townes contributed several
of his law books. In 1924, the school’s library had approximately 600
volumes.* Townes, Sam Streetman, and Gavin Ulmer formed a committee to
encourage donations to the library,*” The students began to raisc funds as
well, and by November 1927, they had raised $400 of the $725 nceded to
purchase acomplete set of the South Western Reporter. Much of the balance was
secured through the efforts of the board of governors. Along with the South
Western Reporter, the library was also able to acquire the South Western Digest
and Vernons Annotated Texas Statutes.*® By the end of 1928, South Texas had
what was considered a “good working library” for the period, meaning that
a student or practitioner could research most state law issues just by utilizing
the South Texas library. Because a law library is always essential to legal work,
improving its own library was a crucial step for the fledgling school. Turner
reported that “our real problem now is to properly house the library. Just
another evidence of the urgent need for our new building.”* Unfortunately,
the Great Depression would intervene before the YMCA could solve the
problem of inadequate classrooms and lack of library space with a new

building. (

One of the most significant achievements for the young South Texas was °
receiving the much-desired Texas Supreme Court accreditation in 1928, Ned
B. Morris, Sam Streetman, and E. E. Townes were instrumental in securing
the order. The college’s founders realized from the beginning that the

#4S5uth Texas Law Foundation,” South Texas Law fournal 6 (Fall 1961): 26.

#4South Texas College: Houston’s Only Junior College and Only Law College for 24 Years
Up to 1947,” typescript addressed to Mr. Bertelsen, Houston Post, October 1, 1964.

Minutes of the South Texas School of Law Board of Governors, Scptember 9, 1924,

“Monthly Report of the Houston School of Technology and South Texas School of Law for
October (November 25, 1927); Monthly Report of the Houston School of Technology and South
Texas School of Law for January (February 17, 1928); Monthly Report of the Houston School of
Technology and South Texas School of Law for February (March 16, 1928).

$Monthly Report of the Houston School of Technology and South Texas School of Law for
February {(March 16, 1928).

o

school’s growth depended on its formal recognition by the Texas Supreme
Court. The graduates of court-accredited law schools at this time enjoyed the
“diploma privilege,” which meant that they did not need to take the bar
examination in order to practice law. The Supreme Court granted accredita-
tion to South Texas on November 21, 19285 Therecafter, South Texas
graduates could obtain a law license merely by showing proof of age,
residence, and good moral character. The court, in accrediting the school,
emphasized the true nature of the honor:

With the above recognition, the South Texas School of Law enters
a new era.

It assumes new responsibilities, it is true, but no change of stan-
dards is required. The recognition is based upon its record of past
performance. The Board of Governors, Faculty, and Officers saw to it at
the very firse, that the entrance requirements, curriculum, method of
instruction, and student work required, were of such high standard as to
deserve just the recognition that has naturally come to the school.

The exemption from the bar examination is of little moment. The
recognition of this grade of instruction offered, is all important.®

Accreditation placed South Texas on a par with the University of Texas, a
comparison that stimulated applications as well as pride, “plac[ing] us before
the world as a first class school.”? The quality of the legal education provided
by South Texas was also evidenced by the fact that it consistently either met
or exceeded the requirements set forth by the Carnegie Foundation on Legal
Education, and exceeded state statutory requirements.
Judge Hutcheson appropriately placed the honor in context:
Law is like any other profession, its devotees keep pressing on, and those
guarding its portals are growing more rigid in demanding qualifications
of those who would enter. Little by little a feeling has grown that Texas’s
standards for entrance into law has not been high enough. However,
these standards are growing stronger and, in time, I believe it will be as
difficult to enter the law in Texas as in any other state in the unjon.?

Q' Kane, “History of the Houston Young Men's Christian Association,” 23-24; Minutes of
the Board of Governors, August 23, 1928.

*'Reprinted in Yearbook of the YMCA South Texas School of Law, 1929-1930, 14.

***Proposal to Launch a Law School in Connection with the Houston School of Technology”-*
(typeseript, ca. 1923}; Educational Report, May 11, 1923; Educational Report, December 12,
1928; Albert L. Turner, Monthly Report of the Houston School of Technology and South Texas
School of Law for March (April 26, 1929); Turner, Monthly Report of the Houston Schoolkof
Technology and South Texas School of Law for February (March 15, 1929); Monthly Report for
the Houston School of Technelogy and South Texas School of Law for November (December
20, 1929},

Bouston Chronicle, January 30, 1929; Housten Post-Dispatck, January 30, 1929,
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South Texas School of Law’s growing reputation and continuing success
would stand it in good stead, as the school was able to turn adversity into
opportunity during the difficult depression era. While the Great Depression
was somewhat shorter and less severe in Houston than in many places across
the country, it nonetheless caused considerable hardships to Houstonians.
The staff and officers of the Houston YMCA strained during this period to
balance the organization’s budget. The law and commerce schools were the
only departments of the YMCA that enjoyed steadily increased support
through the depression. They were not only self-sustaining, but even served
as a source of income for the YMCA.

South Texas held its own during these difficult times and new student
enrollments even showed a noticeable increase. In the fall of 1930, an
enrollment of 164 students brought serious problems of room space for the
school at the old YMCA building. During the depths of the depression, in the
fall of 1933, about 200 students were enrolled at South Texas, 121 of them
freshmen. In the fall of 1934, the freshman class stood at 175. During the early
New Deal era (1933-36), approximately 146 students graduated from the law
school.® Tuition at South Texas in 1936 was a relatively reasonable $90. The
students at South Texas during the 1930s tended to be, for the most part,
middle-aged men. As a night school providing an affordable education for
working students who wished to train for a new career, South Texas proved
to mect the needs of its community in hard times as well as it had during the
preceding boom years.

The increase in enrollment occurred despite increasing admissions re-
quirements. When the school opened, it followed the norm for the time in
requiring a high school education or “special” permission from the dean in

lieu of meeting that requirement. However, during the 1930s there was a °

general trend toward increasingly rigorous admissions standards among law
schools, encouraged by the American Bar Association (ABA) and state
accrediting authorities. The Texas Supreme Court in 1932 made a high

*('Kane, “History of the Houston Young Men's Christian Association,” 25; Regular
Minutes, Board of Directors, October 19, 1034; Regular Minutes, Board of Directors, December
21, 1934; Minutes of the Board of Directors of the Houston YMCA, June 15, 1934; Newton and
Newton, “Legal Education in Texas,” 170,

#The stated rationale for the organized bar's attempts to set higher standards was to create
a more competent profession. Some scholars, however, believe that the movement for higher
admissions standards forlaw schools and for the bar was partially an attempt to prevent the poor,
and particularly the immigrant poor, from entering the legal profession. Stevens, “Two Cheers
for 1870: The American Law School,” 405; Jerold Auerbach, Unegqual Justice: Lawners and Social
Change in Modern America (New York: Oxford University Press, 1976). The ABA began publishing
its list of approved schools in 1926. In the early years, only one-third of all law students attended
ABA-approved schools. J. Connie Covington, “Present Day Law Schools,” Tennessee Law Review
7 (February 1929): 69.

u e b g -

South Texas College of Law 145

scl?ool education or its equivalent mandatory, and alj applicants were re-
qul,rcd to file a “written declaration of presentintention ro begin the study of
law” at least two years before Planning to take the bar examination. In 1936
the Te:l(as Supreme Court drastically changed the requirements for pre—]aw;
education. By the fall of 1937, prospective applicants to the bar were re uired
to meet the following conditions: 3
1) Those applicants declaving their intention to begin the study of
la.w on or before July 1, 1937, must have graduated from a recognized
high school or have the equivalent of a high school education,
2) Those applicants declaring their intention to begin the study of
law between jul)-v 1, 1937, and July 1, 1938, must have thirty semester

equivalent thereto.,
3) Those applicants declaring their intention to begin the study of
law aftfzr July 1, 1938, must have sixty semester hours of work in a
recognized college or educational attainments equivalent thereto,5
Standards were tightened for Jaw school graduates, as well. In May 1935, the
Texas Legislature repealed the statute granting the diploma privilege, to ’take
effect on July 1, 1987, After that date, all applicants to the bar were r(':quircd
to pass the bar examination,
Both students and administrators at South Texas worried about the effects
of the new standards. Registration for the fall 1937 term declined slightly, as
the board had expected, since many students and prospective students };ad
entered the work force as soon as they had graduated from high school. As
for the loss of the diploma privilege, the administration pointed out to .r.he
students that
The s.t:mdards of the school have not been lowered: they have been raised
steadily through the years. Therefore, its graduates should have no fear
of the State Bar Examination.5

The new standards did not impair South Texas’s long-term growth:

The curriculum offered at South Texas continued to respond to the needs
of the students and the community during the depression years. Its courses
reflected changes in the nation’s legal structure brought about by the New

*Minutes, Board of Directors” Meetin i
A , g, October 16, 1936, Minutes, Board of Direct rs’

Meeting, August 27, 1937; Minutes, Board of Directors’ Meeting, December 17, 1937, Tc(:(ass
Supr::me Court, Rules. Promulgated by the Supreme Court of Texas for the Admission of
Applicants to the Bar of Texas (July 1, 1936), Texas State Archives, Austin, Texas.

¥

* C-‘a.!.a!og:and Yem:bauk-—YMCA South Texas School of Law 1936-1937, 13, Both the American Bar
Association’s Committee on Legal Education and the American Association of Law Schools had
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Deal, which included the initiation of new regulations on the private sector.
New federal statutes greatly increased the national government’s powers in
arcas such as sccurities trading, oil and gas production and transmission, the
organization of public utility holding companies, and labor-management
relations. At the same time, petroleum production was increasingly regulated
by the State of Texas in order to reduce oil overproduction. The state
legislature granted the Texas Railroad Commission the power to set produc-
tion levels, the primary mechanism in stabilizing petroleum prices.

Because of the importance of oil law to the legal community of the city and
the state, and because of his recognized expertise in the area, Dean Townes
established the “Oil & Gas Lecture Series” in 1935, This continuing education
coursc was established as a community service for the benefit of both lawyers
and laymen employed in the oil and gas industry. It was highly regarded and
well attended. The series continued until 1963, with some of the most
prominent lawyers in the field serving as special lecturers.®® -

South Texas’s practitioner-oriented approach was evident in all its pro-
grams. The law school had begun its expansion into continuing education
with a postgraduate course in trial work offered in 1931-32. The course lasted
for eight months and cost $60.*° Student activities at the school during the
early 1930sincluded the student debating team. Its intent was to help sEuder?ts
develop the public spezking abilities they would need to become effective trial
lawyers. As the catalog pointed out, “the ability to speak forcibly and correctly
onone’s feet may—and often does—mean the difference between success and
failure in life.”®

Increased enrollmenis and setvices during the 1930s placed a heavy
demand on the old YMCA building on Fannin and McKinney streets. The
building had never been intended to provide classroom space, and was
already inadequate in the 1920s. The rooms employed as classrooms were
small, cooled only with ceiling fans, and had old school-style chairs with an
arm for writing. Classes often had to “double up,” with different classes being
conducted at each end of the same room.® Because the building housed many

¥Resolution on the death of E. E. Townes, Board of Regents, South Texas Colleges, Gavin
Ulmer, Chairman, January 10, 1961; Muellerweiss, “Fifticth Anniversary Salute to South Texas
College of Law,” South Texas Law fournal 15 (Fall 1974): 1-13,

#South Texns School of Law: Catalog and Yearbook, 1932-1933, 25.
fhid,

SWilliam J. Williamson, interview by author, March 10, 1994; Dorothy B. Rieger, Class of
1935, interview by author, August 31, 1994,
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other programs of the YMCA, classes were disturbed by noise from clsewhere
in the building.* Nor was the YMCA financially able to maintain the building
adequately during the depression. One student recalled thar:
Qur combined sophomorejunior class [1938] met on the mezzanine
floor of the YMCA and a colony of rats, some the size of small cats, often
wandered through. One night, during Constitutional Law, a student
threw his notebook at one slow-moving rodent that was causing some
screams from the female members. Everything came out of the notebook
asithit, but the rat never changed his speed nor direction. The professor
commented, “He isn’t as large as his brother, who was here last year.
Incidentally, his brother has a nice law practice going now."®
The YMCA conducted a successful fund drive for a new central building from
1938 to 1939. A committee chaired by Gavin Ulmer and composed of E. E.
Townes; Walter W. Fondren, Vice-President of Humble Qil Company; Hiram
Q. Clarke, an executive of Houston Lighting and Power; and businessmen
George E. Simpson and C. F. Carter, scarched for appropriate locations. By
1939, sufficient pledges had been secured and an architect was selected. The
committee also selected property on Louisiana Street, owned by the Houston
Independent School District (HISD) and comimenced negotiations with the
owners. In June 1940, the YMCA Board of Directors contracted with a
coustruction company. The YMCA'’s new 10-story facility at 1600 Louisiana
Street opened on September 8, 1941 %

By World War I, the city’s foundation for future growth was firmly based
on oil and gas and related industries. The war years, however, drastically
curtailed operations at South Texas. Shortly after the United States entered
World War II, enrollments at all American law schools were reduced 1o a few
women and older or physically disqualified men.®® South Texas's enrollment
suffered heavily; the school had only 33 graduates from 1942 to 1946. The size
of entering classes at South Texas during the war averaged about 33 students.
Dean William J. Williamson recalled that one semester a class in insurance law

%Albert L. Turner, Report of the Houston Schoal of Technology and South Texas College
of Law, January 9, 1925,

®Travis T. Womack, letter to Dean William Wilks, read at Founders Day Dinner, South Texas
College of Law, November 1, 1994

#0’Kane, “History of the Houston Young Men's Christian Association,” 27-28; Houstan Pest, ,
June 6, 1939, -

%The number of students enrolled in the 100 law schools approved by the ABA fell from
28,174 in 1938, to 18,44%in 1941, to 5,686 in March 1943, Dean Albert Harne, Chairman ofthe
Section of Legal Education and Admissions of the American Bar Association, in Annual Report
of the American Bar Association (Chicago: American Bar Association, 1943), 407-408. Harno was
dean of the University of Illinois School of Law,
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had only five students.®® The smaller classes facilitated experimentation,
however, allowing the faculty to make comprehensive improvements in the
curriculum, teaching methods, and teaching materials.”

Near the war's end, YMCAs throughout the nation began to prepare fora
sharp increase in their educational programs due to demobilization. The
passage of the G.I. Bill, which provided veterans with a college education at
government expense, created an unprecedented demand for higher educa-
tion. Veterans relied on the Houston YMCA for both housing and education-
al opportunities. Evenas late as 1953 and 1954, at the close of the Korean War
and nearly a decade after the end of World War I, a third of the student body
in the law school were veterans.® In addition to its regular course of study,
South Texas also offered a “refresher course” from 1945 to 1949, approved
by the Veterans Administration, for veterans whose legal education had been
interrupted by World War 11.

In the fall of 1945, South Texas School of Law had an enrollment of 99
students, which made it larger than the University of Texas Law School for
the first time.® By the fall semester 1948, enrollment had climbed to 280.
Associate Dean Gavin Ulmer ironically remarked, “There is always room for
a few more.”” In the early 1950s, enrollments reached approximately 350
students. By 1952, South Texas was the second largest law school in the state.
The influx of students reflected both the return of veterans and Houston’s
postwar economic prosperity, which was based on the substantial expansion
of the oil, natural gas, and petrochemical industries.

Organizational changes and expansion of the Houston YMCA's education-
al programs came with the postwar boom. In 1945, the South Texas School

“williamnson interview.

“Muellerweiss, “Fiftieth Anniversary,” 7.

Figures are not available for the immediate postwar years, but records for 1953 and 1954
show more than half the veterans attending the law school as World War ITvetcrans. [n 1955 and
1956, the number of World War Il veterans declines sharply, while the number of Korean War
veterans increases. This trend suggests that the percentage of students who were veterans of
World War II was probably quite high just after the war. Report of the South Texas College of
the Houston YMCA for the spring semester which began February 2, 1953 (March 4, 1953);
Report of the South Texas College of the Houston YMCA for the spring semester which began
January 25, 1954 (February 26, 1954); Report of the South Texas College of the Houston YMCA
for the summer term which began June 7, 1954 (July 8, 1954); Report of the South Texas College
of the Houston YMCA for the spring semester which began January 24, 1955 {March 9, 1955);
Report of the South Texas College of the Houston YMCA for the summer session which began
June 6, 1855 (June 28, 1953).

%Minutes of the Board of Directors, October 19, 1945,

®Gavin Ulmer, quoted in Addie L. Heaton, “A Personal History of South Texas College of
Law,” (unpublished manuscript, 1685), 87.
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of Law changed its name to the South Texas College of Law. The law school's
accreditation as a “senior college” in that year was important in preparing the
YMCA's Educational Department to handle an influx of veterans who would
enroll as students, and the new name better reflected the institution’s
mission.™ The South Texas Schoot of Commerce {formerly the Houston
School of Technology) also received accreditation as a senior college.

The YMCA decided to open ajunior college as wellin 1948, The new South
Texas Junior College served a dual purpose: 1) to provide the required 60
hours of undergraduate work for those who wanted to attend the law school
or the commerce school, and 2) to serve those who generally wanted the
advantages of a college education. Dean Ulmer expressed the hope that the
Jjunior college would stimulate enrollment in the law school. The addition of
the junior'college “enables us to take men and women right out of high school,
provide them a top-notch pre-legal background for two years, then graduate
them into law school—it’s a complete higher education under one roof,"”?

Finally, to reflect the diversity of its services and increased demand for
them, the YMCA adopted a “metropolitan plan” of organization in 1949 and
reorganized its board structure. Under this framework, the three South Texas
Colleges had “branch” status. Branch status, intended to facilitate the
expansion of the YMCA's educational programs, was also the first step toward
autonomy for the colleges. Ironically, the creation of the South Texas College
branch would prove to be the beginning of the YMCA's eventual withdrawal
from providing academic education.

With the large enrollments of the postwar years, inadequate facilities for
the colleges became a chronic problem.” Both the law school and the
commierce school were housed in the downtown YMCA building, in limited
physical space, with minimum classroom, laboratory, and library facilities.
The addition of the new junior college exacerbated the problem. By the late

"'Minutes of Board of Trustees, May 14, 1945; O’Kane, “History of the Houston Young Men's
Christian Association,” 32.

"Heaton, “A Personal History,” 87; Harry Hutchens, Class of 1956 and current member
of the board of trustees, interview by author, February 3, 1994, The G.I Bill particularly
stimulated the growth of two-year colleges. While there were 58 community colleges in 1944,
there were 328 of these institutions in 1947, William Celis III, “50 Years Later, the Value of the
G.L Bill is Questioned,” New York Times, June 22, 1994, B7.

?William H. Randolph, Report of the South Texas College of the Houston YMCA for the fall
scmester which began September 1952 (October 1, 1952); Randolph, Report of the South Texas
College of the Houston YMCA for the spring semester which began January 24, 1955 (March 6,
1955); “South Texas College Branch” (May 5, 1958); W. H. Randolph to Gavin Ulmer, August
9, 1957; Recommendation of the General Secretary to the Joint Buailding Commiuee of the
Centraland South Texas College Branches of the YMCA Regarding $hared Space in the Central
Building, December 18, 1956,
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1950s, most law school classes were held in the basement, sometimes called
the “dungeon.”™ The basement classrooms were afflicted with loud noises in
the ceiling pipes, and one had a slow water leak requiring the professor to
place a wastebasket on his desk underneath the drip. A law class in Trusts was
held in the junior college library on Thursday evenings, in clear violation of
the accreditation standards. The law school’s administrative offices were
housed in a small cubicle painted 2 “lurid pink.”” Such examples of substan-
dard conditions were legion. The director of the South Texas Colleges,
William H. Randolph, reported

that the college was not able to offer courses that will permit us to render

a community service and which would provide additional funds ata small

cost because of the limited classroom space. The entire college is facing

a desperate situation relative to housing...there is not sufficient space to

transact the business of the college, much less take care of the large

number of students coming in to talk over their problems...it is evident

that we will not be able to meet the demands for required courses during

the coming semesters if additional space is not provided.”
Repeated efforts to improve the space problem for the law school by
reallocating space within the building provided only temporary relief as the
college continued to grow.”™ Attempts to find alternative quarters outside the
building proved fruitless.™

Despite the problems, the students were grateful for the opportunity to

receive a legal education, “knowing all along that the unpretentious class-
rooms with exposed plumbing pipes and often dingy walls and other non-
academic environment probably were the best that could be afforded, and

MProfessor Harry Reed, quoted in Heaton, “A Personal History,” 68.

“Heaton, “A Personal History,” 1, 21.

swilliam H. Randolph, Report of the South Texas College of the Houston YMCA for the fall
semester which began September 12, 1955 (October 7, 1955).

7[bid.; William H. Randolph, Report of the South Texas College of the YMCA for the fall
semester which began September 17, 1956,

Necgotiations with the Houston Independent School District to purchase the Taylor School,
at Louisiana and Leeland, adjacent to the downtown YMCA, began in the spring of 1952 and
extended into the next decade. The law school tried to hold lectures in the Taylor School
auditorium, but this proved impossible because of the room’s design. In addition to the Taylor
School, the site committee of the board of regents locked into several sites to reloeate the
colleges, including the Kinkaid Schaol, the old University of Texas Dental College, the M&M
Building {now the University of Houston Downtown), and the McFadden Building. Edward J.
Mosher to Haolger Jeppesen, March 31, 1952; Wendel D. Lay to Mrs. Frank Dyer, June 13, 1657,
Leslic L. Walker to Lee Ducoff, February 3, 1959; Minutes, South Texas College Board of
Regents, April 2, 1956; W. L. Dykes, Director's Report, appended to Minutes, South Texas
College Board of Regents, November 17, 1961; Minutes, South Texas College Board of Regents,
February 19, 1963; Minutes, South Texas College Board of Regents, August 14, 1964.

knowing also that possibly in many cases this was the only college working men
and women could attend in Houston.”” During the 1950s, South Texas
remained strictlya night school. The students of the 1950s were nearlyall part-
time students, completing the course of study in four years instcad of the two
or three years required at full-time, day schools. Most students were married
with at least one or two children, and worked during the day to support them:
selves and their families. They were generally in their early 30s, experienced in
the work force, and often veterans. For some, it had been several years since they
had finished college, while others had rather limited educational opportuni-
ties prior to law school. They were looking for career advancement and
wanted a solid, practical legal education.

South Texas remained true to its mission of serving community needs.
Retaining its focus on a practical rather than a theoretical approach, the
college continued to produce good, competent, practicing attorneys. As a
matter of special pride for the college, seven of its students had taken the state
bar examination in fall 1948 and all had passed. The College proudly claimed
that this was the first time that all the candidates from a single law school
passed the Texas state bar.® By the 1950s, South Texas had accumulated a
large alumni base, and Assistant Dean Ray Magnusonwrote in 1958: “we are
making a substantial contribution to the Bench and Bar in Texas, not only by
the quantity, but by the quality of graduates of our school.™

The increases in enrollment allowed South Texas to expand the number
and diversity of its course offerings. In the fall of 1948, for example, the
college was “making a very liberal offering of 14 courses.”® These included
specialized courses such as Veterans Benefits, which covered the rights of
veterans under federal law.® During this time, the college also began
sponsoring bar review courses on statutes and court rules. By 1953, the
curriculum had expanded to include courses on administrativeTaw, damages,
labor law, legal cthics, cil and gas law, workers' compensation, abstracts,
appellate procedure, federal taxation, insurance, legal office procedure, land
titles, and trial practice.® From 1953 to 1966, the curriculum again expanded
to include courses on creditors’ rights, Texas procedure II and II1, interna-

*“South Texas College: Houston's Only Junior College and Only Law College.” -7
¥ Houston Bar Bulletin (February 1949): 3-4.

*iRaymond Magnuson to William H. Randolph, June 20, 1958,

#Gavin Ulmer to E. E. Townes, reprinted in Heaton, “A Personal History,” 87.
#Mucllerwciss, “Fiftieth Anniversary,” 7.

84Ibid.; South Texas Schools of Law and Commerce Announcements, 1945, 6; South Texas Colleges,
1949-1950 (catalog), 8; South Texas Colleges, 1950-1951 (catalog), 18; Supplement to the 1950-195)
Catalog of the South Texas Colleges (effective September 2, 1951), 4-5.
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tional law, legal medicine, government contracts, an(.i trade rcgulation.
Federal taxation split into two courscs, one on federal income tax and the
other on estate and gift taxes, while criminal procedure became a separate
course from criminal law.® A course in patent law, important to the petror
chemical industry with its constant development of new technologies, was
offered at South Texas beginning in 1958. The course was taught by Tom

. . . . "
Arnold, chairman of the American Bar Association Section of Patent Law.®

Houston’s rapidly growing economy brought an incrcas‘ing demand for the
legal services nccessary to do business in an increasingly complex and
regulated society. The curriculum continued to evolve to mect the challenges
of a changing society. . -

During the 1950s, the law library enjoyed a period of substantial growth as

well. At the end of World War 11, the library had consisted of only one room. |

Its collection was largely limited to the “fundamental essentials,” supporti.ng
only basic legal research. Most law students still performed more extensive
research at the Harris County Law Library or at the new University of
Houston Law Library.?” Both the Student Bar Association and the Ex-
Students’ Association had library committees which worked to secure dona-
tions of law books and would sponsor “donation drives” for necessary
materials. .

As the number of users and of library materials expanded, the lfbrary
regularly needed to increase its physical space. In t.hc fall of 1948, the library
was enlarged and an additional reading room was -mst-alled. Throlughout the
1950s, the “library’s study facilities were daily being 1mpt:0vcd, in o:gcr to
facilitate the production of legal minds as well as just plain }awyers. - ”I_‘hc
problem of space was aggravated by the effort tomeet the ABA's accrcdltatlc?n
standards. For example, in 1954, the ABA informed the college that ccr_(am
required legal materials must be added to the library. The ABA also req}nrcd
that the library have the capacity to seat between one quarter Lo onc lhll'.d of
the student body. The library would not be able to provide the rcquucd
scating space after the required texts were added.” By early 1956, the library
had chair and table space for 20 percent of the student body, with additional

#55guth Texas College of Law Bulletin for the School Year 1963-1966 and Summer Session 1966,
14-18.

¥South Texas Reporter, March 18, 1958,

8"Miron Love, Class of 1951, interview by author, April 11, 1994,

884] aw School News,” South Texas Law Journel 1 (July 1954): 178,

®John Hervey, ABA adviser, to William H. Randolph, December 13, 1954;_ William H.
Randolph, Report for the South Texas College of the Houston YMCA for the spring semester
which began January 24, 1955 (March 9, 1955).

South Texas College of Law 158

space available for periods of increased use such as examination time and pre-
bar examination periods. Later that year, the law library moved to the first
floor in a space previously used by the Boys Department and gained badly
needed space.” By the following year, the law library’s reading room accom-
modated 85 students. It was “well lighted, air conditioned, and was open 8:00
AM to midnight daily throughout the year.”!

Further valuable support for the academic program came with the forma-
tion of the South Texas Law fournal in the fall semester of 1953.%2 Law reviews
arc important because they provide students with an opportunity to improve
their analytical, writing, and research skills. The South Texas Law  Journal was
the first studentedited law review in Houston and the only standard law
review in the United States that was edited entirely by students of an evening
law school. The prime mover in launching the law journal was Clair Geuty, Jr.,
areporter for the Houston Chronicle and a studentat South Texas. Getty served
as editor-inchief, soliciting lead articles, assigning responsibility for com-
meats and notes to his fellow students, and using his knowledge of publishing
to shepherd the new journal through the stages of publication. Professor
Herman Mead, an assistant city attorney, was the first faculty sponsor of the
law review.®

The South Texas Law Journal was at first published three times a year, but
soon became a quarterly publication. Tt was established with endowments
from many lcading Houston firms, including Baker & Botts, Vinson & Elkins,
and Andrews & Sheppard; from the Alumni Association; and from individuals
suchas Elliott A. Johnson and E. E. Townes. It was difficult to make ends meet,

but the journal staff was proud of what they were able to do despite economic
limitations. Law firms bought subscriptions to ensure the journal's success,
and Houston lawyers were generous in agreeing to write articles for the
journal. Within the college, $1.50 of each student’s tuition for a regular
semester and $1.00 for the summer semester paid for a subscription to the
Jjournal. The South Texas Law fournal also benefitied from inclusion in the
state bar association’s subscription program along with the Baylor Law Review,
the Southwestern Law Journal, and the Texas Law Review, and by being indexed

®William H. Randolph, Report of the South Texas College of the Houston YMCA for the
spring semester which began January 30, 1956; Randolph, Report for the South Texas College”
of the Houston YMCA for the fall scmester which began September 17, 1956,

*'South Texas College of Law Calalog for the 1957-1958 Academic Year and the 1958 Summer
Session, 5. -

#The charter for incorporation of the journal was filed with the office of the Texas Secretary
of State on November 5, 1953, The dircciors of the corporation included Judge William P,
Hamblen, Jr., and Judge Spurgeon Bell. Incorporation exempted the law review from the
institutional requirements of the YMCA and allowed for its economic growth,

*Hutchens interview.
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in the Index of Legal Periodicals. The review is still published, having changed
its name in 1985 to the Soutk Texas Law Review.

Many of South Texas's faculty members realized that cxpanding the
curriculum and supporting programs during the 1950s would be crucial to
the college’s future. During the postwar period, the demand for daytime legal
education had greatly increased and welkHfinanced, university-affiliated law
schools formed in response to this need. In 1947, two new law schools were
established locallyat the University of Houston and the Texas State University
for Negroes (now known as Texas Southern University). Although South
Texas still offered the only evening law school program in downtown
Houston, the continued success of the college depended upon its ability to
adapt to the challenges of a changing educational environment. In particular,
the survival of the college depended upon its gaining accreditation from the
ABA.

The ABA had a long tradition of favoring day law schools, and required
that any approved law school employ at least three full-time instructors in

order to ensure stability. South Texas could not afford to employ full-time

professors.* Its expenses were paid by tuition, which had to be maintained at
a level that working people with families could afford. Furthermore, the
quality of the lawyers who taught as adjunct professors at South Texas had
long been a point of pride for the school. Judge E. E. Townes wrote:
By using part-time lawyers who teach largely as a public service to help
the students and school, we have the advantages of some of the best Yegal
talent at the Houston Bar. No law school in Texas could pay a full-time
employment salary that would tempt lawyers like those who teach our
students, to abandon their own practice. If we had the money to employ
fulltime men, we would thereby lower materially the quality of the

School’s instruction.
Other prominent Houston jurists concurred. County Judge Bob Casey

believed that, because of “their direct contact and experience with problems
which arise in the active practice of law,” the adjuncts were “superior and of
more benefit to the student than the full time instructors.” Judge Hamblen
argued that “Seldom...does the full-time instructor compare favorably with
the instructors who are daily engaged in the practice of the very skills that they
teach.”®

MSouth Texas employed its first full-time professor, John Hume, in 1947. Other instructors
held full-time status over the next nine years, but never three at the same time.

%E, E. Townes, in “Written Argument on Behalf of South Texas College of Law in Opposition
to the Proposed Amendment to Rule V Section 1 of the Present Rules Governing Eligibility to
Take the Bar Examination,” October 14, 1953, 11; Bob Casey, idid., 13; W. P, Hamblen, ibid., 2.
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The ABA claimed thatalaw school needed “a core of teachers about whom
to fashion a program, and experience has shown that this can be done best
with full-time teachers. No truly great law school has ever been built with part-
time teachers only on the staff.”% The experience of South Texas, however,
cast some doubt on this cherished ABA belief. Certain professors at the
college constituted the backbone of the faculty. They dependably taught a
heavy course load every semester for years despite the demands of their
profcssional careers. During the 1940s, this core group had consisted of Dick
H. Gregg, Conrad Landram, Elliott Rubin, and William J. Williamson.
Through much of the 1950s, the core included Gregg and Williamson, along
with Judge Spurgeon Bell and Harry L. Reed. Bell, Reed, and Williamson
would eventually become full-time instructors.”

South Texas was successfully producing qualified attorneys without abso-
lute adherence to ABA requirements. However, in 1954, the Supreme Court
of Texas adopted a rule stating that law students must graduate from an ABA-
accredited law school in order to take the bar exam. All law schools were
required to have ABA approval by January 1, 1956, Dean Townes led
supporters of South Texasin protesting the rule change, and a committee was
established to contest it. The committee consisted of Dean Townes, Judge Bob
Casey, Judge William P. Hamblen, Jr., Judge Spurgeon Bell, State Senator
Searcy Bracewell, Conway Wallace, Herman Mead, and Gavin Ulmer. The
college ultimately received legislative relief in the form of a statute, which
essentially stated that the authority delegated to the Supreme Court of Texas
by the legislature could not be re-delegated. The Supreme Court thus could
not delegate to the ABA its power to control admission to the Texas Bar. On
February 1, 1954, the Supreme Court rescinded its order requiring ABA
accreditation. The court subsequently issued a new set of rules governing law
school accreditation, substantially the same as those of the ABA but enforced
through the court’s own inspectors. Judge Townes persuaded Chief Justice

*Hervey to Randolph, December 13, 1954,

¥Gregg began teaching at South Texas in 1939, By 1948, he had become internationally
famous for his treatises on oil law, and the book he wrote for his courses, A Short Summary of the
Law of 0l and Gas, was widely used in the U.S., Mexico, South America, Pakistan, and Australia.
“Y Opens Junior College,” Houston (August 1948): 20; Gavin Ulmer in Heaton, “A Personal
History,” 87. Landram, a graduate of Harvard Law School, had taught at South Texas beginning-
in 1924. Elliott Rubin, a 1987 graduate of South Texas, began teaching therein 1938. Williamsoﬁ
later became president and dean of the college. Bell later served as chairman of the college's
bo:?rd of trustees. When he retired as chief justice of the First Court of Civil Appeals in 1973, he
resigned from the board of trustees in order to become z full-time faculty member. He rcli'rcd
from teaching in 1991. Reed served as an adjunct professor from 1952-1957 and 1950-1978. He
taught full-time from 1985 to the present, as well as serving as counsel and executive vice-
president of the college.
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Deans of South Texas College of Law

1923-1931 Joseph C. Hutcheson, Jr.
1931-1934 Sam Streetman
1934-1960 Edgar E. Townes, Sr.
1960-1968 John C. Jackson
1968-1984 Garland Walker
1984-1989 William J. Williamson
1989-1995 William L. Wilks

1995- Frank T. Read

John E. Hickman of the Texas Supreme Court to grant an extension for the
college to meet the new standards that had been implemented by the court.®

In the wake of the ABA accreditation controversy, the college administra-
tors prudently decided that South Texas must eventually obtain ABA approv-
al. The trend toward requiring ABA accreditation was simply too strong to be

avoided indefinitely. The college hired three full-time instructors by 1955 in |

order to satisfy the new Texas Supreme Court standards, although the bulk
of the teaching was still conducted by adjunct professors.” Closet-sized offices
for the full-time faculty were created by closing up the arches on the interior
patio of the YMCA.¥ Gavin Ulmer, chairman of the board of regents of the
college, believed that the presence of the full-time faculty brought the school
into full compliance with the requirements of the ABA as well as those of the
Supreme Court. Dean Townes and the directors thereupon instructed the
director of the college branch, William H. Randolph, to begin the formal
process leading to ABA approval.™” John Hervey, adviser to the Section of

984 Written Argument on Behalf of South Texas College of Law in Opposition™; William H.
Randolph, Report of the South Texas College of the Houston YMCA for the spring semester
which began January 24, 1955 (March 9, 1955); Randolph, Report of the South Texas College
of the Houston YMCA for the summer session which began June 6, 1955 (June 28, 1955);
Randolph, Report of the South Texas College of the Houston YMCA for the fall semester which
began September 12, 1955 (October 7, 1955).

By the spring of 1957, the college had four fall-time instructors. Report of the South Texas
College of the Houston YMCA for the fall semester which began September 17, 1956; William
H. Randolph 10 Gavin Ulmer, August 9, 1957; Williamson interview; “Law School Here Adds
Instructor,” Houston Chronicls, Scptember 9, 1956; “The South Texas College of Law," Houston
Bar Bulletin (May 1956): 3-6,

10 eaton, “A Personal History,"” 7.

W8] 4w School Here Adds Instructor, “The Houston Chronicle, Scplember 9, 1956,

Z,
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Legal Education of the American Bar Association, visited South Texas
College of Law in 1956. Hervey became the college’s adviser from the initial
application, through its provisional accreditation in 1959, to its permanent
accreditation in 1969.1%?

The question of full-time faculty was not the only barrier to South Texas’s
accreditation. The law school facilities needed significant improvement. As
enrollment continued to increase, attempts to comply with the rules chron-
ically fell short. Student to faculty ratios exceeded acceptable norms, library
acquisitions were inadequate, and the school was not “adequately supported
and housed so as to make possible efficient work on the part of both students
and faculty.”!® Administrative changes were also necessary to maintain the
college’s academic standards. Assistant Dean Ray Magnuson enforced rules
on attendance, discouraged grade inflation, and even dismissed adjunct
professors who were too lenientin grading.'** Despite the persistent problems
with the school’s physical facilities, the ABA House of Delegates unanimously
granted provisional accreditation to South Texas on February 25, 1959, at its
semiannual meeting in Chicago. The approval was subject to annual inspec-
tion at the expense of the college. Full accreditation would be granted only
when the ABA was satisfied that standards would be maintained.'

Accrediting agency requirements seriously strained the relationship be-
tween the YMCA and the college. Both the ABA and the American Associa-
tion of Law Schools (AALS) tended to disapprove of YMCA-controlled law
schools. Operating as a division of the Houston YMCA did pose several
problems for South Texas. First, there was a conflict of mission. The YMCA's
objectives restricted the law school’s efforts to develop and improve as an
academic institution. Second, priorities within the organization favored the
YMCA's other programs over the relatively small college branch. Third, the
college’s finances were subservient to the YMCA budget. The Metropolitan
Board decided budgets as a single entity for the whole association. The

"mWiﬂiam 318 Rarndolph, Report for the South Texas College of the Houston YMCA for the
spring semester which began January 30, 1956; Annofations, December 11, 1957; Reed interview.

1®*Report on Compliance with Standards of Approval Set Forth by the Supreme Court of
Texas, ca. 1959; Wiiliam H. Randolph, Report of the South Texas College of the Houston YMCA
for the spring semester which began September 12, 1955 (October 7, 1855); Randolph, Report
of the South Texas College of the Houston YMCA for the spring semester which began January
30, 1956; Randclph, Report of the South Texas College of the Houston YMCA for the sprimg’
semester which began February 4, 1957; Memorandum, John R. Rodell to Robert . Maloney
July 9, 1957. '

"Harry L. Reed, quoted in Heaton, “A Personal History," 71.

"’-"Jo.hn.G. Hervey to Raymond A. Magnuson, February 25, 195%; “College Gets Provisional
Accreditation,” Houston Chronicle, February 25, 1959,
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YMCA’s budget was inadequate, due to its rapid expansion and insufficient
donations. Income from the colleges, limited as it was, went to the support of
other YMCA programs, a situation of which the ABA disapproved. William
1. Dykes, Director of the South Texas Colleges, believed that final accredita-
tion of the college depended upon compliance
with all the regulations of the accrediting agencies. This means that when
YMCA policy and practice conflict with accrediting agency standards,
the YMCA must change its policy and practice. Thisis altogether proper,
for the standards of our acerediting agencies are applicable to institu-
tions engaged in formal higher education...the A.B.A. willnot knowingly
approve a law school when any of its income is used for non-law school
purposes....[T]o satisfy accrediting agency requirements, all of the in-
come from both colleges'® must be used for college purposes. This has
not been done at South Texas College by the YMCA for a number of
years. Qur accreditation in both colleges is in jeopardy because of this
practice and if it is continued they will be dropped from the list of
accredited institutions.

Dykes added that Hervey “is well aware of the fact that a number of YMCAs
have operated law schools for financial profits to themsclves....] am confident
that he will not approve of the present management of the income of South
Texas College of Law.™"

The YMCA had been a pioneer inadult education, foundingand operating
colleges throughout the United States. In the 1950s, however, the organiza-
tion began to release many of its colleges to operate independently. The
college formed a Gommittee on Incorporation to consider the possibility of
becoming a separate entity. William H. Randolph reported to the committee
that a survey among YMCA colleges, some of which had incorporated,
indicated that incorporation would be advantageous to the school and that
the prime motive for incorporation was to secure approval from accrediting
agencies. The change would allow the college to receive grants, which was
“impossible under the YMCA owned and operated plan.”'® Elliott Johnson,
a prominent Houston attorney and board member, believed that the college
should retain ties with the YMCA, but that it should be made a separate
institution so that it could become eligible to reccive financial assistance such
as tax-cxempt gifts and grants. Furthermore, incorporation would make it

108Dykes is referring to the law college and thejunior college. The YMCA had closed the South
Texas College of Commerce in 1955, as a consequence of declining entrollments for the school.

197William L. Dykes to Judge Spurgeon E. Bell, January 20, 1966.

1%\ inutes of the South Texas Committee on Incorporation, June 8, 1958,
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easier for the college to move toa building of its own, thus solving the chronic
problem of inadequate facilities.'®®

For these reasons, the Committee on Incorporation voted on June 3, 1958
to recommend incorporation to the South Texas College Board of chents:
In December 1958, the two South Texas Colleges became incorporated, but
remained under the control of the YMCA. The articles of incorpor:;tion
provided that at least one-third of the board of directors of the colleges must
!:)c members of the Metropolitan Board of the YMCA.'® The question of
incorporation asan independent entity remained an issue. In 1960, the board
f)f regents formally proposed that the South Texas Colleges be separately
incorporated from the YMCA. The issue then moved to the Executive
Committee of the Metropolitan Board. From 1961 to 1962, the question of
separate incorporation for the colleges remained under consideration. While
the executive committee formally approved separate incorporation, the issue
was never presented to the full Metropolitan Board for final decision. The
board of regents again forwarded the proposal to the Metropolitan Board in
1963, and again no action was taken.'

South Texas still needed to solve its financial and physical facilities
problems in order to change its accreditation status from provisional to per-
manent. William Dykes recommended three financial management changes:
1) that college income be deposited in a separate account with only college
expenses charged to that account; 2) that the Metropolitan Board establish an
official policy of using college income for college purposes only; and 3) that
the college administration and the board of regents make internal adjust-
ments of expenditures (in particular, the levels of per-student expenditure
and faculty salaries) as required to meet the financial standards of the
accrediting agencies.!!?

The school also needed a means to acquire substantial and permanent
assets. Following the model of the YMCA, which had established a separately
incorporated Y Foundation for fundraising in 1958, the South Texas College
of Law Foundation was created in 1961. The foundation was a nonprofit
corporation formed to receive and administer funds donated to the law

¥Minutes of the South Texas Comimittee on Incorporation, June 3, 1958,

1"°/bid.; Resolution, Board of Regents, December 1958. There had long been a substantial
overlap between the board of the college and the board of its parent organization. At the time
of th‘c 1939 building campaign, for example, Gavin Ulmer was president and E. E. Townes vice.”
president of the Houston YMCA. The “cffectiveness” of the 1958 incorporation was uncertain
however, becausc the Metropolitan Board never officially approved it, '

WiMinutes, South Texas College Board of Regents, October 13, 1960; Minutes, South Texas
College Board of Regents, May 21, 1963.

1Dykes to Bell, January 20, 1966,
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school. Trustees on the original board included E. E. Townes, Spurgeon Bell,
Elliott A. Johnson, and Leroy Jeffers. In 1961, the name of the foundation was
changed to South Texas Law Foundation. The foundation made it possible
for the law school to receive grants and tax-exempt gifts. Under Dean John C.
Jackson’s administration (1960 to 1968), the foundation raised funds for
scholarships, endowing faculty chairs, and developing the library. One of its
most important objectives, however, was to raise the funds necessary for the
college to own its own facilities and to make the facilities adequate to meet the
needs and demands placed upon the school. Dean Jackson, along with Judge
Bell and Ed Pressler, utilized their influence with prominent community
leaders and organizations to raise the necessary funds for the college.

The problem of inadequate facilities could not be solved while the law

school remained in the downtown YMCA building. In 1958, the board of '

regents passed a resolution squarely addressing the issue of quality and
quantity of space for the colleges, stating that “physical facilities for the
colleges at the YMCA Central Building are inadequate and it is desirable for
the said schools to obtain more adequate housing facilities.”'** The college
branch made a serious effort late in 1958 to purchase an atiractive site ina
relatively suburban area, the Schlumberger Foundation property at 2700

Leeland Street. A committee was appointed, negotiations carried out, and the |

transaction was actually concluded in December 1958, subject to approval
from the Metropolitan Board. However, at the last minute the board refused
its approval. The YMCA had accumulated $900,000 in mortgages on its
Central and East End buildings, and had little hope of liquidating the debt.
Though the board of regents had filed for corporate status for the South
Texas Colleges so that they could incur their own indebtedness, the Metropol-
jtan Board did not believe that the college branch could absorb such a
substantial expense, contending that the proposed plan to repay the purchase
costs with “tuition and other revenues” glossed over “some rather obvious
items of expense.”™

By the early 1960s, applications rapidly were reaching a point where the
college would be forced to limit enrollment until larger quarters could be
found, despite the acquisition of additional space at the YMCA. Dykes
pointed out that the YMCA has “had more pressing obligations and problems
than the college branch has had. We need to face up to the fact that at this time
the YMCA can not help us. We also need to realize that we can and should help
ourselves.”"® Associate Dean Garland Walker and Dean Jackson continued

"2Resclution, Board of Regents, December 1958.
141, L, Walker to Lee Ducolf, February 3, 1958,
YMinutes, South Texas College Board of Regents, February 16, 1962.
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dilscussions with the board of regents on the possibility of finding a building
with enough space for future expansion. These discussions finally bore fruit
when the three-story J. Robert Neal building at 1220 Polk Avenue became
available. This structure, built in 1926, formerly housed an automobile
dealership, but was extensively remodelled into a state-ofthe-art office
building by Travelers Insurance Companies in 1951.7 In Naovember 1963

the board of regents proposed to the Metropolitan Board that the regents bc;
authorized to negotiate a lease of the first floor of the Neal building, which
contained 12,500 square feet.!'”

The law school moved to its new location in February 1964. It was the
realization of the “long fought for dream [of] modern and adequate class-
room, library, office and other facilities offering all that a modern college of
law would want.”*® The ABA agreed. John Hervey reported that the new
physical plant facilities were “splendid and highty functicnal,” and that “if you
were building a new structure from the ground up, I know of no change that
would need to be made. There will be no doubt left on the adequacy of the
plant.” However, Hcrvey explained, because “the lease on the new quarters
(i.e., the Neal Building] was executed by the Metropolitan YMCA board and
not by the board of the [law] college, members of the [American Bar
Association] Council may question whether the college has sufficient auton-
omy.”'* The question of autonomy remained an obstacle to permanent ABA
accreditation.

The move to new quarters brought an immediate increase in student
morale. Enrollment increased sharply in fall 1965, and soon the influx of
students threatened to cause space problems again. After Garland Walker
became dean in 1968, he realized that one floor of the building would be
inadequate for the school’s long-term space needs. He arranged, with the
cooperation of the College Board of Trustees, to lease the second floor for
faculty offices and classroom space. Subsequently, the college leased the third
floor as well. )

The increased enrollment occurred despite tougher entrance require-
ments, which had become more rigorous throughout the postwar period. In
1963, the Law School Aptitude Test (LSAT) became a prerequisite for
admission. In December 1964, the board of regents adopted a resolution that

Ue“Insurance Firm Has New Quarters Here,” Houstor (November 1951): 68. -
T7Minutes, South Texas College Board of Regents, November 19, 1963,

1¥South Texas College: Houston's Only Junior College and Only Law College.” Willjam L.
Dykes to Robert]. Maloney, General Secretary, Houston-Harris County YMCA, March 14, 1966,

"John G. Hervey to Dean John Jackson, May 12, 1964,
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South Texas would henceforth confer the J.D. (juris doctor) degree instead
of the LL.B. (bachelor of laws) degree. In consequence, starting in the fall of
1965, students were required to have completed their baccalaurcate degree
before being admitted to South Texas. The change reflected the growing
national trend to make law a graduate rather than an undergraduate pro-
gram, and it qualificd South Texas students for higher pay scales in govern-
ment agencies. South Texas became the first law school in the state to grant
the ].D. degree.'®

South Texas’s transition to a graduate school heightened the growing
incompatibility between the missions of the school and the YMCA. The focus
of the YMCA's educational efforts has traditionally been on programs which
were vocational and technical in nature. South Texas, by the early 1960s, was
becoming a more academically-oriented institution due to its cfforts to
become a better law school. It became impossible, however, to operate an
accredited law school within the YMCA'’s organizational structure, while
conforming to the standards required by the accrediting authorities. By the
1950s, ABA accreditation was necessary to the college’s continued viability
and the YMCA was finding the costs of maintaining ABA standards to be
prohibitive considering its other commitments.

Once outside the downtown YMCA building, the law school became
increasingly separated institutionally as well as physically from its parent
organization. The relationship between the YMCA Metropolitan Board of
Directors and the law school community became increasingly strained. “After
much soul searching,” it became evident that the best solution would be the
law college’s dissociation from the YMCA.'*

In September 1966, the YMCA’s Metropolitan Board unanimously ap-
proved the termination of South Texas College of Law’s affiliation with the
YMCA, effective January 1967. On December 12, 1966, the college filed
articles of incorporation with the secretary of state’s office. On January 1,
1967, South Texas officially ended its association with the YMCA.'* It became
(and remains today) a private, nonprofit educational corporation, not affili-
ated with any other educational institution. The ultimate governing authority
of the college became vested in the board of trustees, which essentially was

1%Edpar E. Townes, Jr., *South Texas College of Law—Commencement Address,” May 14,
1978, 10; Minutes, South Texas College Board of Regents, December 8, 1964; proposal for South
Texas building expansion, ¢a. 1972, 2; Heaton, “A Personal History,” 36.

MTownes, Jr., “South Texas College of Law—Commencement Address,” 14.

1R e commendations prepared by a committee of the Metropolitan Board, Joc T. Dickerson,
Chairman, and approved by the Executive Committec of the Metropolitan Board, and presented
to and unanimously passed by the YMCA's Metropolitan Board of Directors on September 28,
1966; South Texas College Board of Regents, December 15, 1966.
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composed of the same people who served on the college’s board of regents.
The Houston YMCA ended its sponsorship of all higher education in the
following year, when it severed its ties to the South Texas Junior College. The
Junior college subsequently became part of the University of Houston's
Downtown campus.

As an independent institution, South Texas College of Law now had
complete control of its own policies, programs, and facilities. With autonomy
came the authority necessary to ensure the long-term stability of the school.
The ABA recognized the new situation when it finally voted full accreditation
to South Texas on January 28, 1969.'* South Texas achieved ownership of its
facilities for the first time by purchasing the Neal building in December 1969.
The college subsequently purchased two properties adjoining its building
(the Clay Hotel and 1314 Caroline), without debt, in order to expand its
physical facilities.” The college now had a solid foundation on which to
expand its vision and offer a broader legal education.

Although South Texas was no longer affiliated with the YMCA, it retained
the original mission of its founders—to serve students who might not other-
wise have the chance to attend law school. It continued to cater to working
students who saw night law school as a way to advance their careers. South
Texas offered only evening courses until the 1970s, when it gradually began
to offer day courses as well. Most American law schools are now tied to large
public or private universities. South Texas remains unaffiliated. As one of the
few private, independent, ABA-accredited law schools, South Texas has been

able to chart its own course, unencumbered by large bureaucracies and
budget battles.

Today the college continues to open opportunities for students. Its flexible
scheduling allows students to choose from both day and evening classes, as
needed, and opt for cither a full-time or part-time program. Sixty-five percent
of the students are enrolled on a full-time basis. The college thus accommo-
dates both recent college graduates who wish to continue their education full-
time and second-career students who must continue to work. The result is a
vibrant and diverse student body, currently numbering around 1,300. Over
40 percent of the students are women, and 20 percent are members of
minority groups. South Texas continues to fulfill the visions of its founders
by making a quality legal education widely accessible to qualified students.

+
-

¥ “Report No. T of the Scction of Legal Education and Admissions (o the Bar,” in Annual
Report of the American Bar Association (Chicago: American Bar Association, 1969), 294-295.

'™ Heaton, “A Personal History,” 71-72,
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South Texas has grown in several ways over the years. Its campus has
expanded repeatedly since the initial purchase of the Neal Building. In 1973,
the board of trustces announced a $1.75 million development campaign to
add a new, three-story building immediately adjacent to the Neal Building,
doubling the size of the facilities. In 1976, the new Jesse H. Jones Law Building
opened, as did the renovated Neal Building, renamed the Roy and Lillie
Cullen Building. In 1981, under an innovative arrangement between the
college, the Harris County Commissioners Court, and the First and Four-
teenth Texas Courts of Appeals, the commissioners agreed to pay for three
extra floors of a new building at South Texas in exchange for a 99-year lease.
The new 11-story tower opened in 1984 and is the permanent home of the
First and Fourteenth Courts. South Texas remains today the only law school
in the country to permanently house two appellate courts, where many South
Texas students have the opportunity to clerk. With this building, the South
Texas campus (then dedicated as the Jesse H. Jones Legal Center) occupied
the entire city block.

Faculty, programs, and reputation have grown with the campus. The
faculty is the core of the law school’s strength. The college now has a diverse
and talented faculty consisting of 59 full-time professors and 30 adjunct
professors. The faculty maintains a good balance of practitioners and theo-
rists. The excellence of the faculty received national attention when the
Princeton Review rated South Texas as having one of the top ten best teaching
faculties.’® South Texas’s curriculum and programs have retained their
practical emphasis, and the school has a strong reputation for its teaching of
trial and appellate advocacy. During the past 15 years, students have won
more than 46 national titles and 26 regional titles for their advocacy, including
winning the ABA’s national moot court competition for six of the last 12 years.
South Texas graduates have long been highly regarded as trial attorneys.
However, South Texas has increasingly balanced practical skills training with
a theoretical approach. Courses and seminars educate students in timely and
crucial topics such as international business law, computer law, sports law,
intellectual property rights, and environmental law. South Texas's new
Center for Legal Responsibility is recognized as a leading program in
alternative dispute resolution. This innovative program assists parties to
resolve their differences without having to resort to litigation. Student interns
provide low-cost legal assistance through the four South Texas legal
clinics: Disability Clinic, Texas Capital Punishment Clinic, Mediation Clinic,

1%5Tan Van Tuyl, The Princeton Review: Student Access Guide to the Best Law Schools (New York:
Villard Books, 1994).
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and HIV and the Law Clinic.’® South Texas is home to the following legal
publications: the South Texas Law Review; the Corporate Counsel Revigw, issued
on behalf of the Corporate Counsel Section of the State Bar of Texas; and
Currents, a journal of international trade law. With its solid base of resources,
South Texas Coliege of Law has effectively combined academic excellence
with its longstanding orientation toward practical training,

While the college has greatly expanded in size and vision, it remains
strongly linked to the community it serves. South Texas has made a profound
impact on the practice of law in the Houston area. From 1923 to 1993, over
10,000 students received all or part of their legal education at South Texas.
By the early 1990s, one-third of all Harris County lawyers were South Texas
alumni. In the Houston area, 95 percent of recently retired judges in 1991,
from the municipal to state appellate level, were South Texas alumni.
Throughoutits history, South Texas has played a dynamic role in the legal life
of the Southwest. Today, as in the past, the South Texas College of Law
remains faithful to the principle upon which it was founded: to provide quality
legal education to the community. Despite the diverse challenges posed by
different eras, South Texas has continued to meet the needs of students, the
legal profession, and society, in its commitment to the teaching of law. The
college’s excellent faculty, location, facilities, and program will ensure that
South Texas will continue to excel as Houston's gateway to opportunity in law.
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1¥The need for clinical programs was underscored by a recent ABA study, which found that
each year about half of the nation's low and moderate-dincome households face a legal issuie, but
do not turn to a lawyer or 1o the civil justice system. Randall Saborn, “ABA Study: Legal Needs
Not Met,” National Low Journal (February 1964):1.




