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Foreword

Foreword

In the one hundred years since the Phi Delta Phi Legal
Fraternity was established in December 1869 as the first
professional fraternity of any kind, it has grown and pros-
pered second to none of its later rivals in the legal field.
The objects of this Centennial History are to chart the
course of the first century of Phi Delta Phi.

Although Phi Delta Phi was the first professional fra-
ternity of any kind to attain the status of a national organi-
zation, it was founded in time much after the substantial
majority of the so-called “literary” or “social” fraternities.
As a professional fraternity, Phi Delta Phi is as fully
matured an organization as the most developed social
fraternity, with adequate chapter representation, and a
total membership during its 100-year history of more than
eighty-five thousand living and dead. The differences be-
tween and among social and professional fraternities are
many, and the purpose here is not to consider them in
detail, but it would be unsatisfactory to omit a discussion
of one of the most important differences evidenced by the
adjective employed in the description of each type of
organization. The purpose of the “social” or “literary”
fraternity is social, i.c., a member is exposed to a number
of social situations including, in most cases, the all-impor-
tant communal living experience offered by chapter house
life, as well as the inevitable contact with sister organiza-
tions called “‘sororities.” There are no specific membership
requirements, except in very rare instances, other than the
maintenance of some formal connection with the college
Or university

A professional fraternity such as Phi Delta Phi, on the
other hand, has a membership today which is almost en-
tirely comprised of students who have already received at
least one undergraduate degree and are regularly enrolled
in a law school or legal department, whose students have
a commitment

“. .. to promote a higher standard of professional ethics
and culture in this and other Law Schools and in the
profession at large. ...”

Membership in a professional fraternity such as Phi
Delta Phi signifies identification with the legal profession
to those conversant with the law, while membership in
Beta Theta Pi, Phi Delta Theta, or Sigma Nu does not.
The founders of Phi Delta Phi, whose announced goal was
to foster and improve legal education and the legally edu-
cated, believed that the best vehicle for such aims was a
FRATERNITY, with a ritual which would instill in its
members the proper respect for the law, and a perpetual
campus and national organization for proselytization. Phi
Delta Phi cannot and does not avoid the taking on of the
many attributes of the social fraternity in its striving to
attain its projected goals. During the formative years at
the Kent Chapter and elsewhere, more often than not, Phi
Delta Phis found themselves living together and taking

their meals under the same roof because they chose to.
Even today a goodly number of Kent Inn brothers take
their meals together and live under the same roof at the
magnificent Kent Inn house, although the definite trend in
Phi Delta Phi since the Great Depression has been away
from communal living.

In the early days Phi Delta Phi participated as an
organization in all the activities, including intercollegiate
athletics, open to the University in general despite the
attempts of the scornful literary fraternity members—
“lits,” as they were called, to curtail its participation.
They wore their badges as proudly as did the “lits”, whose
membership was comprised primarily of University Liter-
ary Department and Medical students, and only oceasion-
ally of law students.

As a national organization, Phi Delta Phi is distin-
guished from the literary or social fraternity by its peculiar
membership qualifications. It has always limited activc
collegiate membership to those enrolled in the Legal De-
partment or Law School in the college or university, while
the literary and social fraternities are not precluded by
national policy* from taking law students as members.
Occasionally the by-laws of the local chapter have prohib-
ited the initiation of students who were already members
of Phi Delta Phi, as in the instances of Kappa Sigma and
Sigma Chi at Michigan and Sigma Chi at other institu-
tions for many years, where those organizations func-
tioned, in effect, as local competitors with Phi Delta Phi
in the law schools. Phi Delta Phi today does not prohibit
individuals who were social fraternity members as under-
graduates from becoming members and maintaining an
active interest in their social fraternity, because it does not
believe that the New Testament maxim

... aman cannot serve two masters, for he must love
the one, and hate the other ...” (Matt. 6:24)

applies. With regard to dual membership in legal fraterni-
ties, however, the Biblical injunction does apply to Phi
Delta Phi, unlike several of her rivals who oftimes appear
more than eager to confer honorary membership upon
those who are already Phi Delta Phis.

Phi Delta Phi, as the oldest professional legal fraterni-
ty, has had a unique position in the history of the North
American bench, bar, and the law schools. It is the second
oldest North American legal organization in continuous
existence, established only six months after the Columbus,
Ohio Bar Association, and nine years before the American
Bar Association. It has been in the forefront of bar associa-
tion activities on all levels through its wide network of
alumni Barrister Inns, dominance in the activities of the
Bench and pre-eminence in the better law schools. Its
influence in Canada cannot be ignored, because the contri-

*but generally by custom
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butions of Canada to Phi Delta Phi and Phi Delta Phi to
Canada are most evident today in the persons of Mr.
Robert L. Young, Q.C., the President of Phi Delta Phi for
the Centennial Year, and the Rt. Hon. Sir Roland Mi-
chener, Governor-General of Canada, both graduates of
Osgoode Inn of Phi Delta Phi, chartered over seventy-five
years ago. Weldon Inn of Dalhousie University at Halifax
has been dormant for many years, but its alumni continue
to hold positions of responsibility in Canada and to retain
their affection for Phi Delta Phi.

Phi Delta Phi was good in the past, some say, because
it was the first in its field. For many years into the Twen-
tieth Century, Phi Delta Phi had on its membership rolls
a greater number of members than the American Bar
Association could claim. Its influence on the American
Bar Association after its founding in 1878 was great, if not
dominant. As other legal fraternities entered the field, Phi
Delta Phi welcomed them in the spirit of friendly and
beneficial competition, while maintaining the high level of
identification with excellence in the legal profession which
has remained its hallmark. Phi Delta Phi continued to
contribute the lion’s share of lawyers and judges to the
American and Canadian legal system. These contributions
have continued unabated into the second half of this cen-
tury. Phi Delta Phi and Phi Delta Phis continue to view
their duties no differently than did their forebears, because
honesty, industry, and competence are eternal and un-
changing values even in today’s uncertain turmoil.

It is not unreasonable to assert that the precepts of Phi
Delta Phi, as outlined in the Ritual, retain their attractive-
ness long after college days are past, because they are
precepts which indicate a satisfactory course for the life in
the law of the members of the bench and bar. Compare the
Ritual with the statements in the Canons of Professional
and Judicial Ethics of the American Bar Association. One
can see within them the policies and positions taken by the
founders nine years earlier. Many Phi Delta Phis who held
offices of responsibility as law students in the Inns of Phi
Delta Phi have gone forward to positions of national and
international eminence in all fields of public service. This
has been the case at the beginning, and times have not
changed. The promotion of high standards of scholarship
is pursued by the Inns on an individual basis through
scholarship programs for pledges and initiates and grade
point requirements for membership, and by the Interna-
tional Fraternity through the Phi Delta Phi loan and
scholarship programs. The dominance of Phi Delta Phi on
the law reviews and moot courts and in student govern-
ment has continued unabated from the beginning. Such
dominance has no doubt been stimulated by the relatively
recent initiation of a Graduate of the Year Award in 195 1,
w.hich confers upon the recipient, among other things, a
diamond key and a trip to the next convention while his
Irlln receives a direct financial award. Politics, whether
Wlthin the law school or the university, or on the local,
national or international level has frequently been a field

vi

of successful endeavor for Phi Delta Phis, and their devo-
tion to that avocation touches every part of the political
spectrum from John Lindsay, Robert Kennedy, and
Franklin Delanoc Roosevelt to John Foster Dulles, Gerald
Ford, William Howard Taft, and James L. Buckley, all
Phi Delta Phis.

Social and athletic activities have not been ignored,
although they are certainly not emphasized by many Inns
to the extent that they are emphasized in the social frater-
nities. Phi Delta Phi often brings men together in relation-
ships of lifelong friendship, and for some the closeness of
the relationship equals and exceeds that which was estab-
lished in the undergraduate social fraternity or club. There
is no reason why it should not be that way. A final aspect
which sets Phi Delta Phi apart from the social fraternities
is its early acceptance of the American dream expressed
by the Fourteenth Amendment: Discrimination on the
basis of race, creed, or religion is not only prohibited, but
banished along with its more elusive companions—
quotas, tokenism, and limited privileges.

The reader who has had occasion to read histories writ-
ten for limited, although not exclusive, distribution will
surely notice that this volume is considerably shorter than
the normal fraternity history. With all due respect to those
Great Men of the days of yore who devoted years of their
lives to the documentation of intricate facts and figures as
Will and Ariel Durant and von Ranke have done in the
best traditions of Nineteenth Century German scholar-
ship, it is submitted that the greater number of their works
would qualify as dissertations for the degree of doctor of
philosophy. Dissertations often collect dust in back rooms
of libraries because they circulate on the average of once
a decade. Occasionally they serve some eminently practi-
cal but unintended purpose such as propping up the bed-
stead or pressing Alpine flowers. Men grow old writing
such histories if they are not already old to begin with.
They may be hailed as crowning achievements, and while
their intentions are honorable, such histories invariably
fail to hold the interest of their younger readers, who in
the case of fraternity histories, more often than not could
care less about what happened. The end result is that the
book does not get purchased by the young fellow for his
personal use, nor does it get read—much less looked at
except for a few antique photographs which elicit laugh-
ter.

The author hopes that he has written a readable history
of moderate length which can interest the “Old Alumnus”
in the state of the Fraternity in contemporary life while at
the same time whetting and retaining the interest of the
young alumnus, collegiate, or pledge in the precepts and
men who gave Phi Delta Phi the firm foundation it now
possesses. To that end there have been many anecdotes
and pictures included in the body of the history, and there
are a number of listings which aid in the identification of
prominent Phi Delta Phis. If the author has created a
readable history, the satisfaction will be his.



Chapter |
THE FOUNDING OF PHI DELTA PHI

On August 26, 1817, the Territorial Government of
Michigan passed an act to establish the “Catholepis-
temiad” or University of Michigania, to be located in
Detroit, and thus the chain of events which would ulti-
mately lead to the establishment of Phi Delta Phi on the
University of Michigan campus at Ann Arbor was set into
motion. A Judge Woodward was given the responsibility
of setting up the administration of the Catholepistemiad,
which numbered thirteen professorships to be initially ab-
sorbed by two gentlemen of learning. The first, a Pres-
byterian minister named John Monteith, occupied seven
chairs and acted as President while his sole colleague, a
Roman Catholic priest, Father Gabriel Richard, who was
born in pre-Revolutionary France, held six chairs and
served as Vice President while also holding a seat in the
United States Congress as a territorial delegate for two
years. In 1821, apparently dissatisfied with the way they
had set up their University, the Territorial Legislature
repealed the act creating the Catholepistemiad, establish-
ing a successor corporation with full rights, and gave it
only one name—the University of Michigan.

The year statehood was granted saw the State Legisla-
ture transfer the campus from Detroit to Ann Arbor some
fifty miles to the west in order to take advantage of a grant
of a forty-acre lot to the University. The year 1837 shortly
arrived and the establishment of a law school was planned,
but it was not until 1859 that the Law Department at the
University of Michigan was established with its first ma-
triculating class to be instructed by a faculty of three
professors, who would be chosen for their prominence and
ability to instill respect for a knowledge of the law in
students.

By that year, the University of Michigan had come to
mirror increasingly the face of other prominent institu-
tions of higher learning in America through her strong
and well-developed system of “literary” and “social” fra-
ternities. Operating either with the support of the faculty
or with its consent or sometimes sub rosa, groups of men
secretly bound together by a common ritual and common
ideals through a national organization became attractive
to those students who could afford them. A number of the
students in the Literary and Medical Departments of the

University of Michigan found fraternity life quite to their
liking, and by the time that the Law Department was
prepared to accept its first students, seven fraternities had
already been established: Beta Theta Pi, in 1845; Chi Psi,
which built the first structure ever for strictly fraternity
purposes in 1845; Alpha Delta Phi, in 1846; Delta Kappa
Epsilon and Delta Phi in 1855; and Sigma Phi and Zeta
Psi in 1858. Together these groups stuck together as
Greeks did when encountered by the barbarians on the
outside through the Palladium, their very own political
organization with which they would dominate the Univer-
sity politics of the time.

The literary fraternities or “lits” as they were called,
did not often draw their members from the Law Depart-
ment at the University of Michigan during the period from
1859 to the Founding of Phi Delta Phi, partly because
they considered the law to be a trade incompatible with
their position as Renaissance men-—contemptible, in a
word—and partly because the program of study in the
Law Department was a good deal more rigorous as was
known to all who were acquainted with the Department’s
first three professors, James Valentine Campbell, Thomas
Mclntyre Cooley, and Charles Irish Walker. These gentle-
men had had wide experience in the activities of the bar
and bench, and as self-educated men, they believed that
there were greater benefits that students could receive
from a strong program of instruction than from the self-
arranged programs that they completed.

Charles Irish Walker was the eldest of the three to
accept a professorship in the Legal Department upon its
inception. Born in 1814 in upstate New York, he had
taught school at age 16, and later had been a merchant
before moving to Grand Rapids, Michigan, where he was
prominent in local politics. There he edited The Grand
River Timesfrom 1836 to 1838, and eventually was elected
Justice of the Peace before serving a two-year term in the
Michigan legislature commencing in 1840. The reasons
for his departiure for Vermont in 1842 are not known, but
he did return to Michigan in 1851 to resume the practice
of law, which he continued long after his appointment as
Kent Professor of Law at the University. Although the
remainder of his long life of 81 years was spent as Judge






