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Ohio, 1907; Brooklyn, New York, 1907; Buffalo, New
York, 1907; Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, 1907; Seattle,
Washington, 1908; Tacoma, Washington, 1908; Rich-
mond, Virginia, 1909; New Orleans, Louisiana, 1912; St.
Joseph, Missouri, 1912; Los Angeles, California 1916; and
Minneapolis, Minnesota, 1919.

The alumni have always been of great assistance to the
Fraternity when they have been ‘really’ needed. During
and after the Great War many law schools and Phi Delta
Phi Chapters would have had a much more difficult time
recovering from the effects of low enroliment were it not

for the support of the alumni who quite often performed
rushing and pledging tasks for their Chapters. Phi Delta
Phi owes much to its alumni for its quick recovery, which
commenced with the Sixteenth General Convention of
December 12 and 13, 1919 in Bloomington, IHinois, in the
Convention Hall of the Illinois Hotel. With the war over
and the Fraternity apparatus in rusty condition, the Con-
vention was destined to be a “working” one with many
uniforms in evidence. With sleeves rolled up, the delegates
proceeded to place the Fraternity on a firmer foundation
than ever before.

A MESSAGE TO THE FRATERNITY MEN
OF AMERICA, IN RE VENEREAL
DISEASE

By Rupert BLUE, Surgeon General

The war proved two things which I desire to bring in this conspicuous
manner to your attention:

(1) The priceless value to the nation of its young manhood, especially its
educated manhood.

(z) The ghastly and unsuspected toll taken from America’s manhood by
venereal disease.

Qur army was the cleanest in the war, and its clean record had not a fittle
to do with its morale and its fighting effectiveness. Yet General Gorgas
stated that even if the commanding general could lay aside all question of
morality, he would probably choose the eradication of venereal disease rather
than the prevention of wounds.

The critical period which the nation now faces must depend even more
upon the integrity of educated manhood, which American college fraternities
hold as their ideal and of which they furnish such conspicuous examplies.

I naturally turn to you, therefore, at this time in a definite appeal and re-
quest that every fraternity and every jurisdiction and member thereof go sn
record, not only as insisting upon compliance with the fraternity’s own highest
standards of physical integrity, but as actively though unobtrusively exerting
influence in support of the Federal campaign against the venereal diseases.

Each chapter is requested to have the above message read in chapter meeting
or posted in the chapter-rooms, and to take appropriate action.

The coupon below should be filled out and mailed to the Surgeon General

Uwnirep StaTtes PusLic HeaLTH SERVICE,

228 First St. N. W., Washington, D. C.

Chapter, ... , Fraternity,

has gone on record in support of the Government’s campaign against venereal

diseases, and will use its influence to promote clean living in college life.

The chapter will distribute _.oooeenees (say how many) pamphlets for

men on the above subject, as soon as received.
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Chapter VI
AFTER THE GREAT WAR

The Council was left in a state of limbo during the War.
Vice-President Urquhart was wounded in France where
he was serving with the Canadian Army as a Lieutenant
in a machine-gun outfit. Temporarily, Orion Howard
Cheney (Field '97) took his place on the Council. During
Major Donnelly’s absence from the Secretary-Treasurer’s
office, Miss Elizabeth J. Huxley, his law office stenogra-
pher and clerk, took custody of the records of the Frater-
nity. The Council acted favorably upon fifiy-two motions
during the period between the Fifteenth and Sixteenth
Conventions. The Constitution was suspended as to the
operation of the severely-depleted Osgoode Inn in order to
avoid the necessity of re-chartering. War custodians were
designated for charters and records for Comstock, Dillon,
Douglas, Minor, Reed, Swan, Waite, and Cooley, which
represented only a small number of the depleted chapters.
The second Saturday in February was designated as Phi
Delta Phi Founder’s Day. Any chapter’s indebtedness to
the general Fraternity prior to March 1, 1919, under con-
ditions of inactivity, was canceled.

At the two council meetings, held in Chicago on March
24, 1916 and February 14, 1919, emergency measures in
addition to those above were implemented, which meas-
ures were later ratified by the delegates at the Sixteenth
Convention. Every province save Province I held a con-
vention during the school vear 1916-1917. During the
war, publication of The Brief was severely curtailed, with
the bulk of the magazine devoted to inspirational discus-
sions of the conflict and an “Honor Roli” of some 1500
Phi Delta Phi military personnel including a listing of
casualties.

The 16th General Convention
At this “Soldiers™ convention of December 12 and 13,
1919 at Bloomington, Illinois, with so many uniforms in
evidence, Chandler spoke of the magnificent response to
the challenge that the soldiers made:
“In this gathering, service men almost all recently in
France were left to their own devices; were appointed
on the committees hit or miss at the outset, without
older men as chairmen; were left to make all nomina-
tions from the floor [rarely tolerated at earlier conven-
tions*], without a nominating committee; and they

*Author’s note.

steered a conservative course. These men even denied

themselves the expense allowance from the Fraternity

that had been usual in recent years. . .. Here men from

Maine to California demonstrated that the returned

youth of America is still safe and sane. . . . When young

men left to themselves with autocratic power, display
charity, loyalty, and common sense, Anglo-Saxon insti-
tutions are not in danger. ...

There was a good deal of unofficial unwinding done at
the Convention despite the Volstead Act and the Eight-
centh Amendment, which had gone into effect only on
July 1 of that year. Editor Chandler mildly chastised the
revelers, mainly applicants who felt that the boys returned
to the farm would like a little more of “Paree”:

“The applicants who spent the most money entertain-
ing all went home poorer and sadder but wiser men,
laid on the table at $25 a quart!”

The formal entertainment at the conclave consisted of
a smoker sponsored by the Bloomington Bar Association
at the Bloomington Club on Friday the twelfth.

Five petitioning groups qualified to present their case
in ten minute addresses to the Convention. The Black-
stone Club from Cumberland College in Lebanon,
Tennessee and the Kellogg Club from the St. Paul College
of Law in Minnesota failed to gain acceptance, the former
because of low academic standards, and the latter because
its school was not a member of the American Associztion
of Law Schools or a regularly incorporated university,
Three others were approved by the Convention and in-
stalled within the two month period after it. They were the
Cooley Club of the University of Florida which became
the Cockrell Chapter, the Alpha Delta Chi Club from: the
University of Tennessee which was named Roosevelt
Chapter, and Mu Delta Phi of the University of North
Carolina which was named Vance Chapter.

A sixth group, Inn of Chancery at the Indiana Law
School in Indianapolis, was also recommended for chart-
ering by the Extension committee, but its petition was
rejected and its members sought satisfaction elsewhere.
The application of the Counsellor’s Club of the University
of Georgia was tabled because of inadequate information
on a few minor points until the next convention, as was
the application of a second petitioning group from West
Virginia University, the “Witenagemot.”
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A number of constitutional changes were made by the
delegates at this, the Fraternity’s Semi-Centennial Con-
vention, which saw George Katzenberger elected “Presi-
dent Emeritus.” Article IX of the Constitution was
amended to change the designation of the Fraternity's
college units from “Chapter” to “Inn”. “Under-gradu-
ates” and “Alumni” became “Students” and ““Barristers”.
The above alterations were made to conform with previ-
ous changes in the Ritual, which emphasized the profes-
sional aspect of the Fraternity and its close sympathy for
the traditional English arrangement of the Inns of Court.

In an amendment which was later to provoke unending
controversy, the delegates voted a change in the member-
ship qualifications in Article 11T of the Constitution in
order to exclude those of the ilk of a young brother and
delegate who set himself apart from the other delegates at
the Convention by his offensive conduct. The delegate
possessed a surname assumed to be “Jewish”. Some seized
upon the opportunity to close the Fraternity to non-Ary-
ans and succeeded in getting an amendment to that effect
before the Convention. Ironically, after the matter was
brought to a vote and passed, thereby including an “Aryan
clause” in the Constitution for the first time in the Frater-
nity’s history, it was determined that the object of the
delegates’ disaffection had enthustastically cast a vote in
favor of exclusion. Shocked, the delegates sought an an-
swer for this incongruous response, and were surprised to
learn that the delegate was an Italian Catholic with no
compunctions about voting against those of his father’s
religion. The Aryan Clause remained on the books for a
quarter of a century until the good sense of the delegates,
combined with its great unpopularity, led to its removal.
At the time that the clause was included in the Constitu-
tion, over a hundred men of the Jewish religion had been
initiated into Phi Delta Phi as well as a large number of
“Christians of Hebrew origin”*, who after 1919 were also
excluded by the Clause. During the period of the Aryan
Clause, a number of Jewish members were initiated not-
withstanding their ineligibility. Since the removal of the
Clause some 3,000 Jewish Phi Delia Phis have been added
to the rolls.

In order to return the Fraternity to a sound financial
position, Article XIII of the Constitution was amended to
increase the annual dues of active members reported by
the Pro-Consul of any chapter to have become delinquent
in their financial obligations. This amendment put some
teeth into another change made in Article XIII by giving
the Inns recourse against their delinquent graduates.

A number of resolutions lacking full constitutional
force were passed by the delegates. To strengthen the
war-weakened Inns, alumni advisers were designated for
each Inn. A constitutional amendment providing for such
advisers was approved by the delegates at a later Conven-

*Whatever that means.
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tion. Alumni groups were again encouraged to organize in
college towns to petition for alumni charters.

In order to “‘encourage” the officers of each Inn to file
the forms required by the National Office, a fine of $2.00
was assessed against each Scriptor and Pro-Consul who
did not comply with the report deadlines. The fine was to
be collected from the officers as individuals and was not
payable out of the Inn funds. Many at the Convention
believed that the recalcitrants should be further chastised
by publishing their names in T#he Briefas delinquents, but
a resolution to that effect was tabled.

On the reimbursement froni, a motion by delegate Par-
tridge from Reed Inn allowing $5.00 per day per delegate
out of the General Fund for time enroute to and at the
Convention was carried, after earlier being ruled out of
order. A sum of $250 was also appropriated and placed in
the hands of a commitiee of three appointed by the Coun-
cil for the purchase of “‘a memorial or gift” to encourage
the early reestablishment of Osgoode Inn which had gone
under during the War. In order to tighten the bonds
among the Inns, their individual members, and the nation-
al officers, Article I, §5 was added to the Constitution:

“Before any candidate shall be initiated as an active
member of the fraternity, he shall be required to pass
an examination acceptable to the Inn upon the follow-
ing matters: the preamble to the Constitution, the
method of government of the fraternity, the names of
the members of the then Council, Court of Appeals,
Editor of the Brief, and the Province President in which
the inn proposing to initiate such candidate is located,
the total number of inns, and the names and the loca-
tions of the inns within the particular circuit.”

The Committee on the Catalogue made several recom-
mendations which were adopted by the delegates. Each
Inn was required to publish at its own expense a pamphlet
containing the names of the men initiated since the last
publication of the Catalogue in 1917, with correct ad-
dresses. Such pamphlets were prepared by a majority of
the Inns. The Fraternity was ordered to publish a supple-
ment listing the names and addresses of the men initiated
into the Fraternity since the date of the last Catalogue,
and that procedure was to be repeated every two years
until the next Catalogue, which was itself to appear every
five years after 1925. These resolutions were adopted but
not followed due to the lack of interest and financial sup-
port on the part of the members.

The Fraternity was reorganized into eight Provinces
and the delegates caucused to elect new Province Presi-
dents during a break in the Convention. The following
were elected to serve as Province heads: Province 1, Wil-
loughby Colby; Province 2, Ruffner Campbell (retained);
Province 3, Thomas C. Urquhart; Province 4, Abner J.
Stilwell (retained); Province 5, E. A. Adams; Province 6,
Paul Walker (retained); Province 7, Ray E. Barnett; and
Province 8, Paul E. Shorb. The new Council was elected
and constituted in the following manner: George A. Ur-
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quhart (Osgoode °l1) President; Emmett A. Donnelly
(Harlan '10) Secretary-Treasurer; and James E. Kinnison
(Swan ’16) Council member.

The new Council was authorized to transfer Chase Inn
to the University of Oregon at Eugene from the North-
western School of Law in Portland. In winding up the
official activities, the delegates formally thanked the mem-
bers of Benjamin Chapter at the Ilinois Wesleyan Univer-
sity in Bloomington for their hospitality, and adopted a
resolution establishing Syracuse, New York, with Com-
stock Inn hosting, as the site of the next Convention. A
valiant atternpt by Beatty Inn delegate Ray E. Barnett to
gain the Convention for Los Angeles by guaranteeing to
pay the expenses in excess of $4,000 incurred at the Con-
vention failed. As it turned out the Convention was not
held in 1921 in the proposed city anyway, but rather in
1922 in Indianapolis.

The Court of Appeals consisted of C. M. Clay Buntain
(Booth '02), Chief Justice, Paul Knowles, and Louis Stigall
{Tiedeman °10) Associate Justices. During the period be-
tween the Sixteenth and Seventeenth Conventions, three
petitioning groups were chartered as the first extensions of
the Fraternity to begin their existence as “Inns” rather
than “Chapters.” The Alpha Delta Chi Club at the Uni-
versity of Tennessee took as its namesake the recently-
deceased Theodore Roosevelt (Story '82) in ceremonies
held on January 9, 1920. The 21 charter members includ-
ed among their number Marion S. Boyd (Roosevelt *21)

who later became a Judge of the U. 8. District Court for -

the Eastern District of Tennessee.

A fortnight later, on January 24, 1920, Justice Robert
S. Cockrell of the Supreme Court of Florida, Florida Law
Professor and Minor Inn graduate, saw 47 Cooley Club
members installed as the Inn of Phi Delta Phi bearing his
name. Among the charter members and original petition-
ers prominent in later life were George W. Whitehurst
(Cockrell '15), and William J. Barker (Cockrell '16), of the
U. S. District Court for Florida. Original Petitioner Spes-
sard Holland (Cockrell °16) served in a number of posi-
tions including Governor and U. S. Senator from Florida.
A charter member from the Class of 1920, Paul D. Barns,
served on the Florida Supreme Court.

The third Inn of Phi Delta Phi to be chartered in 1920
was the Vance Inn at the University of North Carolina.
The petitioning Mu Delta Phi Law Club was formed by
seven students in 1916 during the lean years of the War
with the intention of petitioning Phi Delta Phi. By 1919
the club consisted of 22 active and 20 alumni members.
The latter group included J. Will Pless (Vance '19), who
presented the petition to the Sixteenth Convention where
it was accepted. On February 28, 1920, 20 of the members
of Mu Delta Phi of the Classes of 1919 to 1922 were
initiated as charter members, and one as an original peti-
tioner of Vance Inn. Many earlier graduates, including
Pless, were initiated as alumni members. The Inn was

After the Great War

named for Zebulon Baird Vance, who served as a Con-
gressman from the Tar Heel State before the Civil War,
Governor for two terms during the Civil War, and later
in the U. S. Senate. From the early classes initiated into
Vance Inn came three men who were later to attain promi-
nence. Pless, the man who successfully pleaded the cause
of his organization at the Bloomington Convention,
served as President of Phi Delta Phi from 1933 to 1935
and was later elevated to the bench of the North Carolina
Supreme Court. Henry J. Stevens, Jr. (Vance '21) was
elected National Commander of the American Legion. An
early honorary initiate, Sam Ervin (Vance Hon. ’21), was
a man to be reckoned with in the U. S. Senate after he
stepped down from the North Carolina Supreme Court.

During the period between Conventions, the Court of
Appeals issued several opinions concerning the proce-
dures then followed in the Fraternity. In an opinion of
January 20, 1920 the Court reiterated, with regard to a
petition of the Livingston Moot Court to reestablish Story
Inn at Columbia, that the Council had no authority to
grant a charter. The Livingston Moot Court would have
to re-run the gauntlet in order to qualify for a charter. In
an opinion dated November 1, 1920, advice as to the
correct interpretation of the Article XII, §7 expulsion
proceeding was given to Secretary Donnelly. The Court
construed the “four-fifths” vote necessary for an Inn to
expel a member as “a four-fifths vote of all the members
on the roll of the Inn”, because expulsion was a rather
serious matter for the student involved,

On December 30, 1920 the Court clarified the Article
I, §1 procedure to be followed in admitting new men to
membership. Each active member of the student’s Inn was
required to vote affirmatively upon, “and not merely ac-
quiesce in"’ the admission of each proposed member. An-
other advisory opinion requested by Donnelly on the issue
of eligibility for membership was given by the Court on
September 26, 1921. Evarts Inn received an affirmative
response to the question of whether a member pursuing a
post-graduate degree could be considered an active mem-
ber.

Two chapters, Kent and Hamilton, were involved in
incidents at the outset of the “Roaring "Twenties,” which
had their antecedents in the War. The Kent Inn, in the
month of February, 1921, in Chief Justice Buntain’s
words,

“entertained six members of a visiting theatrical group,
together with the director of the organization and his
wife. This occurred on one Sunday night with the exact
date not being shown. Ten members of the chapter
danced with the members of the operatic group which
was an exceedingly inferior one. There was some drink-
ing.”

Apparently the scope of the merrymaking extended
further than the making of much noise: several bottles
were propelled from the windows and porch of the stately
brick house at 502 E. Madison in Ann Arbor. The insiders
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apparently hit a few passers-by. At any rate the “affair”
was publicized in a number of local newspapers in the best
spirit of sensationalistic journalism. Dean Henry Moore
Bates, a Phi Delta Phi, placed the Inn on temporary pro-
batton:
“the party was reprehensible first, because of the obvi-
ous impropriety of entertaining members of a traveling
company of this kind; second, because the entertain-
ment began while it was still Sunday night; third, be-
cause it was a violation of a University regulation.”

Buntain characterized the affair as thoughtless, but the
“enormity” was not lessened by the fact that six of the
participating seniors were on the Board of Editors of the
Law Review. Buntain and Kinnison agreed that no formal
action should be taken by the Council against the Inn.
Editor Chandler called the “Kent imbroglio” a “blunder
which was worse than a crime,” and advocated strong
measures, but Secretary Donnelly disagreed: ““1 cannot
agree to punishing a blunderer as a criminal.”” Sleeping
dogs were allowed to lie, and the matter ended with the
measures taken by Dean Bates. The Brothers of Kent did
not profit by the experience. “Open” drinking continued
in the house in later decades in violation of University
regulations, and each time the reward was social proba-
tion. At present the house, under less “repressive” condi-
tions, has a beer machine dispensing half-quart bottles at
thirty cents apiece.

A religious crisis was thought by some to have existed
at Hamilton Inn during the early post-war years. The first
hint of disharmony at Hamilton retained in the archives
of the Fraternity came in a letter from Donnelly to T. C.
Urquhart (Osgoode °19) dated January 5, 1920:

“Tam in receipt of a letter from Council Member Kin-

nison in which he states that Hamilton Chapter . . . is

weak because it has been for the past two years under
the influence of a group of Catholics, which group is

subjecting the affairs of the fraternity to a religious
fight—excluding Protestants etc.”

An astonished Urquhart said that he had not noticed such

friction during his visit to the Inn as Province President:
“That such a state of affairs might exist never for a
minute occurred to me as an experience in my own Inn
had convinced me that the question of religion did not
enter into fraternity life or interfere in the selection of
candidates. I rather judged that the weakness of the
chapter was caused by the smallness of the field from
which the inn drew its material and from the lack of
support by the alumni.”

As the matter developed, the latter observation of T. C.
Urquhart proved to be more accurate* than that of Kinni-
son. Urquhart felt that with regard to the Hamilton ques-
tion *‘a molehill is being made into a mountain.” After a
vear of “observation” it was decided to send a “disinterest-
ed party” to investigate and report on the situation. Carl

*Due to lack of membership brought about by poor alumni support and
strong competition from Phi Alpha Delta which had a house, Hamilton
Inn was dormant from 1924 to 1926.
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Jacobs (Hamiiton '09), who may not be considered a disin-
terested observer, reported to Chandler on January 20,
1921 that he had attended the initiation banquet at Hamil-
ton the previous Friday evening:

“They had about thirty present at the dinner, only four
of whom were of the alumni, the balance being the
active chapter and the new members. They initiated
twelve men on last Friday, and all of them appeared to
be very good, sustantial men. . . . I was advised that the
chapter was about evenly divided between Catholics
and Protestants, with one Jew, and that they seem to
be fairly well divided as to politics.”

Chandler believed that the Jacobs letter disposed of the
Hamilton matter. Kinnison, however, did not give up, but
rather put pressure on the Council to send him to Cincin-
nati. In a personal letter to Donnelly and Urquhart of
March §, 1921, Chandler spoke:

“My own personal view is that Kinnison would proba-

bly do more harm than good at Cincinnati. He seems

to have become wedded to the notion that the troubles

of the Chapter are due to one cause and is looking for
proof to support his bias.”

Even if there were a conflict in the chapter, Chandler
was of the opinion that it would be unwise for the national
officers of the Fraternity to intervene:

“I have seen a man stamping out a fire and scattering

sparks all around the woods. We cannot afford to have

such flames breaking out elsewhere. . .. I am going to

ignore it in The Brief”
Nothing was done or said officially about the real or hypo-
thetical conditions at Hamilton Inn. The other members
of the Council were displeased with what they believed to
be Kinnison's biased attitude regarding the condition at
Hamilton. In a letter to Ruffner Campbell dated July 31,
1922, Chandler hinted that if he had his way, Kinnison’s
service to the Fraternity would be short-lived:

“I have nothing against Kinnison except that 1 have

classified kim in a group which I always oppose .. .”
Kinnison’s complete opposition to Fraternity extension as
well as to Catholics eventually became clear after the
Indianapolis Convention. It was particularly galling to
Chandler, who expressed his opposition to Kinnison and
later received the following letter from him:

“I am in receipt of your lament of August the 9th and

the veiled accusation which it contains. It may be true

that our Chinese wall may prevent the night school

invaders from bringing to us the message of civilization
and the beauties of the law.

On the other hand, it may keep out the Goth and the
Hun and center the fraternity in the hands of those who
in the main believe a profession to be worthy of a
preparation before entry into it.

[ wish for you a hot and very uncomfortable vacation,
and hope that by the time you read this you shall have
boiled the poison from your system. I cannot under-
stand how your wife has lived so happily with vou these
many years.”

Another problem with which Phi Delta Phi had to






