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Mr. lVilliam Pincus
The Ford Foundation
477 Madison Avenue
New York, New York

Dear Mr. Pincus:

The National Conference of Cornrnissioners on Uniforrn State Laws respectfully
aPpl ies for  a  grant  o f  $50,000 to ass is t  in  the research and del iberat ion neces-
sary to provide an adequate basis for prornulgation of a com.prehensive uniforrn
farnily law, particularly that of rnarriage, child custody and divorce.

The National Conference of Cornrnissioners on Uniforrn State Laws is the
national organization of state cornrrrissioners appointed by the governor of
each state to promote unification of private law in the United States by
adoption by the states of an identical statute. The National Conference, or-
ganized seventy-five years ago, has had a substantial affect iri provid,ing uni-
fo.rrnity of private 1aw in the United States. Perhaps its rnajor achievernent
in the Past decade is the Uniforrn Cornrnercial Code, prepared in cooperation
with the American Law Institute, which has now been adopted by all but three
states and presurnably will be adopted by the rernaining siates in the very near
future. One of i ts rnost signif icant new projects, (cornpteted in August 1966
with the help of foundation grants) is a rnodel state anti-d, iscrirnination act
which has already served as the basis of legislat ion in one state.

Under i ts Constitut ion and under the state statutes the National Conference is
obligated to consider subjects where uniforrnity of state law is ndesirable and
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Mr. 1V111!am Pi:rcus (coat. )

practlcablelr. lVhere ever a oubJect matter le custornari ly left to state law,ln that area the Confelence has i <luty to draft leglslatlon. In the lg60rswhen orgalizatlon of thc comrnissloners on unlfoirn stati l"irr" lo*, beingdiscussed, confucing aad lnconsisteat dlvorce and marrlage larvb, as rvcl las lan'ro on coElrtercial subJects, luere.the most frequenu| citecl illustragougof the need for national uniforrnity of state lav. A comrnitiee to drajt a'trlform law ln ths flelcl of dlvorce was forrned. in r89z, the first year ofthe Natlonal Conference and thc ConJerence approved a ltrnltcd, act ln 1900.Intermittcntly since tirai rlate othEr and ncwar actg on l'ariouc aspects ofmarrlage and divorcc have been drafted, aad approved. The last wa.e theUnlforrn Divorce Recognliion Act promulgated iy the Coaf,ercnce ln 194?and thereafter approved by the Americaa Bar Asgoclation. In l,cs longblstory the Conference has drafted family laws'acts on lts ovrn lnltlative'a^ud 
has collabora.terl r-rith othera, such 

"o 
thE Natlona!. Gongress on UnlforrnDlvorce Laws called by president Theo<lore Rooeevelt h l ;06.

Nonetheless, the efforts of the Conferencc in the ftekl of family lavz have notbecn as Euccessful as in coriamerclal lavr. Perlodlcally preslclents of the'Confererce have com:r:ented on the slorvness of ou! progress in this field.ln i939 a group of disti:rguisliecl teachers of domestic reladr";1; iJ"r*"athe Confer$lce that srhile uniformit-y wa-s dcsirablo, it vras no! practically
obtainable. Yet the Uniforrn Divorce Recognlfion Act draftecl after ;:.a-t
9..1". hae gained greater acceptance than uorli"" confereace encleavors ia this
l le ld .

: 'Althougb this discouraging record euggests the possibillty of aaother failure,the National conferencc believes that a nerv attekpt shouid be rracie at thlstime. -slnce, as state officlals, it ls the dutT of the comrnissloners to seel.lunl{orrnity of' state lar,v, past failure where uaiJorrnify ig obviously sodegirable is no excuse for noi mahlng :rn atterrpt.

For reasons which wil l  appear later iu this latter, thc ConJereace bellevesthat the time ls'auspicious for a reforrn in fa^n"ily la,,.r. Moreover, thee:qperiencd gainod by tha Conference in drafiing the rnonu6ent.f UoU""*CornmercipJ Co'ie and in oecuring lts enactmeat in more states than thosewhicir had aicepiec t le many plcccmeal acts on vrhich i t  was b,rsed ce:l :ros/ba applied to this fan:ily la';r project. tr.or tbe Uniform Cornmerci:I. Coie theConference sought a co=:prehongive coverage of the subject, ai ler a.n ouil ineb'ad been careftdly co:rsiructe d; i t  used reporters or draftsmen drava f:omthe acadernic co:rrnr-:li!y to assist the Comrnissioners in rn:rintai:ing a corrr-prehenslve aPprcacb a::C to underiake rescarch i:r depth; i t  ectabliclcd pa:rels
of e,-<pert adviaors to ;. iC ihe general lsts pro-,- i<led Uyitre Confere:rce io <i laft in;:.
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