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Mr W1111am Pincus Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19102

The Ford Foundation ‘ v -
477 Madison Avenue '
New York, New York

Dear Mr. Pincus:

The National Conference of Commissioners on Uniform State Laws respectfully
applies for a grant of $50, 000 to assist in the research and deliberation neces-
sary to provide an adequate basis for promulgation of a comprehensive uniform
family law, parti X s ; divorce.

The National Conference of Commissioners on Uniform State Laws is the
national organization of state commissioners 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 Confere
gan -five years ago, has had a substanti providing uni-
formity of private law in the ates. Perhaps its major achievement

in the past decade is the Uniform Commercial Code, prepared in cooperation
with the American Law Institute, which has now been adopted by all but three
states and presumably will be adopted by the remaining states in the very near
future. One of its most significant new projects, (completed in August 1966
with the help of foundation grants) is a model state anti-dis crimination act
which has already served as the basis of legislation in one state.

Under its Constitution and under the state statutes the National Conference is
obligated to consider subjects where uniformity of state law is ""desirable and
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- Mr. William Pincus (cont.)

’

practicable. Where ever a subject matter 18 customarily left to state law,
in that area the Conference has a duty to draft legislation. In the 1880's
anization of the comnmissioners on uniform state s being
discussed, confusing an vorce and marriage laws, 23 wall

2s laws on commercial subjects, were the most frequently cited illustrations
of the need for national uniformity of state law., A committee to draft a
uniform law in the field of divorce was formed in 1892, the first year of

the National Conference and the Conference approved a limited act in 1900.
Intermittently since that date other and nower acts on various aspects of
marriage and divorca have been drafted and approved, The last was the
Uniform Divorce Recosnition Act promulgated by the Conference in 1947

and thercafter approved by the American Bar Association. In its long
history the Conference has drafted family laws acts on its own initiative

‘and has collaborated with others, such as the National Congress on Uniform
_ Divorce Laws called by President Theodore Roosevelt in 1906,

Noneth‘eless; ths efforts of the Conference in the field bf family law have not
been as successful as in commercial law, Periodically presidents of the

- Confererce have commented on the slowness of our progress in this field,

In 1939 a group of distinguished teachers of domestic relations law informed
the Conference that while imifoi‘mity_ was desirable, it was not practically
obtainable. Yet the Uniform Divorce Recognition Act drafted after that

date has gained greater acceptance than earlier Conference endezvors in this
field, ' -

Although this discouraging record suggests the possibility of another failure,

the Nation oot

me. Since, as state officials, it is the duty of the Commissioners to seek

uniformity of state law, past failure where uniformity is obviously ol M-
esira noerTuse-for-mwot-rraichrg e eI, -

For reasons which will appear later in this latter, the Conference belicves
that the time is' auspicious for a reform in family law, Moreover, the
experience gained by the Conference in draiting the monumental Uniform
Commercial Code and in securing its enactment in more states than those

- which had acceptad the many piccemeal acts on which it was basezd con now

be applied to this family law projsct, For the Uniform Commercial Code the
Conference sought a comprehsnsive coverage of the subject, after an cuiline
hzd been carcfully constiucted; it used reporiers or drafitsmen dravwn from
the academic community to assist the Commissioners in maintaining a com-
prehensive approach and to undertake rescarch in depth; it establiched panels
of expert advisors to zid ths generalists provided by the Conference in draftinz,
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