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practlcable". lYhere ever a eubJect rnatier ls custornari ly left to otate law,ln that area the ConJerence has i cluty to clr-ait legislat lon. !n the 1g60rswhen orgarrizatlon of thc co:nrnigsloners on unifoirrr 
"trtuiav/s was beingdiscussed, confucing aad lnco'-rsistent cl ivorce a:rd marriagc larvb, ae .,. ,yc11

as la''.'rs on cortmcrci;rl subjccts, !',/ere tbe nnost frequenil| cite4 illustratiolcof the ne ed for national uniformity of staie lav. A cornrnitiee to drajt aualforrn lavr ln the flelcl of dlvorcc was forrned. in l6pz, the first ycar ofthe National conference aad thc ConJerence approved a l imltcd act ln 1900.Interrniitcntly since ti:ai clatc othe r and n::ver acts on l'ariouc aopects ofmarriage a::'d divorci: have been draftcd and approvecl. The lact wag theUnlforrn Divorce Reco3irl,tion Act prornulgatcci by the CoaJercnce rn rg47aud therea-(ter approverl by the Americaa Bar Asgocioi iorr. 
-In 

l to longhlstory the Conference has drafted farnily lavrs acis on lts o.*rn tnig.ative'and 
bas collabora.tcrl'rzith others, such ag the lrlational congreos on unl.formDlvorce Laws callcd by presiclent Theoclore Rooscvelt ln 1i06.

Nonethelcas, the efforts of the Conferencc in tbe field of family larv havc no,;becn aa successful as in cornrnerclal lan-r. perlocllcally prcsldents of the'Conferer'ce have com-n:ented on the sloTrness of olrt p"ogiouu in this f ield.ln i939 a grouP of d' ist inguisl:cd teacl:ers of domestic relations la-w iniormcclthe confel'ellce that szhiic uniformity wa-s dcsirable, it vras not practicallyobtalnable' Yet the U:ri forrn Divorce Recognlt ion Act draftecl a3ter t! : .atd-ate haa gained gre ater accepta.nce thrn .ot l iut conferencc enclea.vors in thisf ield.

Although thig diccouraging record suggests the possibi l i ty of agrotl :er fai lure,the National Coa{erencc believes that a nerv attcrrrpt should be rnacje at thlst ime. -slnce, ae sta.te off icials, l t  is the duty of the Comrniseioncrs to aeellunlforrnity of etate lav, past failure wb.ere uaiJormify is obviously sodesirable is no excuse for not rnaking an atternpt.

For reasons which rvi11 appear later in this latter, thc Conferer:ce believesthat the tirne ls. auspicious for a reform ia fa.::{ly lag,. Moreover, t.t::ee:periencd gained by t!:e Conference ia clrajti:eg the rnonrr1;r.3nlal lJn1;cr:-nCornmercieJ Co'ie and in securi.ng i ts en'ctrnent i :r more states than thcsewhicir had accepteC t ie many piecomeal acts on v;hich i t  wag b.:scd c?.:r no1,/be app!' ied to this farnriy lav projcct. For t l .ra Ueiform Con:rnerci: j .  C,.:r le thcConference soughi a co=prehlnsive co:, 'era3c cf ihe subjeci, aj ier an ouil inehad been calcful ly co::structecl; i t  usecl rep-olters or draftsr-nen dra,.;a f iornthe acaderrric co:rr::ou::i!y to asslst the Corn:'nissioners in rr:aintai:in3 a cor;r-preh 'cns lve aPproacb a: :C to  unc ler ta ie  rescarch in  depth;  i t  e l tab l i : i r :d  panel :
o f  e :<per t  adv isors to  a ic  the genera l is ts  prov i< lcc l  ty  t te 'c"" r " ; . ; ; ;  i "  a 'Jr* - . .
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