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On the Value of the University of Colorado Law Review
Scott R. Peppet*

Much has been written lauding or attacking law reviews.
  Others have even praised the University of Colorado Law Review and its history.
  I see no reason to repeat these sentiments—indeed, to do so would exemplify the repetition of the obvious with which law reviews have unfortunately become identified.  Instead, this brief comment will focus on the role of the University of Colorado Law Review in the University of Colorado today, and the reasons that it adds value to our institution.

The University of Colorado Law Review currently has fifty-four members.  Twenty-seven are third-year students; twenty-seven are second-year students.  Twenty-seven are male; twenty-seven are female.  

Each of these students was offered membership after participating in a writing competition.  To complete the competition, a student must analyze a provided set of materials and write a five to seven page response piece.  Each submitted piece is judged and scored by five third-year students.  If a student is in the top ten percent of his or her class, the lowest score is dropped; the remaining scores are then averaged and the top twenty-eight to thirty students in the pool are offered positions on the Review.

Student interest in the Review remains high.  In 2003, over one hundred students entered the competition, eighty-three completed it, and twenty-eight were offered membership on the Review.  Others were offered membership on other legal journals published at the University of Colorado.  Of those offered membership, one hundred percent accepted.

Once a member, students engage in various types of work.  As a second-year editor, a student focuses on two things: writing a student note, and helping third-year editors conduct cite checks.  Third-year editors who are not Board members spend their time assisting with cite checks, proofreading, editing and other projects such as compiling the Twenty-Five Year Index.

In addition to these basic duties, of course, the Board of the Review must manage the other forty-one students.  The Board is comprised of thirteen third-year students.  Each is elected during the spring of the 2L year by the vote of his or her classmates and of the graduating third-year editors.  The seven current positions on the Board are: Editor-in-Chief, Managing Editor, Articles Editors, Casenote and Comment Editors, Production Editors, and Resource Editor.

I estimate that a 2L editor spends roughly eight to ten hours per week on Review work, or roughly 200 hours over the course of her second year.  Third-year editors who are not Board members spend between fifty and one hundred hours per semester, or between 100–200 hours during their third year.  And third-year Board members spend roughly fifteen hours per week, including the summer and winter break of their third year, for a total of about 550 hours.  As a grand total, then, the fifty-four members of the Review are spending approximately 13,600 person-hours per year on Review work.

What do they produce with this effort?  In 2003, the editors published Volume Seventy-Four of the Review.  The four issues of Volume Seventy-Four contained 1,636 pages.  These pages were comprised of nine faculty-written articles, fourteen symposium papers, nine student comments, and three casenotes.  The Review currently has 545 subscribers, 240 of which are legal libraries.  These subscriptions generate $23,350 per year in revenue; the remaining $12,000 in annual operating expenses incurred by the Review are provided by the law school, fees and purchases.

Is all of this time, money, and effort worth it?  Even without evaluating the content of the Review—something that others intend to cover in the pages of other issues of this Volume—I firmly believe that it is.  First and foremost, the Review provides these students with the opportunity to write, read, and edit legal publications.  These interrelated experiences provide an education above that afforded by attending law school.  They allow a student to immerse herself in a legal subject, digest it, and bring herself to the point that she can comment intelligently upon it to a faculty or student author.

Secondly, the Review serves as an intensive writing workshop for its 54 members.  Of all the complaints faculty hear about legal education, none is as troubling, or as common, as the comment that many law students graduate with insufficient understanding of how to write.  Although we offer legal writing instruction, the Review acts as a writing laboratory for students, requiring them to focus on their writing for a two-year period.  I believe this significantly improves the writing of its members.

Finally, the Review provides a third educational opportunity.  It allows students to serve as the managers of an intense and difficult enterprise.  They must elect leaders, set rules, monitor effort and compliance, and make tough decisions.  They must manage crises and resolve conflict, and engage in difficult and sometimes painful negotiations with each other and with outside authors.  Most important, they must self-govern—something that the Bar expects of them once they graduate and join the ranks of the legal profession.  They must ensure that their members behave properly, they must report shirking, and they must tend to the organization that they have temporarily inherited.  All of this, I think, foreshadows the ethical and managerial obligations borne by practicing lawyers.

In short, then, I report that the Review is alive and well; that it continues to provide students with an excellent educational opportunity; and that as a result it continues to publish quality legal scholarship.

� ADVANCE \r17 \* MERGEFORMAT �* � ADVANCE \r8 \* MERGEFORMAT �Associate Professor of Law, University of Colorado School of Law.  Professor Peppet is the Faculty Advisor to the University of Colorado Law Review.


� ADVANCE \r17 \* MERGEFORMAT ��.� ADVANCE \r8 \* MERGEFORMAT �See Earl Warren, Upon the Tenth Anniversary of the UCLA Law Review, 10 UCLA L. Rev. 1 (1962); Roger J. Traynor, To the Right Honorable Law Reviews, 10 UCLA L. Rev. 3 (1962); Richard S. Harnsberger, Reflections About Law Reviews and American Legal Scholarship, 76 Neb. L. Rev. 681 (1997); Michael L. Closen & Robert J. Dzielak, The History and Influence of the Law Review Institution, 30 Akron L. Rev. 15 (1996); Richard A. Posner, The Future of the Student-Edited Law Review, 47 Stan. L. Rev. 1131 (1995).


� ADVANCE \r17 \* MERGEFORMAT ��.� ADVANCE \r8 \* MERGEFORMAT �See Gordon L. Allott, et al., Beginning the Second Fifty Years: A Tribute, 51 U. Colo. L. Rev. 1 (1979).





