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Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Part I 
Monday, June 26, 2006 

Judge Sloviter, I appreciate your taking time out of your busy schedule to 

meet with us and to allow you to be interviewed for the Women's 

trailblazer project. 

I want to start by filling in a little bit of your background. I do 

know that you were the single child of immigrant parents. Could you tell 

us a little bit about the experiences that you had growing up? 

Well, my parents were Jews from Poland. And I say it that way because 

they never considered themselves Polish. They always considered 

themselves Jewish, and I assume that that was because the Jewish 

population in Poland did not identify with Poles, who I gather were very 

anti-Semitic. They knew each other in the small town from where they 

came, Radom, Poland, a city of east-central Poland south of Warsaw. My 

mother had four brothers and my father was a friend of her brothers. I 

think Radom changed hands at some point. The Germans took it over. I 

don't think the Russians were ever there during the period that they were 

there. 

My mother's father, my grandfather, came to this country after his 

wife died in childbirth with the sixth child. He left the children with their 

grandmother, their mother's mother. My mother, who was three years old 

when her mother died, was sent to Warsaw to live with an aunt. She 

maintained contact with her siblings who were under the care of their 

grandmother, but I think that she always felt deprived and that was an 
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Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

important part of her personality, even after she came here. Her father 

remarried here. He became an American citizen and she and four of her 

siblings (i.e., five of the six that were born in Poland) came to this country 

as young adults because the immigration law at that time permitted minor 

children of an American citizen to enter as citizens. I ultimately was able 

to get each of them a certificate of citizenship. 

My father, whom she knew, emigrated to Cuba and she went to 

Cuba and married him there. He was part of a Jewish intellectual group. 

His Cuban period and the group is referred to in the book entitled "The 

History of American Jewish Literature." 1 The book mentions David 

Korman, who had written a book of Yiddish poetry in Cuba. My father 

came to this country as her husband and became a naturalized American 

citizen. 

My parents were very conscious of not being American born. 

They spoke with an accent. And even though they lived in a community 

that had some immigrants, most of my friends had parents who were 

American born and I think that I was raised feeling different in some 

respect. 

When you say you felt different, can you elaborate a little bit? Did you, 

for example, speak Yiddish as opposed to English? 

I spoke Yiddish before I spoke English because my parents spoke Yiddish 

in the house. But, in due course, I learned English and they spoke English 

1 Sol Liptzin, A HISTORY OF YIDDISH LITERATURE (Jonathan David Publishers, Middle Village, NY 1972), p. 407. 
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Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

in the house. I knew Yiddish because my father wrote in Yiddish, and his 

books are in Yiddish. 

Did you feel free, for example, to bring your friends home? 

Yes, but I differed from my friends because we lived in a third floor 

apartment and they lived in houses. As I reflect on it now, the third floor 

apartment had probably more space than the little houses in which my 

friends lived, but I couldn't have a bike, for example, because there was 

no place to put the bike. 

What were your parents doing in Philadelphia? They were both working 

in factories? 

Well, my grandfather had settled here, so all of his children, except for the 

oldest who settled in Paris, immigrated to Philadelphia. My parents' best 

friends were my mother's brothers and sister, one sister, and we lived in a 

neighborhood where they could easily walk to each other. Did you mean 

what were they doing professionally? 

Yes, professionally. 

We didn't have a lot of money. My mother worked as a seamstress until I 

was born and she resumed work when I was 3 years old and she could put 

me into a day nursery. I was the only one of my friends who was in a day 

nursery. They came from homes in which the mother was home. It was 

not like it is now, when women go out to work as a profession or it's 

expected. It was not expected in those days, so she was different. My 

father was unemployed all during her pregnancy and got work just after I 
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Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter 

Professor Boss: 

was born working in the men's clothing business on hats, I think. My 

mother was working in the women's clothing business making dresses. 

She was a seamstress. 

Did she do the work at home or did she do it in the factory? 

No. In the factory. 

So, was she a part of the union movement that existed at the time? 

Oh yes. She told stories of how they would strike and they would be 

arrested. They would take them to the police station, but they never 

booked them, apparently. And they would let them go. Over the course 

of the years, she became very disappointed in the union. 

Well, how do you think having a mother who was different, from a 

different country, who worked unlike others and who was an activist, how 

did that influence you growing up? 

A great deal. I think I never felt fully equal to everybody else. My friends 

in grade school would meet and have lunch at a little restaurant near the 

school and I would have to walk back to the day nursery and eat there. 

Although they were good friends, I think there was always a little sense of 

being different, maybe inferior. 

Was this in primary school or high school? 

Oh no, not in high school, definitely not in high school. This was in 

elementary school. 

How did the difference in your parents affect you when you grew up, 

when you were in high school? 
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Judge Sloviter 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter 

Professor Boss: 

Really, not much at all. Not that I can remember. Once I got to high 

school I felt fully part of the group and part of the school. And I don't 

think that affected me. 

Not having money affected me though, because we really had very 

little money. My mother used to say we are not poor, we just don't have 

luxuries. That was her classic statement. But we were pretty poor. 

Your school experience then was primarily in the public schools? 

It was entirely in the public schools. 

When it came time to go to high school, did you go to the local high 

school in your area? 

No, I went to Girls' High. Any girl in Philadelphia who was academically 

gifted could get into Girls' High,2 and that required traveling by public 

transportation; but that's where I went. I think it was always known that 

that's where we all would go and my whole group of friends went. I had a 

cousin who was my age who started in Girls' High but transferred to 

Gratz, which was a school of lesser academic standing, after the second 

year in high school because she was relatively musically gifted and she 

knew she wouldn't get a scholarship academically. But there was some 

possibility that she would get a scholarship based on her music. In fact, 

that's what happened. 

So she did that going to Gratz? 

2 The Philadelphia High School for Girls, more commonly known as Girls' High, is a public college preparatory 
high school in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. As its name suggests, the school's enrollment is all female. Established 
in 1848, it was one of the first public schools for women, and is only one of two remaining all girls' high schools in 
the country. It is a magnet school in the School District of Philadelphia with a competitive admissions process. 
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Judge Sloviter 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Yes. She was able to do that going to Gratz High School. 

Of course, today, most female high schools have been closed. I think the 

two big exceptions in major cities are Girls' High in Philadelphia and my 

alma mater Western High School in Baltimore. 

Oh, that's interesting. 

But how do you think going to an all-female high school affected you? 

Was it positive or negative? 

It was very positive. And that was because women could excel and take 

leadership positions and learn to be leaders without any consideration of 

the boy-girl relationship. Did you find the same thing? 

I found the same thing and I, in fact, went from an all-female high school 

to an all-female college. 

Oh, I purposely didn't do that. 

Why? 

Well, I wanted to major in economics, and it was my thought that the field 

of economics was one in which one would have to interact with men. If 

that was ultimately to be my profession, I thought I should have that 

experience. I think I did not apply to the University of Pennsylvania at 

that time because they had a college of women and I didn't know enough 

to know that my economics classes would probably include men as well as 

women. Also I couldn't afford Penn. 

What led you to economics? 
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Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

I didn't want to be a teacher, which was what bright young Jewish girls 

did in those days. I decided to pick economics. 

So, you were trying to get away from the stereotype? 

Oh yes, definitely. Of course, ultimately I loved teaching, but that came 

far later. 

And a different kind of teaching? 

That's right. But most of my friends, I think all of them, became teachers, 

elementary school or secondary school teachers. 

Did you ever have an impression that you might not become a career 

women or did you always think you would become a career woman? 

I never thought of it as being a career woman, so I'm not sure that that 

entered into my consciousness. I knew I'd have to work. We didn't have 

money for me not to work. And so it was either take teaching or take 

something else. And at that time, for some reason that I can't remember, I 

majored in economics. I went to Temple University, which was the only 

option. I did consider whether I could go away, but I knew there was no 

money to do that. 

Why Temple? 

Because it was here. 

Because it was here. How far was it for you to travel from home to 

Temple? 

Not far. I went by public transportation. By then it was either my last 

year at high school or my first year in college, my parents moved from the 

- 7 -



Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

apartment in Strawberry Mansion to the lower Northeast. They bought a 

house which they could barely afford. And, in the same year, my father 

went into business and opened a shoe store with my uncle who had been in 

the shoe business. My uncle was my mother's youngest half brother, 

because my grandfather had three more children with the new U.S. wife 

who was not U.S. born, but she had come here from somewhere else. 

When you started at Temple ... 

Can I go back to Girls' High for a minute? 

Yes, sure. 

My initial thought that one could get a leadership position turned out to be 

true, and I became the co-editor of the yearbook -- which was the 

Milestone at Girls' High -- a position to which one was elected. It was the 

only election that I ever stood for. But I was willing to do that and that 

was a very positive experience and that was the big deal at the high 

school. The other thing was that the girls could be gifted athletically and 

be on the gym teams. I was definitely not athletic, but I did manage to get 

the position of the announcer at the gym contests, which was also a 

relatively substantial thing to have done. 

Am I correct that you also participated in the drama activities? 

Yes, I did and there we had boys. 

Where did they come from? 

They came from either Central High School or Girard College. 
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Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Well, during this time were you actively dating or were you primarily 

pursuing your studies? 

I dated a little bit. I was never a beauty and I was never very popular, but 

I could get a date for the junior prom or the senior prom when necessary. 

But I don't remember that any of us were really dating heavily at that 

time. 

Do you think that was a result of being at an all-female high school? 

Yes, I think that was in part. Was that the same in your experience? 

Yes. 

Okay. 

The distractions weren't there. 

I did the usual things. I took piano lessons. Didn't have a bike, so I didn't 

do anything athletic. Didn't have a bike until after I got married. 

Did you work while you were in high school? 

No. 

When did you first start working? 

When I was at Temple. When I was in high school I was a counselor at 

summer camps and could get a little bit of money that way, so I did work 

in the summers first as a junior counselor and then as a counselor. And I 

continued that through Temple. 

When you started at Temple, you had mentioned that the choice, in part, 

was a financial choice to go to Temple. Was Temple free at the time? 
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Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

No. It wasn't free, but I got some money when I graduated as a prize and 

I used that for tuition the first year. And then the second year, because I 

had done well, I got what was called an "in-course scholarship;" I got 

some money for that. Then I worked at Temple to get money for lunch 

and car fare. 

Where did you work? 

I asked at the Temple employment agency. I could type; I had learned to 

type in high school. Temple sent me to an auto seat cover place, which 

was about two miles north of Temple, and I had to type the addresses on 

an addressograph machine for the advertising cards that the auto seat 

cover place would send out. At the same time, they were banging the auto 

seat covers into the cars. I got terrible headaches - really, very bad 

headaches. And, ultimately, I went to the Temple Health Center and they 

sent me to a psychiatrist or psychologist to see what was causing the 

headaches. I remember being asked, "Have you ever considered whether 

you might have a brain tumor?" At that time that we had a TV and I saw a 

movie with Bette Davis, maybe called Dark Victory, in which the woman 

had a brain tumor and that just did it. Can you imagine anybody being so 

insensitive? But they were (or he was). I didn't have a brain tumor. I 

don't know how I found that out, but I left that job. At about the same 

time I was working at the Temple News as a reporter. I really liked 

journalism. I had considered majoring in journalism, but my mother 

wouldn't let me because she thought because my father had never made a 

- 10 -



Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

living as a writer, I would never be able to make a living as a journalist. 

She absolutely refused to allow me to major in journalism, but I did work 

at the school paper. I was a staff member at the Temple News, ultimately 

moving up to being City Editor of the Temple News. 

It's funny, you're such an independent woman, to hear you say, "My 

mother wouldn't let me do this!" 

Well, yes, but I was living at home and she had the biggest influence in 

my life. 

More so than your father? 

My father had no influence on me at all. He was just not there, either 

emotionally and sometimes physically. He would go off with his friends 

to do whatever he did. 

Well, did his love for literature ... 

No, he didn't love literature, he just wrote Yiddish poetry with his friends, 

I think a left-leaning group of people anyway. And after a while, we just 

completely splitpolitically, and I actually lived in the same house for a 

year with my father without ever talking to him. We had a big fight over 

the way in which Stalin treated the Jewish doctors. I can't imagine doing 

that now, but I threw that up to him and he got very angry and I just 

stopped talking to him. 

That's very interesting. So this would have been in the early 50's, 

correct? 
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Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Well, I was in college. I was in a January class at Girls' High and went 

into Temple's January or February class, finishing in three and a half years 

by taking more courses a year and then taking two courses in the summer 

during one half of the summer. Temple didn't want to let me accelerate, 

to take five courses; four was the average. But I had done well, and they 

really said that if wanted to try it, I could. It worked out all right. 

Well, how did you find your academic experience at Temple? 

It was fine, it was good. I had tested out of beginning English and 

beginning math so that I started with the second semester English and 

second semester math. At that time, Temple freshmen were up at 

Cedarbrook (the north end of the city), which meant that when it came 

time to do the second half of the first year, I had to do that at Temple main 

campus with upper-class people. But I did well. 

Did you form a lot of friendships at Temple? 

Some. Yes, some. 

You mentioned your experience with the Temple newspaper. What was 

your beat? 

In a short time, my beat became the student council and, as a result, I 

would go to council meetings. Sometime in my second or third year at 

Temple, they were sending a delegation to the National Student 

Association3 Convention which was held, I think, in Michigan or 

3 The National Student Association, a confederation of American college and university student governments, was 
founded in 1947. In 1978, it merged with the National Student Lobby (NSL) to form the United States Student 
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Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Minnesota. I was one of four Temple students that Temple sent to the 

NSA meeting. It was at the time that Allard Lowenstein, who was later to 

become a political figure in New York,4 became the president of the NSA. 

Unknown to us at that time, it was also infiltrated by the CIA, which we 

found out many years later. But I think Temple gave each of the four 

student delegates $600, and that was to go by train. I would never have 

gone by train, because that was the most expensive way you could go. 

A friend of mine was one of the delegates, as were two male 

students who were student council members. We decided to ask a friend, 

who had a car, to travel with us. She actually drove us all the way to 

Detroit. We went through the lake district in New York. It was a very 

interesting experience. And then, after the NSA convention meeting, my 

friend Goldie and I decided that we were going to hitchhike to 

California -- and we did. 

So, two women hitchhiked to California? 

It was dangerous. Yes, we hitchhiked to California. We met up in 

California with some of the students that we had met at the convention. I 

don't remember where we stayed, we must have stayed in a sorority or a 

fraternity, I don't remember. We had a couple of difficult experiences. 

We had one bad experience, and we had to jump off of a truck. Then we 

Association (USSA). NSA originally housed the United States Student Press Association (USSPA) and its news 
agency, College Press Service (CPS). 
4 Allard Kenneth Lowenstein ( 1929-1980), was a liberal Democratic politician, a one-term congressman 
representing the 5th District in Nassau County, New York, from 1969 until 1971. A political activist, he is 
particularly known for his work on civil rights and the antiwar movement. He was head of the Americans for 
Democratic Action, spearheaded the Dump Nixon movement, and, later under the Carter administration, served as 
United States Ambassador to the United Nations Commission on Human Rights. 
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decided to use the money and take a bus. We stopped once in Salt Lake 

City and spent the day there and then we got on the bus and slept at night 

on the bus. And then got off somewhere else, it may have been at Salt 

Lake City, and spent the day. We then got to California and met the two 

Temple male students at the fraternity house and had no money to come 

back, so we pooled our money. We had $100 and some dollars, and found 

a medical student from Pittsburgh who was driving back there from 

California. He charged us $100 to take the four of us, and the male 

students had to help with the driving because neither Goldie nor I could 

drive. 

It was supposed to take two and a half days which would have 

been all right. We would have had a little to eat. We ran into floods in 

Kansas or some place like that. The motor of the car got wet and we had 

to take a day while he took that to a dealer or a repair shop and dried out. 

So it took something like four and a half days. And we had no money left 

to buy food. 

I remember thinking that, I know when I get home, my parents will 

feed me. And some people in the world live this way and they never know 

when they will eat, whether they will eat or what the next day would 

bring. That made a tremendous impression on me. I can't imagine that I 

thought that as a college student, but I remember sustaining myself with 

the thought that, ultimately, I would return to a life of relative comfort and 

there were people in the world who didn't have that assurance. 
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Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

What did your parents think of you traveling, hitchhiking? 

They didn't know. 

They didn't know? 

They didn't know. Before I left, I told my mother, "We're going to go to 

California" and she didn't believe me. And she said, in typical fashion, 

"Tell me when you come back." In other words, she didn't want me to 

boast about things that I wouldn't be able to accomplish. So, I thought to 

myself, "OK, I'll tell her when I come back." So, I would telephone 

myself from places where I was so she could hear my voice. We didn't 

have money to actually make the phone calls, but I would call person-to

person and would always ask for myself so my parents could hear my 

voice. But I knew that they had no idea where I was because they didn't 

know the geography of the U.S. 

Did you ever tell them? 

Oh, sure. Well, I had to. When I came back I had twenty cents. When we 

got to Pittsburgh, we hitchhiked on the Turnpike. He left us off on the 

Turnpike. We got a truck driver who was a really nice man. It was 

dangerous. I would have killed my daughter if she ever tried to do this. 

But there was less crime then, I think. We were less aware of crimes in 

those days. 

Or more naive? 

Maybe. I don't think I was all that naive but we got one truck driver, a big 

guy, who took us and it was pretty crowded in the cab and he signaled 
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Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

another truck driver from the same line, and so one of us got into the other 

truck. But we would meet at the wherever it was where they stopped for 

coffee, and we didn't have the money to have any coffee or anything. 

Somehow, I think one of the truck drivers treated us once, I'm not sure, 

but I remember I came back with twenty cents and that was fifteen cents 

for carfare because that's how much it cost on SEPTA (it was not SEPT A, 

it was PTC at that time) and five cents for a phone call. I called home 

after I got to Philadelphia, said that I was here and I was coming home. 

I later learned that when I walked down the street, my mother's 

neighbors thought I had been in a tuberculosis home or something because 

I came back looking ragged and thin and hungry and dirty. When I came 

home, I kept thinking: what's the first thing I will do when I get home? 

Will it be to take a bath? Will it be to sleep? Or will it be to eat? 

Was this something that was common at the time, for women to travel like 

that? 

I don't know, I don't think so, but I don't know. I haven't read anybody's 

story. Maybe they did in Europe. I don't know, we just did it. I have sort 

of lost touch with her. I know where she lives. She lives in New York, 

and I saw her once about five-six years ago when I was doing a moot court 

on Long Island. I keep thinking I should contact her, but she is, or was, a 

good friend of mine, and I hear indirectly that she's okay. 

So, you, at Temple, put a lot of energy into the newspaper you did? 
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Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

And I worked, you asked me how I worked. I got a job at the newspaper 

setting type. 

The newspaper at the time was ... 

The Temple News. I could set type. And they paid -- I think it was 95 

cents an hour and I worked four hours a week. I would get $3.90 or $3.80, 

something like that a week. I also worked in the summer at camps, so I 

had a little money to sustain myself. 

So, between journalism and economics, what led you to law school? 

I hadn't thought about law school until I met a woman at Temple who was 

a girlfriend of one of the counselors at camp, and she said she was going 

to law school. She was pre-law, which I never was. I had read the 

Clarence Darrow biography, and all of a sudden it just entered my mind. 

And once it entered my mind, there was nothing else there. 

I did very well in economics, and the economics department at 

Temple wanted me to try to go on in that field for a Ph.D. They said they 

thought my record might get me into places like Harvard or Yale or some 

place prestigious. I think I had all A's and maybe one B+ in the 

economics classes. 

But I had decided I wanted to go to law school. And, in fact, in 

preparation for that, I left the Temple News my last year at Temple and put 

an ad in the Inquirer5 saying something like, "College student wants part 

time job in law firm," and was hired in a small law firm. I didn't know 

5 The Philadelphia Inquirer is a daily morning newspaper that serves the Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, area. Founded 
in June 1829 as The Pennsylvania Inquirer, it is the third oldest surviving daily newspaper in the United States. 
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Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

any lawyers, and I knew that at that time you needed to have a preceptor. 

I didn't know that the Bar Association would provide a preceptor if you 

didn't have any. I was really naive. I worked as a secretary every 

afternoon, and that continued through the first year of law school. It 

started about the middle of my last year at Temple, and I worked that 

summer, but I think part-time, not full-time. 

What was the reception at home when you said that you wanted to go to 

law school? 

It wasn't adverse. I don't remember one way or the other. I knew my 

parents weren't in a position to help me economically; I had to do it 

myself, but I had a lot of moral support. Nobody said, oh, don't do that or 

anything like that. My mother was a very independent woman, certainly 

in those years. 

Were you aware at the time how few women there were in the legal 

profession? 

No, I had no idea that there would be discrimination. I didn't know any 

lawyers. I just decided that's what I wanted to do. I went ahead and did 

everything I could do to do it. 

When you began the work at the firm downtown ... 

It wasn't a firm, it was a group of lawyers. It was really three lawyers 

who shared office space. Harold B. Lipsius was the primary person, and 

the only reason I got hired was because one of the lawyers who shared 

space was Joseph Sharfsin. Mr. Sharfsin had been City Solicitor of 
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Philadelphia. He was a bachelor; he was a well-known man around town. 

He represented, for example, the men of the Philadelphia Orchestra, 

probably before they were unionized, and would constantly use the 

secretaries of the other two lawyers. They got tired of that, and the two 

other lawyers decided he should have his own secretary, albeit, part-time. 

They didn't know that I didn't know dictation, but I had bought a 

book called Speed Writing and learned to speed write. I never learned the 

regular dictation but he spoke slowly and I could fill it in myself. He lived 

at the Ritz Carlton, not the current Ritz Carlton. I think it was called the 

Ritz. It was at Broad and Walnut or Broad and Locust and the office was 

on Broad Street. We had no computers or anything like that. If you made 

a mistake you'd have to erase it with a white eraser or redo it. He never 

knew my name. I was always, "Miss, ah .... " I don't know ifhe ever 

knew my name, even after I became a lawyer. 

In that office, there was a woman lawyer who worked for Mr. 

Lipsius who later became a Common Pleas judge. She was then Judy 

Jaffe, got married and became Judy Jamison;6 and she wasn't very 

encouraging. She probably first viewed me just as a college kid. I wasn't 

in law school at that time. Only later after I went to law school did her 

attitude change a little. Mr. Biele's secretary, Regina Haig (who had some 

6 Judge Judith Jamison joined Cozen O'Connor in July 1997 as Of Counsel in the Estate Planning and 
Administration Department. From 1974 to 1990, she was a judge in the Philadelphia Court of Common Pleas, 
where she was the first woman to serve as an Orphan's Court judge in Pennsylvania. She also served as a special 
deputy attorney general, special assistant attorney general, and assistant attorney general for the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. She passed away in 2001, and was awarded the Sandra Day O'Connor Award by the Philadelphia 
Bar Association posthumously. 

- 19 -



Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

relationship with Alexander Haig), was an attorney but worked as a 

secretary. 7 She was very kind to me, as was Mr. Lipsius's secretary. 

You said that Ms. Jamison was not very encouraging? 

No, I don't think she said anything unkind; she was just pleasant but she 

wasn't a mentor. She was busy, she was doing her thing, she had cases to 

do. 

How many years had she been practicing? 

I don't know. She was older than I. I don't really know. I think she also 

had gone to Temple. 

Which of the people that you mentioned ultimately became your preceptor 

for law school? 

Mr. Sharfsin, my boss. 

So, when you decided to go to law school ... 

I decided to go to law school before I took this job. 

And then you proceeded to apply to all area law schools? 

No, I applied everywhere. 

Everywhere? 

Well, not everywhere. I know I applied to NYU because I got in. And I 

applied to either Harvard or Yale. One of them didn't take women, it 

probably was Harvard.8 I don't remember what the others were. I didn't 

keep those files. I guess I must have applied to Temple. But I know I 

applied to Penn. And I got a offer of a scholarship at NYU. It was the 

7 Alexander Haig was a figure in national politics. 
8 Harvard Law School was one of the last law schools to admit women in 1950. 
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scholarship that was named for a women judge whose name I have just 

forgotten. 

Florence Allen. 

Yes, Florence Ellinwood Allen.9 They had a scholarship in her name. 

And I couldn't take it. I was dying to take it, and it would have covered 

tuition for the law school, but it didn't cover room and board and I 

couldn't afford to live in New York City. 

Not many people can afford to live in New York City. 

No, now, that's right, but I couldn't afford it then. I didn't want to go to 

Temple, I had been to Temple. I wanted to go to Penn, so I applied to 

Penn. I don't know if everybody or just I or some local people had an 

interview at Penn. I remember I was interviewed by W. Foster Reeves, 10 

who later became a professor of mine. He said to me, "Why should we let 

you into the law school? You'll only take a seat for a man and you will 

make no contribution to the law school and to the legal profession." I 

don't know what I answered, but I got into the law school. Then I went 

back and said I can't afford to pay and I have this offer of the scholarship 

at NYU, so what can you do for me? And they offered me a half tuition 

scholarship, which was great because I was still working at that time. 

9 Florence Ellinwood Allen (1884-1966) was the first woman to sit on a state supreme court (she was elected in 
1922 to the Ohio Supreme Court) and the first women to serve on an Article III federal court (Franklin D. Roosevelt 
appointed her to the United States Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit in 1934). She became the first women to 
be a chief judge of a United States Court of Appeals in 1959. Supporters sought to have her appointed to the United 
States Supreme Court during Harry S. Truman's presidency, but Truman was opposed to a woman sitting on the 
highest court of the land. 
10 W. Foster Reeves III taught at the University of Pennsylvania School of Law from 1920 to 1963, and served for 
many years as Chair of its Law School Admissions Committee. 
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When he said that to you, was this the first time you had ever heard the 

argument that women should not be given the same acceptance as men? 

I don't know. It became so pervasive in my life that I don't know if it was 

the first time, but it was a slap in the face. 

What was your reaction? 

I can't remember, anger, upset, I just can't remember. It didn't stop me. 

Did it make you want to do it even more? 

I don't remember what my reaction was. 

How did it affect your reaction to Professor Reeves when you had him as a 

professor later? 

Oh, I thought he was a terrible professor. I remember at one of my early 

first five-year class reunions, I was asked to speak and I spoke about the 

time I was interviewed. He was wearing what looked like riding pants, he 

was very Main Line-ish, he taught Trusts and Estates. I don't remember 

how I did in that class but he was pretty old guard, I'd say. 

Did you ever talk about this with the women in your class? 

Probably not. I don't remember discussing it at all. 

How many women were there in your law school class? 

Well, I don't know if we started with eight, or nine or seven. 11 Things 

happened with the women in the class. Somebody got married to 

somebody in the class above and came back later. I really just don't 

11 Those graduating with the class were: Young Cuba; Shirley Ann Bellmar; Eileen Anne Downey; Dolores 
Korman; Barbara Elaine Kron; Leona Lenczycka; Mercea P. Panfil; Ruth Anne Renner; and Guyla F. Woodward. 
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remember. There was some fluidity, but not a lot. I mean, there were 

very few of us. 

So all of the women knew one another in the class? 

Oh, sure. At that time, there were two sections in Penn's first year class, 

and they were divided alphabetically. You had to sit alphabetically, pretty 

ridiculous now as we think about it. Law students wouldn't accept that 

now, but that's the way they did it then. So I knew the women in my 

section. Somehow, I think we were only two, Barbara Kron and I. I have 

to ask Barbara if there was anybody else. And then there were women in 

the other section. 

Did you ever get to know any of the upper-class women? 

There weren't any. I think there may have been one women two years 

ahead of us. She'd been on the law review. I forget her name. I don't 

remember that there were any women in the class directly ahead of us. 

Were you surprised when you got to Penn and found that there were so 

few women? 

I don't remember thinking about it. 

So, it was almost a nonissue at the time? 

Yes. Well, maybe it was an issue, but I don't remember it being an issue. 

I know that the professors would pick on us. 

In what way? 

Well, in Criminal Law for any case that had any kind of sexual content, a 

woman would usually be called on. My Civil Procedure professor kept 
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calling on me in the first semester. He was a wonderful teacher, Ray 

Bradley. 12 He would ask me a question, and if I didn't know the answer, I 

would use the half-hour between classes to look it up. The next day, I 

knew he would call on me again and I would tell him, "Moore [ who wrote 

the Civil Procedure book] -- Moore said this." I remember it was on Rule 

12(b)(6). I would fight him back, and fight him back. And then, one day 

in the library, he saw me studying and he came up to me and said, "Ms. 

Korman, you got guts," or something like that. And he never bothered me 

again. Then I would just be called on occasionally. But he didn't let me 

go on that issue for several classes, and I knew I would always be called 

on and I was always prepared. 

Is there any particular professor you would consider a mentor at Penn? 

Not a mentor, not really. By the second year, when I got on the Law 

Review, things changed. But in my first year, I was still working. At that 

time, the first year classes in Penn were from 9 to 12:30. You'd have a 

class for 50 minutes and then you'd have a half-hour to brush up or go 

across the street for coffee. Since I didn't drink coffee, I learned to drink 

tea so I could take a seat. I was finished at 12:30 and I would take the 

luncheon sandwich my mother had packed and take the trolley that went 

down Woodland Avenue at Penn all the way into town. I would sit at the 

12 Raymond J. Bradley (1920-2000) was a partner in the business litigation practice group and a specialist in 
criminal law and commercial litigation at Wolf, Block, Schorr & Solis-Cohen in Philadelphia from 1955 to 1988. 
He served as an assistant and later associate professor of tax at the University of Pennyslvania Law School from 
1950-1955. He was director and past president of the American Civil Liberties Union, Greater Philadelphia Branch, 
and, in 1950, was Deputy Controller for the City of Philadelphia. 
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back and eat my sandwich and I'd be at work by I :00. I would work from 

one 'til about six, I think. I can't remember whether it was six or five

thirty. I would take Mr. Sharfsin's letters to the Ritz, where he was living, 

in an envelope so that he could sign them. I think I put the stamps on the 

envelopes so that he could mail them. I proceeded that way until about 

April of my first year and then I realized it would be very difficult to do 

that through the exam period. 

I had gotten a job for that summer at Unity House, which was the 

International Ladies Garment Workers Union summer camp (we would 

say summer resort), where a lot of union members from all different 

unions would go for a week or two vacation. It was in the Poconos. I 

knew I'd have some money when I finished working there, and so I left 

my job and studied for exams. Did well. But I had done well in the two 

classes that gave finals in the middle of the year -- I had no idea where I 

stood next to all these people, all these guys in the class who came from 

Harvard and Princeton and Yale. I was so naive, I didn't even know what 

the Main Line was. 13 I would hear people say this part of the Main Line 

and that part. I just didn't know anything. It opened my eyes to social 

strata that I had never previously experienced. Yet, when the grades came 

out in the end of the January exams, there were two classes that were half-

13 The Main Line is a collection of affluent towns in the western suburbs of Philadelphia. This upper/upper middle 
class enclave is often believed to be the setting for the classic film The Philadelphia Story starring Katherine 
Hepburn, Cary Grant, and Jimmy Stewart. 
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year classes, Agency and Torts, and I had done extremely well. And all of 

a sudden, I realized that I would do all right. I didn't know until then. 

Were you alone in having a schedule where you went to school in the 

morning and work in afternoon? 

No, well, I don't know what other people did in the afternoon. Mostly 

they played bridge, I understand. They went downstairs and played -- I 

don't think there were many that worked. 

There were not many that worked? 

No, I don't think so. 

So, in that first year, did you form any close friendships that lasted? 

Yes, somehow, I don't know how we got together, we had a study group. 

I was very friendly with somebody named Dick Flaum, who was bright. 

He decided I was bright enough to be in his study group. He was sort of 

loud, but he was bright. I don't remember who else was with us, but, yes, 

I was very close friends with him and we studied together. He had a car 

so he would drive to my house and we would study. 

Did any bonding occur between you and the other women in the class? 

Not at that time. Not in the first year. 

Did it later? 

There was one other woman on the Law Review in the second year, and so 

Guyla Woodward 14 and I became friendly. Not extremely friendly, but 

14 Guyla Woodward, now Guyla Woodward Ponomarett, went on to get a Masters of Laws from Boalt Hall, UC 
Berkeley, and has been practicing family law litigation for over thirty years in northern California. 
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friendly enough so that she would come to my house and have dinner with 

my parents at my house. In fact, we've kept in touch over the years, 

You mentioned the Law Review: when was it that you were elected to the 

Law Review? 

Well, that happens, and it still does, I gather from my interns, when the 

grades come out after the first year. In those years, it was purely on the 

basis of grades. And I was working in this Unity House. I worked in the 

office at the desk greeting people, putting people in rooms, taking 

complaints about rooms, and things like that. It's interesting, I don't know 

how much you know about it. The room in which we were working, main 

room, reception room, I guess, had a Rivera on the wall. It was the Rivera 

painting that was done for the Rockefeller Center and that Rockefeller 

didn't allow in. I think it had Lenin's picture in the crowd, so it was 

hanging there. I ne~er appreciated it, I just knew it was there. I was just 

too busy working. 

So, at this point, when you went on to Law Review, did you continue 

working downtown? 

No, because at that point", I went back to the Law School and said, "I can't 

do the Law Review and work," and they increased my scholarship to full 

scholarship, which at that time was $600 a year. 

It's a lot more these days. 
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I think so. But I know that because I once counted it up and, I think, 

somehow, I think it ended up figuring they gave me $2,000. And I have 

more than repaid them. 

Sure. 

But I was very grateful. 

You mentioned a couple of things, over the course of the past hour, the 

portrait of Lenin. 

I think it was a little face in there, I'm not really sure, I never noticed it. 

Your father's tendencies and your mother's work with the Union and your 

work at Unity House, wasn't this all now in the 50's at the time of the 

McCarthy hearings? 

The McCarthy hearings happened in my first year at Law School because 

we would run across the street to hear the testimony. I think there was a 

bar on the other end of 34th Street and Walnut. So, yes, it was at that 

time. One of the reasons I never wanted to apply to work in the 

government. I was very affected by that fact, and I knew that I came from 

some sort of semi-left wing background and didn't want anybody to get 

into trouble. 

So, did that come out in your law school career that there was this big 

difference between your background ... 

Well, I knew that there was. There were some people in our class that I 

think came from working class families. Because my name was Korman, 
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I sat next to Alan Kirk, and Alan's relative was Admiral Kirk. 15 And he 

was also sort of very Main Linish. He was friendly with Robert 

Montgomery Scott -- Bobby Scott. 16 I didn't know then, but Bobby Scott 

was the son of the woman about whom the Philadelphia Story was 

written. 17 He became the head of the Art Museum and the head of the 

Academy of Music. I didn't know any of that, it was just not part of my 

milieu. But I remember that sitting next to Alan Kirk, Bobby Scott, who 

was one or two years ahead of us, came over and said to Alan, "Are we 

going beagling this weekend?" And then Alan said yes or no, I don't 

remember. I didn't even know what beagling was, but it's obviously some 

kind of horse thing with foxes being chased by beagles that you do out on 

the Main Line. I realized that there was a whole group of people from a 

different social strata than I was familiar with. At Penn Law School at 

that time, there were clubs. Everybody joined a club, and the Main Line 

Ivy League group of students from Harvard and Princeton were all in 

Sharswood. 

What club did you belong to? 

15 Admiral Alan Goodrich Kirk (1988-1963) served in the U.S. Navy during both World War I and World War II. 
He subsequently served as U.S. Ambassador to Belgium (1946-49), the Soviet Union (1949-51 ), China (Taiwan) 
(1962-63), and as U.S. Minister to Luxembourg (1946-49). 
16 Robert Montgomery Scott (1929-2005) earned a bachelor's degree from Harvard University in 1952 and then a 
law degree from the University of Pennsylvania in 1954. A year later, he joined the Philadelphia law firm of 
Montgomery McCracken Walker & Rhoads, and eventually was named a partner there. He served as a special 
assistant to Walter Annen berg, the United States Ambassador to Britain. An active member of the Mayflower 
Society, he served as trustee and later the first full-time president of the Philadelphia Museum of Art. 
17 His mother, the former Helen Hope Montgomery, who is said to be the inspiration for The Philadelphia Story, 
was for many years the moving force behind the Devon Horse Show and Country Fair. The Philadelphia Story 
opened on Broadway in 1939 and, in 1940, the motion picture was released with Katharine Hepburn playing the role 
of a wealthy Main Line socialite. 
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The one for the proletariat. 

Did these club have meetings? 

I don't think so. I don't remember much about them. I was not around in 

the afternoons when there was a lot of socialization. I was working. And 

then in my second year I was busy with the Law Review, so I didn't do a 

lot of socializing. 

How many women were on the Law Review when you were on it? 

Well, I think the first year that I came to law school -- there was a woman 

who was note editor. Her name Melva Long, 18 and I think we would just 

pass each other in the powder room. Joan Wall may have been in the 

school, but she wasn't on the law review. There was no woman on the 

law review from the second year class. I don't remember that there were 

any women in the second year class. Norma Shapiro, 19 who became a 

friend, was a graduate student when I was at Penn. I can't remember 

whether she was a graduate student in my first year or in my second, but I 

got to know her and we became friendly. 

Were there any female faculty members? 

18 Melva Long Mueller practiced in California before her death in 1997. 
19 Judge Norma Shapiro was appointed to the United States District Court by President Jimmy Carter on August 11, 
1978, as the first woman judge to sit in the Third Circuit. Prior to her appointment to the bench, she was in private 
practice with the Dechert law firm (partner, 1973-1978). She is a recipient of the ABA Meador-Rosenberg Award 
(2003), and the National Association of Women Judges' Excellence in Service Award (2003). She has been honored 
with the Margaret Brent Women Lawyers of Achievement Award given by the American Bar Association 
Commission on Women in the Profession (l 999); the Philadelphia Bar Association Sandra Day O'Connor Award 
(1993); the Federal Bar Association Bill of Rights Award (1991); and the University of Pennsylvania Law Alumni 
Society Distinguished Service A ward. 
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No, but there were a couple of female legal writing professors. Lois Forer 

was one. 20 I had one, Donna Shellenberger. 

So the legal writing professors were a different category? 

Oh, yes. They weren't really professors, they were adjuncts. They were 

instructors, I would say. We would now call them legal writing 

instructors. They weren't part of the regular faculty. 

Was there any perception that women had these legal writing positions 

whereas the men were the full professors; was there any appreciation of 

that distinction? 

I don't remember. I don't think I became truly aware of how much anti

female bias there was until I began to look for a job in my third year. And 

that was a tremendous awakening. So, I worked on the law review the 

second year in law school. And when I looked for a job, I began to realize 

that the male students were getting summer jobs and I wasn't. But I had 

applied (I really don't know now what impelled me to do what I did) to 

work in the City Solicitor's Office and was hired, to my amazement. They 

had hired two other summer people, both men, both with political 

connections. One was Howard Kalodner, who was the son of Third 

20 Lois G. F orer (l 914-1994) was an advocate for the powerless. In practice, she was co-founder and first director of 
the Office for Juveniles at Community Legal Services, established in 1966. Some years earlier, while a deputy 
attorney general of Pennsylvania, she handled the case that compelled the Barnes Foundation to open to the public. 
In her service as a judge, and especially in her writing, she voiced outrage at how the legal system handled those 
unable to manipulate it to their advantage, especially women, the young, and the poor. Her books include No ONE 
WILL LISTEN: How OUR LEGAL SYSTEM BRUTALIZES THE YOUTI--IFUL POOR, THE DEATH OF THE LAW, AND MONEY 
AND JUSTICE: WHO OWNS THE LAW. The last of these won the American Bar Association's Silver Gavel Award in 
1985. Judge Lois G. Farer served for years on the Philadelphia Court of Common Pleas. 
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Circuit Judge Kalodner21 and who later became the dean of a law school.22 

And the other was the brother of a democratic ward leader. And I was the 

third, with no connection to politics or to an influential judge. Jerry 

Shestackjust picked me out ofnowhere.23 

Was Sharfsin at the City Solicitor's Office? 

Oh, no, no. He had been in the City Solicitor's Office long ago. He was 

old. He must have been in the City Solicitor's Office in the 30's. He was 

an elderly gentleman who used to date famous movie stars. We would 

write letters to them. One woman had one name. 

You know you've made it when everyone knows you by one name. 

I forgot her name. 

You mentioned Jerry Shestack. 

He was the Deputy City Solicitor. Abe Freedman, who later became a 

Third Circuit Judge,24 was the City Solicitor. And Jerry was really very 

helpful to me. 

Do you think that might have been the Jewish connection? 

No, I really don't. Howard Kalodner was Jewish but his father was Judge 

Kalodner. Howard's very bright, was very bright. I remember working 

on a brief on a case where we had to sustain the limitation of the size of 

21 Harry Ellis Kalodner (1896-1977) served on the District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania from 1938 
to 1946, and on the Third Circuit Court of Appeals from 1946 until his death in 1977. 
22 Howard Kalodner served as the Dean of the Western New England School of Law from 1977 until 1994. 
23 Jerome Shestack is presently Of Counsel for the Philadelphia law firm of Wolf, Block, Schorr and Solis-Cohen, 
where he previously served as partner and Chair of the Litigation Department. He served as President of the 
American Bar Association from 1997-1998, and received the ABA's Medal of Honor the highest recognition the 
association bestows, in 2006. He is a former First Deputy City Solicitor for the City of Philadelphia. 
24 Abraham Lincoln Freedman ( 1904-197 l) served on the Third Circuit Court of Appeals from 1964 until his death 
in 1971. 
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billboards in Society Hill because they were trying to upgrade the Society 

Hill area. We won, and Jerry was very complementary about the brief. I 

don't remember having much contact with Abe Freedman at that time. 

Ultimately, he was the judge who performed my marriage ceremony with 

my husband in his Third Circuit chambers. 

That's wonderful. 

Yes. Things go around. 

So, this was the experience that you had after your second year, correct? 

In the summer of my first year, I worked at Unity House and the summer 

of my second year I worked at the City Solicitor's Office and got paid, of 

course -- to keep me for the next year. 

Where else did you apply at the end of that second year? 

I don't remember. 

You mentioned that it was job hunting that ... 

Yes, after the second year. 

After the second year? 

That's right. It was in October of my third year that I began to job hunt, 

and I had my first recognition of pervasive refusal to accept women as 

equals. After all, I had a very good academic background. I think, at the 

end of my first year, I was third in the class. And at the end of my second 

year, I dropped a little -- whether I was fourth or fifth in the class, but I 

was way up there. 

Top ten percent? 
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Oh definitely, easy, top five percent easy, and so I had this good 

background, good grades. 

Were you an officer of the Law Review? 

Yes, I was Note Editor. We had a little office and there were eight 

officers, and I was the only woman. I was a Note Editor and I had a Co

Note Editor, George Miller. I think he went to the Dechert office. The 

officers divided, I don't know whether on political lines or on friendship 

lines, but we became two groups of four each. My friend, Dick Floum 

was a Case Editor, Bart Harrison, his Co-Case Editor, and we spent all 

sorts of hours there in those little quarters, so we became very interactive. 

What differences did you notice when you all started job hunting? 

They got jobs right away. All the guys got jobs. This is important. There 

was no for~al employment office at the Law School. The Assistant Dean, 

who was young and whom we all liked very much, did everything, Ted 

Husted.25 The Dean was Jefferson Fordham,26 and he was a well-known 

liberal, especially on racial issues. I think, as I look back, there may have 

been one African-American student in the whole Law School. I can't 

remember more than one. If you needed help with a job or something, you 

would go to Ted Husted. I remember going to Ted, and he said go 

through, what's the name of the book that lists the law firms ... 

25 Theodore H. Husted, Jr. ( d. 1996), was the Vice-Dean and Professor of Law at the University of Pennsylvania 
Law School from 1953 to 1968; he later served as administrative director of the New York City firm of Paul, Weiss, 
Rifkin, Wharton & Garrison from 1969 to 1989. 
26 Jefferson B. Fordham (1905-1994), a pioneer in state and local government law, was Dean of University of 
Pennsylvania Law School from 1952 to 1970. He served as President of the American Association of Law Schools 
in 1970. He was instrumental in the establishment of the Section oflndividual Rights and Responsibilities within 
the American Bar Association. 
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Martindale-Hubbell ... 

... go through Martindale-Hubbell and see which law firms you want to 

apply to. I knew by then that more than half of the law firms in 

Philadelphia wouldn't take a Jewish person. It turned out that all of them 

except for one wouldn't take a woman. But I remember going through 

that and saying this is the one that I wanted. That was the Dilworth

Paxson office. They had one African-American attorney, Bill Coleman.27 

He later became Secretary of Transportation. They had a man with no 

arms, John Fromer, who had an accident with a grenade as a child and he 

was armless. He was a Yale graduate, and the firm had both Jews and 

non-Jews. There weren't many firms like that at that time. 

Did they have any women? 

No. I think during the war they had had a women who helped write briefs, 

but I didn't know her. So I applied to them and got an interview and was 

told at the interview that they had just hired one of the Deputy City 

Solicitors, Murray Schwartz, who later became Dean of UCLA or USC.28 

At that time, the law firms were not very big and they didn't know if 

they'd need anybody, but to come back in the spring if I was still looking. 

27 A 1947 graduate of Harvard Law School, William T. Coleman served as law secretary to Judge Herbert F. 
Goodrich of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit in 1947, and then clerked on the United States Supreme 
Court for the late Justice Felix Frankfurter. He was a senior partner in the law firm of Dilworth, Paxson, Kalish, 
Levy & Coleman of Philadelphia and special counsel to the Southeastern Pennsylvania Transportation Authority 
when President Gerald Ford nominated him as the fourth Secretary of the Department of Transportation. As a 
member of Thurgood Marshall's legal team at the NAACP Legal Defense Fund, Mr. Coleman was instrumental in 
the effort to desegregate the schools that culminated in the Brown decision in 1954. In 1971, Mr. Coleman became 
President of the NAACP Legal Defense and Educational Fund and later served as its Chair. 
28 Murray Schwartz (b. 1920) was the third Dean of the UCLA School of Law, serving from 1969 to 1975. Professor 
Schwartz clerked for U.S. Supreme Court Chief Justice Fred M. Vinson after law school, and served in the Office of 
the Solicitor General from 1952 to 1954. He practiced law in Philadelphia until 1958. 
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This was October, and I couldn't wait until the spring. I couldn't even get 

an interview in most of the Philadelphia firms. I think the Dean called the 

Schnader office on my behalf and I got an interview with then-partner 

Arlin Adams. It was evident I wasn't going anywhere with him. It was a 

rather cold interview. I have since kidded Arlin, who became a Third 

Circuit Judge before I did.29 

Why did you conclude that it wasn't going anywhere? 

I don't know. It was just like I know that you and I get along, I don't 

know. 

Arlin is very bright and is very warm to me now, but was not very warm 

then. I think maybe they had a woman named Josephine Klein, who used 

to write briefs, and I said I wanted to be treated the same as everybody 

else. I wanted to go into court with other lawyers, wanted to be just an 

associate, didn't want to be limited to writing briefs. I think I made that 

very clear. How I was so bold I don't know, but I was. I was living at 

home, so I didn't have very much expense, didn't have a car or anything 

like that. I could afford that independence. I went to law school thinking 

I'd be a great criminal lawyer and ended up thinking criminal law was 

very dull. At that time, it was. We didn't have any of the constitutional 

protections that the Warren Court ultimately put in. Lois Porer, who had 

had me to her house for dinner, used to tell people that I was one of the 

29 Arlin M. Adams (b. 1921) served as a judge on the United States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit from 
1969 to 1987. He was secretary of public welfare for the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania from 1963 to 1966. 
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best legal writing students she ever had, but I never had her for legal 

writing. I never disabused her of that. It was just her impression, very 

funny. But her husband was a partner in the Wolf Block office. So she 

spoke to him and they gave me an interview. They never offered me 

anything. None of them ever sent me a letter saying thank you for 

coming, but we are choosing someone else. I went to some of the big 

firms in New York and some of the big firms in Washington and I got the 

same story that you've heard Justice O'Connor and Justice Ginsburg tell. 

I graduated between them, no maybe the same time as Ruth but after 

O'Connor, who was a little older. I was told, "We would be very happy to 

have you but our clients wouldn't know what to do with a woman lawyer," 

or, "Would you like to work in our library?" None of which appealed to 

me. It was very expensive for me to go for an interview in Washington 

and New York. I still didn't have cash. It's hard to impress upon anybody 

today that I just had no money. You had to have money to buy a train 

ticket. 

So, firms at that point did not reimburse transportation? 

No, nothing like that. They barely gave me an interview. I can't tell you 

which firms, but I know that I went to both Washington and New York. 

So, by the spring of your third year, were you disillusioned? 

Well, by the spring of my third year, I realized that the only place for 

women lawyers to get jobs was the government. And I wasn't going to go 

to the federal government because I still remembered the McCarthy 

- 37 -



hearings. Maybe it was Lois who got me an interview with the State. She 

had been an Assistant Attorney General of the State of Pennsylvania, so 

she got me an interview with the Attorney General, Herbert Cohen.30 That 

was a very nice interview in Harrisburg, and he said, "Oh, I'd love to have 

you. I'd hire you in a minute, no problem at all." He then said, "Don't 

take it, don't take the offer" I asked why? He said I have two daughters 

and Harrisburg is no place for a young Jewish woman. But I had that in 

my pocket, in a sense. 

I knew that I would be able to get that. Abe Freedman, who was 

still City Solicitor, was teaching a course at Penn because our professor 

had had a nervous breakdown. So, Freedman was teaching Domestic 

Relations at Penn, and he was my professor. I wrote him a very formal 

letter on my typewriter saying I would like an interview. He came into 

class one day -- he used to come into class with books under his arm -- he 

was a wonderful man, wonderful teacher, and stopped at my desk. I 

always sat in one of the front rows, and he stopped by my desk and said, 

"Dolores what did you want to see me about?" and I said, "Oh, I wanted to 

have an interview about a job." He said, "Oh, that's no problem, you have 

one." 

I thought that was such a casual way to get a job after I had been 

looking everywhere. I wanted to impress upon him the fact that this was 

important, and I said, "Does that mean I should stop looking elsewhere?" 

30 Herbert Cohen attended the University of Pennsylvania where he received his Bacceleureate degree. He later 
became a lawyer and was appointed to the Pennsylvania Supreme Court in 1957. 
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and he said, "No, look elsewhere, you might get something better, but 

you'll always have a job with me." So that sort of lifted my spirits. Of 

course, I didn't have a letter or anything from him, I knew I could trust 

him. And then about a month after that, it was Passover and I was going 

to my grandfather for the Seder. There was a newspaper honor box right 

outside of Penn at 34th and Chestnut Streets. I was waiting for the bus 

and I looked down and the headline was "Freedman Quits." 

What had happened was, Freedman was really ... you're not a 

Philadelphian, so you don't know the background. The Reform 

Movement in Philadelphia politically came with Joe Clark31 and Dick 

Dilworth.32 They ran for and won as Mayor and District Attorney. 

Ultimately, Dilworth became Mayor and Freedman became City Solicitor. 

Dilworth had made a rapprochement with City Council which was very 

upset at aspects of the City Charter that limited certain things that 

politicians could do. It was seen as a Charter ripping bill, and its validity 

was coming up before the Pennsylvania Supreme Court. Freedman 

refused to argue against the constitutionality of that Bill. He just quit and 

31 Joseph Sill Clark, Jr. (I 901-1990) was a U.S. lawyer and Democratic Party politician who served as the mayor of 
Philadelphia from 1952 until 1956, and as a United States Senator from Pennsylvania from 1957 until 1969. His 
relatively liberal record, including opposition to the Vietnam War, and support for gun control after the 
assassinations of Sen. Robert F. Kennedy and Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., caused his defeat in the 1968 senatorial 
election to Republican Richard Schweiker, whose career in the Senate was as a liberal Republican. 
32 Richardson Dilworth (1898-1974), was an attorney who gained prominence in his representation of a major 
newspaper publisher, Triangle Publications, becoming the leading lawyer of the firm that is now Dilworth Paxson. 
In 1951, he was elected city district attorney; Joseph S. Clark was elected mayor; Dilword succeeded Clark as mayor 
in 1956. Along with Clark and others, he was at the forefront ofa post-World War II reform movement in 
Philadelphia, which led to the adoption of a modem city charter that consolidated city and county offices and 
introduced civil service examinations on a broad scale to replace much of the existing patronage structure. He 
resigned as mayor in February, 1962, to run for Governor, a race in which he was defeated by William Scranton. 
Near the close of his career, Dilworth served for six years as president of the Board of Education. 
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there I was with my job evaporating. He was replaced by David Berger. 

But I had no letter of employment. I had nothing. I did write to Mr. 

Berger, who never answered. I later became co-counsel with him in cases, 

but that was a long time later. In my letter, I said I had been hired and 

asked if he was going to honor that, but I never got an answer. 

You never got an answer? 

I never got an answer. 

Did you ever ask him about it later? 

Yes. He said he never saw that letter. Which may be true. By then it was 

spring, so I went back to the Dilworth office and reminded them that they 

told me that I should come back in the spring. That firm really was my 

first choice, and I said, "Well, here I am." So, I had another interview. 

They were about to go to trial in a big antitrust case, which ultimately they 

won at trial. It then went to the Supreme Court. It was the truckers 

against the railroads, Eastern Railroads Presidents Conference v. Noerr,33 

and it held that lobbying is not an illegal conspiracy under the antitrust 

laws. The firm was about to go to trial and didn't know whether they were 

going to settle it or not. I was told if this case goes to trial, we' 11 need 

another associate and we' 11 hire you. I guess within a couple weeks they 

called and said you better come aboard. They didn't settle it, and so that's 

where I ultimately went. The job hunting affected the rest of my life 

because I became absolutely aware of the depth of discrimination against 

33 Eastern Railroad Presidents Conference v. Noerr, 365 U.S. 127, 5 L.Ed.2d 464, 81 S.Ct. 523 (1961). 
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women in the law. And I've never forgotten that. It's interesting that it's 

the same experience, as you know, that Justice O'Connor and Justice 

Ginsburg had when they were looking for jobs. 

[End of Part I] 
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PART II 
August 18, 2006 

Good Afternoon, Judge Sloviter! 

Good Afternoon, welcome back! 

Thank you very much. And it's great being back here. Today is August 

the 18th, 2006, and we are back again for our second on-the-record 

session. I have already provided you with the transcript from the last time 

-- I understand you have not had an opportunity to look at it, and we can 

revisit at a later time anything that you want to add to that transcript. We 

left off, however, at the point where you had accepted the job after law 

school with the City Solicitor's Office. The City Solicitor, who had hired 

you, left the City Solicitor's Office and you were stranded, scrambling 

around looking for another job. Now I know that you ended up at the 

Dilworth firm. Could you please explain how you ended up at the 

Dilworth firm? 

You may recall that I received the offer to work at the City's Solicitor's 

Office, which is now called the Law Department, only after a difficult and, 

for me, emotional search in the large firms of Philadelphia, New York, 

and Washington, all of whom said they'd be happy to have me, but their 

clients wouldn't know what to do with a woman attorney. But, I could be 

a secretary or work in their library. Ultimately, I did get an offer from 

then City Solicitor, Abraham Freedman, who, incidentally, ultimately 
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became a judge on the Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit. And, in that 

capacity, he performed the wedding ceremony for me and my husband. 

But that gets us ahead of ourselves and maybe we'll never get back 

there. It turned out that in the spring of that year, Abraham Freedman 

declined or decided not to argue a case that was pending before the 

Pennsylvania Supreme Court which, according to the headlines, would 

have "ripped" some of the charter provisions that Freedman had helped to 

draft. Then Mayor Dilworth had agreed with the Democratic Party to 

argue to sustain the action of City Council in changing or deleting certain 

provisions from the Charter. I don't know the details, but Abe Freedman 

felt that that was against his principles and he very abruptly resigned. I 

had no letter from him and no written commitment to be hired, and was 

left stranded. 

The incoming City Solicitor did not answer my letter in which I 

asked what my status was. Once again, I was without any legal position 

after law school. And I then recalled that the first law firm I ever wanted 

to work at, Dilworth, Paxson, Kalish, and Green, had told me when I 

approached them in the Fall of 1955, that they were not hiring at that time 

because they had just arranged to hire a Deputy City Solicitor, Murry 

Schwartz. Incidentally, he ultimately became the Dean of UCLA Law 

School. But at that time, the Dilworth office, which was one of the 

smaller of the large firms, didn't need anyone, but they had told me to 

come back in the spring if I was still available. It was now spring and I 
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was very available, and I wrote to them, reminded them that they had said 

that, and they arranged for an interview. Ultimately, I was hired. They 

had pending, at that time, a major antitrust case that they were going to try 

in the Eastern District of Pennsylvania. That was the case that ultimately, 

after they got a favorable jury verdict, went to the Supreme Court and 

became Noerr. It was an antitrust suit by the truckers against the 

railroads. I didn't work on that case except to do little bench memos. But, 

because they had lawyers committed to that case, there was still work to 

be done in the office. 

Were you hired as a regular associate? 

Yes, that was at my insistence. I was hired to go on the same stream as 

any other young associate. 

Did you encounter any resistance with your request? 

Not from the people who had hired me. I was primarily hired by Harold 

Kohn,34 who was in charge of litigation and whose assistant ultimately I 

became. I worked almost exclusively for and with him for the entire time 

I was at the Dilworth firm. 

At the time that you joined the Dilworth firm, what was the make-up of 

both the partnership and the associate ranks? Were there many women? 

I was the only woman. 

34 Harold Kohn (1914-1999), known as the "the dean of the anti-trust class action bar," was one of the innovators of 
modern class-action procedures used by federal and state courts to administer large antitrust, securities fraud, 
environmental and mass-disaster litigation. In 1952, Kohn was appointed by Philadelphia Mayor Joseph Clark, Jr., 
as special counsel to the city on transit matters, later helping establish the public transit system that became SEPTA. 
In the early 1960s, he made a national name for himself when he won a key verdict of $29 million against General 
Electric, Westinghouse, and two dozen other companies that the Department of Justice had charged with illegally 
fixing the prices of the electrical equipment they sold. 
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So you were the first and only women at the Dilworth? 

I'm not sure I was the first. I was told at one point that they had had a 

women during the war, and I think she might have been Frank DeLone's 

wife. But I'm not really sure, because she was no longer there, and I don't 

think she had moved up the ranks. I think it was understood that, if I were 

going to move anywhere, it would be, at least I certainly thought, I would 

be moving up with anybody else who was hired. It turned out that, in the 

first two years I was there, I think at least eight young associates, males, 

came and went, and I stayed. 

I know that since that time, interviewing practices have changed 

immensely. Do you recall the interviews that you had at Dilworth? 

I remember one interview. And I think I was interviewed by a handful of 

people around a table -- I don't remember too much about it. 

Did they raise any concerns about your gender? 

I don't remember that they did. 

At the time, had they raised those concerns, how would you have 

responded? 

Well, that's a very iffy question. I would probably answer it the same way 

I would have answered now, which is I think it was irrelevant to my 

ability to work as a lawyer. 

What had happened to your female classmates at Penn? 

I didn't follow them too closely. I know one went to the government, she 

may have gone to the Social Security Administration, another went back 

- 45 -



Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

to the small town from which she came. I think her father was a lawyer. 

One, who hadn't started with us, so she wasn't listed as graduating with us 

but was a friend of mine, clerked for Judge Kraft in the Eastern District of 

Pennsylvania. I lost touch with the others. 

When you joined the Dilworth firm, who were your main colleagues and 

friends at the time? 

I'm not sure I could say I had friends. Often, people would go to lunch 

and wouldn't invite me. There were restaurants in Philadelphia that didn't 

welcome women at lunch. Our male lawyers would go to Stouffers, for 

example, which was at 15th Street, and Stouffers had a room for 

businessmen, lawyers, that wasn't for women. And, so, if I went, they 

wouldn't be able to get into that room. It was my recollection that I was 

largely ignored at lunch time, but not always. 

The person I worked most closely with, because we became a team 

of three, was Aaron Fine. 35 He was a younger partner and probably the 

most brilliant person that I knew in the law, very funny, very efficient. I 

think the young associates weren't efficient. They would sit around the 

library table and not do much research, and we would work very late, and 

Aaron would just sit in his office and work, and he would take the train 

35 Aaron M. Fine was a partner at Dilworth, Paxson, Kalish, Kohn and Levy (and elsewhere) before founding Fine, 
Kaplan and Black in 1975. Mr. Fine was a pioneer in the field of antitrust and securities class actions, trying and 
winning several of the very first such cases to go to trial. He was one of plaintiffs' lead counsel in the first of the 
national electrical equipment price-fixing cases to be tried, resulting in a large judgment for the plaintiffs. 
Philadelphia Electric v. Westinghouse, 1964 Trade Cas. (CCH) Par. 71,234 (E.D. Pa. 1964). This case gave rise to 
modern multidistrict litigation. In the securities field, he tried the plaintiffs' class action against Litton Industries in 
Gould v. American-Hawaiian Steamship Co., 387 F. Supp. 163 (D. Del. 1974), which resulted in a judgment in 
favor of the class. This was one of the first securities class actions to reach trial. 
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home every day at the same time. I since learned that that's the way 

people should handle work, but I don't think that we did. Philip Kalodner 

came on about the same time that I did, as did Bill Henrich. 36 Bill Henrich 

wasn't in litigation, but he became, and is still, a very good friend. Bill is 

in Trusts and Estates, and he worked with Leo Sutton. That was a 

different track. I was in litigation and I think Phil was in litigation. 

How big was the litigation department at that stage? 

Well, the firm itself was about 35 or 36 people. It was the lower-end of 

the number of people of the large firms. I think the big firms were 

Dechert and Morgan. Their number may have been in the 40's. 

Small by today's standards. 

Yes. And I'm not positive my recollection is correct, but that's my current 

recollection. 

How did the secretaries and support staff respond to you? 

That's an interesting question. Some of them were very helpful, some of 

them thought I was an oddity. When I first came, Phil Kalodner and I 

shared a secretary, and after about a year, we both had too much work for 

that one secretary -- this is before computers, you have to understand, 

word processors. And, so, we both wanted her, and she opted to stay with 

Phil and they hired another secretary for me. Her aunt was the bookkeeper 

for the firm, Silvia Goldstein, with whom I was friendly, and she told me 

that Laurie would have wanted to stay with me, but she felt that I wouldn't 

36 William J. Henrich is still a partner at Dilworth Paxson LLP, and chair of the firm's Trusts & Estates practice 
area; he concentrates his practice in Trusts & Estates and Corporate Law. 
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be going anywhere in the firm and they expected that Phil would be 

moving up. Of course, I stayed much longer than Phil, so I became a 

partner. But I always remembered that. 

And what happened to your first secretary when Phil Kalodner left? 

Oh, I don't remember. Phil was the older son of Judge Kalodner of the 

Third Circuit. I had worked that summer in the City Solicitor's Office 

between my 2nd and 3rd year with the younger son of Judge Kalodner. 

He was very, very bright, and he became the dean of a law school -- it may 

have been Western New England, or something like that. And the third 

summer person that year was the brother of a democratic ward leader. 

You've described the reaction of the associates, the reaction of the staff -

what about the clients? Did you have much contact with them? 

A little bit at the beginning. Not a lot. In time, we filed an antitrust suit 

for William Goldman, who owned the Erlanger Theater37 and he filed a 

law suit, which I think even on retrospect, was a good law suit, against the 

Shuberts because the Shubert Group had four of the five legitimate 

theaters in Philadelphia and it was hard, believe it or not, to get a New 

York venue in those years. Our theory was that, if you booked into a 

Shubert theater on the road, then you would get a Shubert theater in New 

York, and the Shuberts owned about half of the Shubert theaters in New 

York. I had good relations with William Goldman, who also owned three 

37 William Goldman started his business with a small, out of the way, theater and expanded it into a small empire of 
the last picture palaces in Philadelphia. The buying and gutting of this old establishment becomes representative of 
the new way of making movie theaters. He brought an earlier suit in the 1940s against Loews, attacking the 
monopoly power of the Hollywood studios. 
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or four of the prime movie houses in Center City Philadelphia. He had a 

dining room at one. He would invite me there for lunch and we would talk 

about his theater case. And I had a very good relationship with him. In 

fact, he actually gave me a painting. Mr. Kohn had a showing at his 

house, a beautiful house in Devon, Pennsylvania, a suburb of Philadelphia. 

He was showing the work of, I think it was a Mexican artist, and I was 

there and Mr. Goldman was there. He had a lot of art work of his own, 

and he asked me which of these paintings I liked. I didn't know why he 

asked, I pointed to one, and the next thing I knew it came to the office for 

me, beautifully framed, and I still have it. 

That's a wonderful story. That is a nice story. Did you have much of a 

social life during this period of time? 

You mean did I go out on dates? 

Sure. 

Yes, I did. 

With, I gather, not your colleagues? 

No, I never had a personal relationship with anybody that I worked with. 

You kept the two worlds pretty independent. 

Yes. 

Where were you living at the time? 

I had started out living in my parents' house and then, ultimately, I was 

part of the team that was trying the electrical cases which began with an 

indictment in 1960 or '61 and turned into a massive antitrust group of 
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cases. We represented the city of Philadelphia, Philadelphia 

Electric/Philadelphia Gas Works.38 Ultimately, we brought about 1,400 

cases for diverse clients such as the Republic of India, different Indian 

electrical boards. 

This was a conspiracy detailed in criminal indictments filed by the 

federal government in 20 product lines of electrical equipment going from 

turbines, which were the largest of the electrical equipment items, to 

meters, or insulators, which were very small. The government filed 20 

indictments, and we followed with civil complaints which I helped to draft 

almost word for word from the government's indictments. Ultimately, 

there were different defendants in different product lines, not the same. I 

think General Electric was a defendant in all 20, or 19 of the 20. 

Westinghouse made a large number of the items, but some of the 

defendants made some, but not all of the product lines, like Sangamo, 

made meters. I don't know if it made anything else. McGraw Edison 

made power transformers. And we basically parroted the government's 

allegations. 

The defendant companies pled guilty, I can't remember, there are 

books about this, in about 7 or 8 of the product lines and nolo contendere 

in the others. Individual defendants, most particularly a vice-president of 

38 The Electrical Equipment Antitrust Cases were the subject of a thoughtful article by Phil C. Perry and Perry 
Goldberg, The Electrical Equipment Antitrust Cases: Novel Judicial Administration, 50 A.B.A. J. 621 - 628 (1964). 
See also Myron W. Watkins, Electrical Equipment Antitrust Cases -- Their Implications/or Government and/or 
Business, 29 U. CHI. L REV. 97 - 110 (1061), and Gilbert Geis, The Heavy Electrical Equipment Cases of 1961, in 
WHITE-COLLAR CRIME: CLASSIC AND CONTEMPORARY VIEWS, 151-65 (3rd. ed., Gilber Geis, Robert F. Meier & 
Lawrence M. Salinger, eds., 1995). 
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General Electric, William Ginn, was indicted. Other individuals were, 

too. But he was the big society figure, a big vice-president of GE, and he 

pled guilty and he went to jail.39 And that sent shock waves through the 

corporate world. These cases were filed by Philadelphia Electric and other 

utilities because they knew that the public utility commissions of the states 

would be after them if they hadn't tried to recoup some of the costs. And 

that cost, of course, went into the rate base, and so I think, rather 

unwillingly, they felt they were forced to file these suits. 

Other large utilities throughout the country also filed suits, such as 

Consolidated Edison and Commonwealth Edison. Con Ed filed in New 

York, Commonwealth Ed filed in Chicago, and there were so many of 

these cases outstanding that the judges who had been assigned to them got 

together and agreed to enter the same orders, governing the discovery. 

This was the basis for what ultimately became the Multi-District Litigation 

Act. But it hadn't been there before, but this was the inception of multi

district litigation. Because there were motions for production of 

documents in the various cases pending in different districts, the 

defendants agreed to set up a depository of documents in Chicago in 

which each defendant put its documents. And those of us who were 

working on the discovery aspects would go to Chicago and look at the 

documents of a particular defendant or a particular product line in which 

we were interested. 

39 William S. Ginn was the head of General Electric's turbine division; he was later fired by GE after doing 25 days 
in jail and paying a $12,500 fine. 

- 51 -



Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

This was probably the most exciting part of my practice. There 

were hearings with all of the judges sitting on the bench and all of the 

lawyers involved, both plaintiffs and defendants down below, and the 

judges would discuss and enter draft pre-trial orders which were then 

entered almost verbatim in each of the various courts that were 

supervising the various cases. There was no way to put them all together 

at that time, but now you can, of course, do that. 

Was there much cooperation between the plaintiffs' attorneys? 

Oh, yes. There was a great deal. We had to decide, for example, who was 

going to take whose deposition because they had scheduled this so that 

there would be one deposition of a witness for all the pending cases. That 

defendant officer would be deposed in a city and we would all go. So, I 

was doing a great deal of traveling back and forth the country, and the 

lawyers at my level would have dinner together. There was a great deal of 

camaraderie. 

Before all this work at Dilworth, did you have any idea that you would 

end up spending so much time on antitrust matters? 

No. But that's what I did from the very beginning. I did some other work, 

but this was primarily what I did. 

Did you find that your background in economics was helpful? 

No. 

Interesting. 
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No. I was telling an applicant the other day that, when you were working 

on an antitrust case in those days, the issue was: Can you find that they 

made an agreement or at least that they interacted? You never got into the 

more intellectual aspect of antitrust. For example, I recently wrote an 

opinion on Section 2 of the Sherman Act, a very controversial opinion. 

But, in practice, I had never worked on Section 2, it was always Section 1; 

Contract, Combination, or Conspiracy in restraint of trade. 

So, in terms of your background, what do you think was the most 

important of the courses that you had taken? 

I don't think courses in law school are relevant to the practice of law. I 

think what you learn in law school is how to find things, how to think, 

how to recognize issues and how to work your way intellectually around 

an issue. For example, I don't think what you learn in a corporations class 

is going to do you much good in practice. Maybe it does now, but I didn't 

find that it helped me. 

Well, maybe this is a discussion we should hold until we get to the portion 

of your career where you were a law professor. When you were at 

Dilworth, how many years was it that you remained as an associate before 

becoming a partner? 

Our electrical case went to trial. We were the first trial of all the cases that 

were pending in the country. It went to trial in the Eastern District of 
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Pennsylvania under Judge Joseph Lord.40 Although Judge Clary had been 

the judge who was part of the group of supervising judges, he didn't try 

the case. Joe Lord tried the case and it started on, I think, March 15th or 

March 16th, and there were three people on our side. Harold Kohn was 

the lead lawyer, Aaron Fine, and me. I think my role was to handle the 

briefcases and the papers and produce the documents. I had done a lot of 

the discovery. 

At the very beginning of the case, two lawyers who were with 

Philadelphia Electric came all the time and sat with us, Henry Sullivan, 

and I think the other was Barbarino. Occasionally, Vince McDevitt, who 

was counsel at Philadelphia Electric, came, but mostly those two others 

were there throughout. But we just had three people at our desk. 

Of course, the defendants had four or five lawyers for each of them 

so that it did look a little bit like David versus Goliath, and it was a jury 

trial and I think the jury got that feeling. Mr. Kohn had started out reading 

depositions which we had taken in discovery. He had arranged to have a 

suite at the Ben Franklin Hotel for lunch so that we could always go over 

there, talk to witnesses, and prepare them as to what was happening. We 

would give the lunch order to Kahn's secretary and it just appeared. I 

40 Joseph S. Lord III (1912-1991 ), a well-known and successful personal injury lawyer, was one of the lawyers to 
defend members of the Communist Party of Pennsylvania accused of plotting to overthrow the U.S. government, in 
violation of the Smith Act. Appointed to the federal bench in 1961, Judge Lord spent thirty years as a district judge, 
including ten years as chief judge. The list of his cases includes the Electrical Equipment Conspiracy Litigation, 
which he handled early in his tenure, and the suit to desegregate Girard College. 
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Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

always had ice cream, and I think I can attribute an extra ten pounds that 

never left to that ice cream. 

The two lawyers for Philadelphia Electric told Mr. Kohn after the 

first day that the jury was falling asleep because he was reading both the 

questions and the answers. Although he was somewhat unwilling to 

change, it was decided that I would go on the witness stand and read the 

answers. And, so, he would ask the questions and I would be the witness 

and would answer, reading, of course, from the depositions. And, any 

time a bad word appeared, Judge Lord was very protective and he would 

say to the jury, "You understand that's not Miss Korman talking. Miss 

Korman is just reading what the witness said." He was wonderful. He 

had a wonderful sense of humor. 

Did that succeed in keeping the jury awake? 

Yes, yes. In fact, now I can tell it. There was only one ladies' room on 

that floor. The trial was in Courtroom 6, which was on the second floor of 

the courthouse, which was then the old courthouse, where the post office 

is now. Although now, it has been retrieved by the federal courts, the 

bankruptcy courts are there and a couple of magistrates. There was a 

beautiful courtroom, but there was one ladies' room on that floor. So, 

after the morning when I began reading, I went to the ladies' room and the 

lady jurors were there and they all came running up to me to tell me how 

much they enjoyed having me do the reading. I had this terrible feeling 

that we would be disqualified; that this contact with the jurors was 
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Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

improper. So, then I would go to the ladies room on the 3rd floor so that I 

wouldn't bump into the lady jurors in the ladies' room. But, yes, they 

were much more alert. 

How long was the jury impanele_d? 

Oh, well, the verdict came in ... it started in the middle of March and the 

verdict came in, I think it was, June 6th or 7th. 

So, you got a lot of exercise going up and down the stairs? 

There was an elevator. It was a long trial. And every night it would be 

my job to take the daily copy and index it so that the next morning I would 

give it to the secretaries and Mr. Kohn would have a prompt summary of 

what had happened as soon as it was transcribed. 

So, you were working around the clock during this period of time? 

Yes, I was working hard. And, right before that, I had moved into town. I 

left my parents' house and found an apartment at Hopkinson House, which 

was just going up and which is within walking distance from the 

courthouse. 

So, the trial lasted, you say ... 

A good two and a half months. 

And then you, as well, handled the appeals in that case? 

I don't think it went to appeal. I think afterwards, shortly thereafter, we 

settled with a global settlement. See, that was only one of the very many 

cases we had, but we did a global settlement of all the cases. I can't 

remember how soon after that it was. And then some of the others got 
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Judge Sloviter: 
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Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

tried. We got a very good jury verdict. You didn't ask me what 

happened! 

Tell me, what happened? 

I can't remember the amount. We had a very good jury verdict. It was 

more than $6 million and we were only trying it for two clients, for 

Philadelphia Electric and PGW -- Philadelphia Gas Works. The $6 

something million was trebled to $18 million because it was a treble 

damage case. Now it's not such a big verdict, but it was a very, very big 

verdict at that time. 

Definitely. 

And then, shortly after that, I became a partner. Bill Henrich and I had 

started at the same time and became partners on the same day. We were 

friendly and went on different tracks in the law firm. We are still friendly. 

In fact, recently the Dilworth firm threw a party for him for his 50th year 

at the firm, and I was invited and I went. 

When you became a partner, did you bring in your own clients? 

No. I never had clients. 

You never had clients? 

Never had clients. 

How did you get most of your work? 

It was handed to me. It was very different than it is nowadays. 

Who were the major rainmakers in the firm? Or was that a concept that 

didn't exist at the time? 
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Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

No. It was a concept that existed, and Kohn brought in a lot because he 

had been very successful. Harry Kalish brought in a lot of business 

clients. I guess Dick Levy, who had been the head of the tax department, 

brought in clients. And other people did. Bill Coleman, who was a 

partner, later to be Secretary of Transportation under President Ford, had 

clients. And other people did. 

So, when did you become a partner? I know you started at the firm in '56. 

I can't remember that. Let me see. It probably says in Who's Who, I 

would have to look it up. The trial must have been around, maybe about 

1964, give or take a year. 

I believe from something I did read that the trial was in 1964. 

The trial was in '64? 

Yes, March 16th is when it started. 

It started and in June it ended. I think probably the end of that year both 

Bill and I became partners. 

And, at that time, how many partners were there at Dilworth? 

I don't remember. 

How long did it take before they hired another woman? 

I don't remember. They did hire somebody else. I can't even remember 

her name, but I can see her. 

Was she in the litigation? 

Yes, she was. 
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Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

So, at that time for over 10 years, you were in effect the only woman 

working at Dilworth? 

Yes, that's right. 

What was happening at the other firms at that time? 

I don't think they had many, if any, women. They did in due course. In 

another case that we handled, it was some kind of pharmaceutical case. I 

really just can't remember. Maybe it was gasoline. I remember, I guess it 

may have been gasoline. It was in Newark and it was before Judge 

Augelli, a wonderful judge.41 I know that I met Barbara Mather,42 she was 

working in one of the other firms. 

She was at Pepper. 

Yes, and still is. And we became friendly. Taking the train back and 

forth. I remember seeing her on the platform in Newark, and we are still 

friendly, although I don't see her that much. 

You had mentioned earlier that you weren't able to join the other 

associates for their lunches at Stouffers. 

Every once in awhile I would go. After awhile, I would go with them. I 

would just tell the hostess I'm with them and go in. 

Did you encounter any other such obstacles? 

41 Anthony Thomas Augelli served on the United States District Court for the District of New Jersey from 1961 to 
1974. 
42 Barbara W. Mather is a partner at Pepper Hamilton LLP and co-chair of the firm's litigation and dispute resolution 
department and the former City Solicitor of Philadelphia. She is a trial lawyer with experience in professional 
responsibility and malpractice, securities and corporate governance, antitrust, and other commercial and intellectual 
property litigation, as well as college and university law. 
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Well, yes. After I became a partner. The partners' meetings were held at 

the Union League and the Union League, at that time, didn't have women 

members and wanted women who were dining there to go in the back 

door. By then, Richardson Dilworth was back at the firm. He had 

finished being mayor and was the head of the School Board, and if I hung 

around long enough or if he asked me, I don't remember now, I would go 

to the meeting with him. We would walk over the block to the Union 

League or cross the street and nobody would ask Richardson Dilworth or 

say to him, "You can't bring that lady in here." So, there were subtle 

resistances. 

Subtle resistances at the time, but it had not yet developed into overt 

resistance. 

Well, it became overt after I was a judge, but that's a whole other story. 

So, at the time, is it fair to say that these instances were not major issues 

for you? 

I can't remember. I think I felt that there was some resistance, and I never 

knew whether people just didn't think to have lunch with me or whether 

they were deterred consciously or subconsciously by the attitude of 

restaurants. I just don't know. 

You remained with Dilworth until ... 

For thirteen years. 

Thirteen years. How did the firm change over that thirteen-year period of 

time? 
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Judge Sloviter: The firm grew bigger. I think Harold Kohn became more self-assured. I 

became friendly with a number of clients. I was friendly with the Inquirer 

people, Triangle people. They would call me. 

I did all the trademarks for the firm. I had inherited that from Bill 

Coleman. In fact, I got TV Guide its trademark. Bill had put it on the 

supplemental register and I then got it on the principal register which was 

quite a feat. I did other kinds of litigation. 

I handled a case against Seventeen Magazine, which was one of 

Triangle's publications,43 that was in New York, and I would go there. It 

was an antitrust case against them. It was a silly case by an advertiser. 

They had very glamorous offices. Everybody wore hats. I thought of it 

when I saw "The Devil Wears Prada." It was very much like that. But 

they really had a very good ethical advertising department which was 

trying to upgrade the magazine. It didn't want to take catalogue-type ads, 

and this lady sold catalogue-type goods and she sued them, claiming that 

they were not printing her little quarter-page advertisement. She claimed 

that this was an antitrust violation. She lost. I can't remember whether we 

got summary judgment or not on that. 

And then there was a case against the Daily Racing Form. I had to 

go to Oklahoma for that. I handled the motion for summary judgment and 

43 Walter H. Annenberg, a reknown Philadelphia publisher, broadcaster, diplomat, and philanthropist, entered the 
family publishing business in Philadelphia where he became the President of Triangle Publications in 1940 and, 
subsequently, Chairman of the Board. While serving as Editor and Publisher of The Philadelphia Inquirer, Mr. 
Annenberg saw the need for a publication for teenage girls and, in 1944, established Seventeen Magazine. In 1953, 
as a result of his belief that television's growth would create a demand for more information on the part of viewers, 
he established TV Guide as a national publication. 
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won. Triangle sent a horse handicapper with me, a little man, I think his 

name was Mr. Brown. They were afraid I would get snowed, but I didn't. 

And, I remember we had lunch with our local counsel at the Oil Club. I 

can't remember, I think it may have been in Tulsa. I don't remember now, 

but I think we were having lunch in the Petroleum Club or the Oil Club. 

The Judge was eating there and I saw him and he said to me, "Miss 

Korman, you did a wonderful job!" "Why don't you consider settling 

here?" I thought to myself, living in Oklahoma? But I simply said, 

"Thank you very much, Your Honor." 

Part of Mr. Goldman's case against the Shuberts was severed 

because we couldn't get personal jurisdiction over some of the defendants, 

and they were transferred to New York to Judge Palmieri. His law clerk 

was a woman, and her name was Ruth Bader Ginsburg. So that's how I 

got to know Ruth many, many years ago. 

We ultimately pulled out of that case because one of the movie 

cases against Mr. Goldman was being tried, and Aaron Fine was handling 

the plaintiffs work in that case. In the firm, we kept the theater case 

where we represented Mr. Goldman's theater separate from the movie 

case where we represented a plaintiff against, inter alia, Mr. Goldman. I 

wasn't in court, but the day after Mr. Kohn gave his opening in the movie 

case, the defendants all of a sudden saw how he put it all together and then 

raised the question of conflict of interest because we represented Goldman 

in one capacity and were suing him in another capacity. To Arthur 
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Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Littleton's44 credit, he refused to join with the other defendants, saying 

everybody knew and he knew that we were handling both cases and 

nobody had raised it until many years later. But the judge in that case 

wobbled on the issue, and Harold decided to just pull out of the movie 

case. We didn't pull out of the theater cases. I forgot what happened in 

the theater cases. It was a good case, but we couldn't prove it. 

What percentage of your practice was defense work? 

Very little, but some. Mostly for clients like Triangle, whom we 

represented generally in those years. I got to know their counsel, their 

general counsel, and their other counsel. They would call me directly 

whenever they had an issue. We had very good relationships. 

Did you, during this period of time, ever receive inquiries other than the 

one to move to Oklahoma? 

That one wasn't very serious. You mean from other firms? 

Yes, from other firms or from other places? 

No, the Dilworth firm split and Harold split from the Dilworth firm. I had 

gotten married in April of 1969, and the firm split sometime after that. 

We stayed in the same building for a while. But Bill Coleman was staying 

with the firm and he had approached me and asked me ifl wanted to stay. 

44 Arthur Littleton (1895-1973) was the twenty-ninth Chancellor of the Philadelphia Bar Association and a president 
of the Pennsylvania Bar Association. He was a partner at Morgan, Lewis & Bockius, where he enjoyed a reputation 
as an outstanding trial and appellate lawyer. Littleton was a founding member of the National Conference of Bar 
Presidents. 
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Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Bruce Kauffman had stayed.45 By then he was an associate. I felt my 

work was with Harold and Aaron and I went with them. 

And the split occurred in ... ? 

I would guess around 1969. And then in 1971, I took a leave of absence 

for 4 months because my husband was going to what was then the Soviet 

Union for 2 months as part of the scientific exchange program. 

But let's back up since now you brought Mr. Sloviter into the picture? 

Doctor. 

Dr. Sloviter into the picture.46 How did that romance start? 

Oh, that was very romantic. 

I want to hear it. 

The firm would always take a table at the Philadelphia Bar Association 

luncheons. 

"We" being the firm? 

The Dilworth firm. One or two tables. And, a Justice of the Supreme 

Court, Byron White came to speak, probably December 3, 1968. You will 

find out why I remember that date. 

45 Bruce Kauffman was the chairman and senior partner in the law firm of Dilworth, Paxson, Kalish & Kauffman in 
1997 when he was nominated by President Clinton to become a judge on the United States District Court for the 
Eastern District of Pennsylvania. 
46 Dr. Henry Alan Sloviter (1914-2003) was the emeritus professor of surgery at the University of Pennsylvania 
Hospital. Dr. Sloviter earned his bachelor's and master's degrees from Temple University and earned a Ph.D. in 
chemistry from Penn in 1942. During World War II he worked at the Naval Shipyard as a chemist and physicist. 
After the War, he graduated from Penn's medical school in 1949. He worked at the National Institute for Medical 
Research in London for three years before returning to Penn as a professor of biochemistry and biophysics. He 
remained at Penn teaching and conducting research on brain metabolism and artificial red blood cells until his 
retirement in the early 1990s. 
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Judge Sloviter: 

I have to back up beyond that. In 1968, the Democratic party 

opened its national campaign with Humphrey in Philadelphia. I guess 

Mayor Tate was the mayor at that time. They had a big parade going 

down the Parkway and they didn't want Humphrey to be embarrassed by 

the anti-Vietnam War signs, of which there were many. Somebody in the 

city with or without the police, I don't know which one, decided that 

people couldn't carry anti-war signs, even if it was a Vietnam Veteran 

against the war. So, all people carrying anti-war signs were herded onto a 

grassy triangle off the Parkway, and if they put down their signs or took 

off their buttons, then they could walk around. 

I was dating at that time, but not seriously, Julian Goldberg, who 

was the counsel for the American Civil Liberties Union. We had dinner 

right after that happened and I said -- I was not a member, have never been 

a member of the ACLU -- but I said to Julian, "What is the ACLU doing 

about that obvious violation of free speech?" And he said, "We're filing a 

law suit. Do you want to work on it?" And I said, "Sure, I'll work on it." 

So, on a Sunday, I helped prepare the papers and a lawyer named Burton 

Caine 4 7 was ... 

Later a colleague. 

Yes, of yours. 

47 Professor Caine was a partner in the Philadelphia law firm of Wolf, Block, Schorr and Solis-Cohen, specializing 
in litigation and antitrust, trying cases on behalf of the American Civil Liberties Union, Philadelphia Resistance, and 
other civil liberties and anti-war organizations. In 1977, Professor Caine joined the faculty at Temple University 
School of Law, where he is now a Professor of Law. In addition to academic pursuits, he acted as General Counsel 
for the American Civil Liberties Union, Greater Philadelphia Branch, and later served two terms as President. 
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Judge Sloviter: 

And yours. 

No, he took my place teaching Antitrust. 

I did not realize that. 

I maybe knew Burt, he was at the Wolf Block office, but not well. Burt 

worked on that. The case went nowhere. It should have gone everywhere. 

The preliminary injunction came before Judge Charles Weiner.48 Of 

course, Judge Weiner had been counsel for the Democratic City 

Committee, so he didn't rush to enjoin the violation. I remember we went 

to a hearing in chambers with him, and the City said well, it's not going to 

happen again and we said well, suppose the Republicans do something. 

And they said it doesn't matter, we won't stop people from carrying signs 

against the Republicans. Well, anyway, I met Burt in that connection. 

So, on December 3, 1968, I was leaving the lunch with Justice 

White and went to retrieve my coat in the anteroom. I bumped into Burt 

and he had a friend with him and he helped me put my coat on and 

introduced me to his friend. His name was Henry Sloviter, and they 

walked me the quarter of a block from the Bellevue to my office, which 

was at Broad and Sansom. I later learned that Burt said to Henry, "You 

ought to look her up, she's a pretty interesting gal." And Henry called me 

and we were married 4 months to the day, April 3, 1969, which is how I 

remember. 

48 Charles R. Weiner served as a judge on the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania 
from the time of his appointment in 1967 by President Lyndon Johnson until his death in 2005. From 1991 until 
2004, as head of the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation, Judge Weiner presided over 105,000 asbestos-related 
lawsuits; he closed out 78,000 of them. 
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Judge Sloviter: 

Oh, a quick romance. 

Yes, that's right. And we had both been around. I was 36 and Henry was 

54, and neither of us had ever been married and it was sort of like a 

whirlwind romance. 

That was unusual back then. 

You meant that we were single? 

Yes, that two people would remain single. 

Yes, we both had careers but, anyway, that's what happened. We were 

married. He had been playing squash with Burt. Henry and I were 

supposed to go off for a week skiing. I was a terrible skier and it turned 

out Henry was an expert skier. I was constantly an advanced beginner 

skier and we were going on Sunday. On Saturday he called me and he 

said, "Would you mind" -- I had told the office I would be out for a week -

- "would you mind if we didn't go out to Killington?" I said, "No, what 

happened?" 

It turned out that in playing squash he had been hit in the eye with 

a squash ball, and he was lying at the Sheie Institute at Penn double 

patched and he couldn't go anywhere. He proposed by writing a little 

note, which he did by peeking under the eye patch. And he wrote 

something like, "Will you live with me and do what they call get 

married?" And, I wrote back an answer in five languages, like "si", "da", 

in Russian, in Yiddish, "yuh", and in French, "oui". The nurse had to read 

it to him. She said, "I can't read this all." 
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When I went to see him, he said, "Well, you're a lawyer, do you 

want a religious wedding?" I answered no, although we were both Jewish. 

And he said, "Do you want a big wedding?" And, I said, "No, do you?" 

And he said, "No." So, he asked me to find a judge to marry us and I 

thought about it. 

I knew Raymond Pace Alexander49 of the State Court, but he 

would have made a big fuss and I remembered Judge Freedman. By then, 

Abraham Freedman had become a Court of Appeals judge. So I called 

him up and asked him if he could see me. He said sure, so I came. I 

should have really researched this, but I asked, "Judge Freedman, can 

federal judges marry people?" And he said, "Dolores, there is a story 

behind that." 

He said that when he became a district judge, he would meet the 

other judges for lunch on Tuesdays. They now do the meeting on 

Mondays. He was an expert in marriage and divorce in Pennsylvania, 

which is what he was teaching at the law school -- family law. He and his 

brother had written a two volume book, THE LA w OF MARRIAGE AND 

DIVORCE IN PENNSYLVANIA. so He said that a committee that he was on 

had worked on a new bill for Pennsylvania that would have cleared up a 

49 Raymond Pace Alexander (1898-1974) was the first African-Americanjudge of the Philadelphia Court of 
Common Pleas, appointed in 1959. He was largely responsible for the end of de Jure segregation in Pennsylvania 
public schools, and urged General George C. Marshall to end segregation in the armed forces. A president of the 
National Bar Association and a co-founder of the National Bar Journal, he also served on Philadelphia City Council 
from 1951 until his appointment to the bench. He served as counsel for the NAACP, and was appointed honorary 
consul to the Republic of Haiti in 1938. He was considered for an ambassadorship to Ethiopia in 1951, but though 
he had President Truman's support, he was not confirmed. 
50 G.T. Bisel Co., 2d, 1957. 
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lot of uncertainty, and one of the things it would have done was gotten rid 

of common law marriage, and it would also have defined who could 

perform marriages in Pennsylvania. And, Governor, I think he said it was 

Governor Fine, 51 had vetoed it because he said that, where he came from, 

people get married by common law marriage and he wasn't going to sign 

any bill that changed that. So it never got passed. 

Judge Freedman said that when he went to his third lunch meeting 

with the district judges, he looked around and asked, "How many of you 

have performed weddings?" And most of the hands went up and he looked 

at them and said, "And by what authority?" Federal judges are, of course, 

judges of limited jurisdiction, and there was no statute that authorized that. 

The Common Pleas judges had the power of the English judges, but 

federal judges didn't have it. There was no power or authority for federal 

judges to marry people. So, Judge Clary, who was then Chief Judge,52 ran 

to Harrisburg and got a bill to provide that federal judges with their 

principal office in Pennsylvania could perform weddings. 

Did that apply retroactively? 

It was never tested, as far as I know. But there was common law marriage 

in Pennsylvania, so it wouldn't have mattered. I remember that Judge 

51 John Sydney Fine (1893-1978) was Governor of Pennsylvania from January 16, 1951, until January 18, 1955. He 
was born in Alden, Pennsylvania, near Naticoke, and quickly rose in Luzerne County politics, serving as Republican 
County Chairman. He became ajudge on the Court of Common Pleas in 1927, and, in 1947, was elevated to 
Pennsylvania Superior Court. Following his term of office, Fine returned to the practice of law and lived on a farm 
in Loyalville, Luzerne County. 
52 The Honorable Thomas J. Clary ( 1899-1977) received a recess appointment from Harry S. Truman on October 21, 
1949, to a newly created seat on the District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania, and was officially 
nominated and confirmed in 1950. He assumed Senior Status in 1969. 
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Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Freedman put his arm around me, he walked me to one of his walls and 

there, hanging up, was the pen that was used to sign the bill that 

authorized federal judges to perform marriages. So, Judge Freedman 

performed the wedding between Henry and me. 

Was it done at his chambers? 

Yes. And Burt and his wife came and my parents and nobody else. 

What was your parents' reaction to their daughter finally getting married? 

I guess they were delighted. They thought Henry was a bit old for me, but 

they were delighted. They got to love him. 

What was the age difference? 

He was 54 and I was 36. 18 years difference. 

18 years? 

Yes. 

And he was a professor. 

Well, he was a Ph.D/M.D. I mean he had been a Ph.D first and he became 

an M.D. He had worked with the Navy labs during the Second World War 

and he wanted to enlist, and they wouldn't let him out because he was 

their only Ph.D. He was very angry. The admiral, whoever was in charge, 

would not give him the right to leave. By then, he had gotten his Ph.D at 

Penn and he was supposed to go teach there. And when he appeared to 

teach, Dr. Ravdin, who was very influential, said, "Henry, from what you 

want to research, you really ought to get some more medical background, 

so go to medical school." So, he went to medical school while he ran this 
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Professor Boss: 

lab, and Bernie Shapiro, Judge Shapiro's husband, worked in his lab while 

Henry was in medical school. I don't know if Bernie was a classmate or a 

couple of years behind. I know some of that from Bernie. 

So, you married, and where did you move to? 

You don't want to know all this, do you?! 

Sure! 

I was living in a one bedroom apartment at Hopkinson House and Henry 

had been living in one of the western suburbs, and he wanted a carriage 

house in the suburbs, and I wanted an apartment in town. So, after a little 

while, he also liked an apartment in town and we rented a two bedroom 

apartment at Hopkinson House. We lived there for four years, and then I 

felt I wanted a house. We had put a deposit down on a house in the 

suburbs and, fortunately, they didn't take it. I remember because I was in 

the hospital then, some kind of small thing, and Henry came to see me and 

we had just bombed Cambodia. We were just listening to the news and 

crying over it because Henry had been in Cambodia. He said, what a 

peaceful people they were, and we were causing havoc. 

So, we bought a house at 2215 Panama Street, which I hated and 

we lived there, and then our daughter came and we lived there with her. 

She came on the Babylift from Vietnam in 1975 as the war ended. She 

was two at the time. I just saw her this morning with her three children. 

Oh, how wonderful! You are very lucky. Well, what made you and your 

husband decide to adopt from Vietnam? 
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Judge Sloviter: 

We were unsuccessful in having our own child and we decided to adopt. 

We knew that there were children available and that some people wouldn't 

want interracial adoption, but it didn't matter to us. My husband thought 

very highly of Asians and their ability. So, we were on a list. 

[Interruption] 

I've just been handed a copy of an article from the Philadelphia Lawyer 

called the "Vietnam Baby Lift: A Personal Story," by Judge Dolores K. 

Sloviter. Can you summerize it very briefly for the tape? 

We were on the Pearl Buck list, but that was because they weren't getting 

any children, I think. We were too old for most of the traditional adoption 

places. And we needed to get a home study, and the city wasn't doing any 

home studies. But one of the lawyers that I knew was the President of the 

Jewish adoption agency, and the woman who came and did our home 

study, Shirley Sagin, was wonderful. I think she really liked my husband. 

We're friends now, we're very good friends, and she did her home study, 

which, of course, we never got to see. 

And then, in 1975, as the war was ending, the children from one of 

the orphanages, An Lac, were brought out. They came under the auspices 

of the Tressler Lutheran Agency. The agency was a member of the 

Delaware Valley Regional Adoption Council, and so all of a sudden they 

were getting something like 60 or 70 children. They pulled together a 

meeting of the council and said, "We're getting all these children. Who's 
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on your list, how long have they been waiting, what are they looking for?" 

And Shirley got three of the children to place, and she placed one with us. 

We got a call 6:00 a.m. on the morning of April 29, 1975. The 

phone rang, we couldn't imagine what it was, we were living at the 

Panama Street house, and she said, "Are you still looking for a two-year 

old girl to adopt?" She had previously offered me a boy to adopt. Henry 

was, I think, in Japan at the time. He was on one of his work trips. I felt 

that the boy would do better elsewhere because his mother had just placed 

him on one of those planes and he knew his family, and I thought it was 

unlikely that the child we adopted would have siblings. I also felt guilty 

about somebody having just placed the child thinking that the North 

Vietnamese would come and eat children, which of course they wouldn't, 

and I told Shirley that I thought it was probably better that he be placed 

elsewhere. I believe that she felt that I had thought I was giving up my 

last chance to adopt a child. But I just thought it was better for the child. 

So, when this came along, she thought of us. So, I said yes, and 

she said, "Well, you can pick up your two-year old daughter tonight at 

nine o'clock at the Church in the Mall, at Plymouth Meeting Mall." I was 

teaching my last evening class at Temple that night. It was a six to seven 

p.m. class. It was the last hour of the three-hour course, and I turned to 

Henry. I don't even think I asked him I was so excited. 

I went through that day, school was ending, and we were closing 

up. I would always drive back to Center City from Temple with one of the 
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students in my class. She was one of the older students. She had two 

children. I asked her on the way back, "Do you have a crib in your 

basement?" She said, "Yes, are you having a visitor?" And I didn't want 

to tell anybody about this, so, I said, "Yes, I think we're going to have a 

visitor with a baby." She said, "Well, sure, come and get it." But timing 

was such that we couldn't get it that night. We got it the next day. We 

went to Plymouth Meeting Shopping Center. And then the rest of it is all 

in there. And that was Vikki. 

That's a wonderful story. Two wonderful stories. You were married in 

'69, Vikki came in '75, in between ... 

We did a lot of traveling. 

You did a lot of traveling? 

Also, in between, I had given up the practice and went to Temple Law 

School to teach. I went to Temple Law School in '72 when its students 

were part of the student eruption that had happened throughout the 

country. I know at Penn, when Henry and I would go to Penn, we would 

have to walk over bodies of students who were lying on the ground in 

protest. 

It was Kent State, that period of time. 

That's right, it was that period oftime. I think that, at Temple, although I 

wasn't conscious of it, they may have taken over the Dean's office. In any 

event, the Dean left, the associate Dean left. Peter Liacouras, who was a 

classmate of mine at law school with whom I have had some loose 
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association over time, called me and asked me if I would like to come 

teach. It was just at the time of my life when I wanted to go teach and, so, 

I came to teach. He says it was the first thing he did when he became 

Dean, and I always say, "Peter, you say that to four people." He shrugs. 

But I went to teach. 

We were abroad that summer before I went to teach. We would go 

abroad a lot. I have family in Paris. He had friends in England and in 

Paris. While we were abroad, the Temple Law School building burnt 

down, but they were in the process of building a new law school. It was 

an interesting time in my life. 

[End of Part II] 
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Part III 

July 25, 2007 

Good afternoon Judge Sloviter. Today is Wednesday, July 25, and we are 

here for a continuation of our interview. When we spoke earlier, we had 

gotten through a description of the time you practiced. You had been in 

practice for sixteen years by 1972. And, in 1972, you made a fairly 

significant career change. Would you care to describe what happened? 

1972 was the year of the student uprisings or discontent in universities, 

including law schools, throughout the country. There were sit-ins in some 

major universities, mostly objecting to the Vietnam War and maybe also 

to the draft, which hit the students directly. There was a change in the 

faculty or administration at Temple University School of Law in the 

spring of 1972. A law school classmate of mine, Peter Liacouras, who 

was a faculty member at Temple Law School, was named the new dean 

after the then dean resigned. I understand that there were student protests 

that led to that, but I wasn't a part of them, and didn't have much 

knowledge of them. All I knew was that Dean Liacouras telephoned me 

and said that he was looking for a faculty member to teach Antitrust law 

and Civil Procedure, and would I be interested. At that time in my law 

practice, I was very interested in making a change. I had practiced law for 

16 years. I was married three years before that, in 1969. My husband was 

an academician and had a different schedule than I had, and, anyway, I 
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was ready to change careers. And I told Dean Liacouras I would be 

interested. He asked me to come and be interviewed by some members of 

the faculty. I can't remember whether it was the faculty selection 

committee or not, all I know is, as a result of that interview/discussion, I 

left my law firm and agreed to go to Temple. 

Had you thought about going into teaching before you were contacted by 

Dean Liacouras? 

Yes. 

Had you made any overtures to other institutions? 

I talked very briefly, when my husband and I were on the west coast, with 

the Dean of UCLA or USC, just because we had been friendly and we had 

worked together in the City Solicitor's Office and my law firm. It was 

Murray Schwartz, 53 and he had been a deputy City Solicitor when I 

worked there between my second and third years of law school and then at 

the Dilworth Firm when I came. He was there for maybe six months. He 

was not there for a very long time. I think maybe there was a mutual 

agreement that he was more suited for an academic life. We were in Los 

Angeles, and I stopped by to see him and just very briefly asked about the 

possibility of teaching (generally, not in that law school). I wasn't 

prepared to move to California, and he told me it was hard, if someone had 

been a practitioner for a long time, to get a teaching position. My own 

feeling is that this has changed since then. But that was then, so I didn't 

53 Murray L. Schwartz, David G. Price and Dallas P. Price Professor of Law Emeritus at the University of California 
Los Angeles School of Law, served as dean of the law school from 1969 to 1975. 
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apply, and it wasn't a serious personal discussion. But I had flirted with 

the idea which became more and more attractive as I thought about it. 

Had you found before that time that your schedule conflicted with that of 

your husband, who was an academic? 

No. 

So, it was not a question so much of the compatibility of your two 

schedules? 

Not really, well, let me go back. I think I mentioned before that I took a 

leave of absence from the practice of law because my husband was invited 

by the Department of Health, or some government department, to go on a 

scholar exchange program to what was then the Soviet Union. Did I 

mention that before? 

We don't have that as part of our interview. 

Oh, well, he was invited to do that. He had a working knowledge of 

Russian, which he had learned at the University of Pennsylvania, and had 

been there once or twice before on an exchange program. He was invited 

to do this, and he asked me if we should accept, and I thought that would 

be a nice change. I was interested in seeing what was going on in the 

Soviet Union -- it was the middle of the Cold War. And so I did take a 

leave of absence. We went in March of 1971, and we were there for two 

months, for March and April. I know that we were there in the beginning 

of May because I remember watching the May Day parade down Gorky 

Street and it was snowing. And I was so happy that it was snowing on 

- 78 -



Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

their May Day parade because, by then, I was totally disenchanted with 

the government of the Soviet Union, although, on an individual basis, 

people were very nice to us. Henry's colleagues at the institute at which 

he was working invited us for dinners, which, at that time, private 

Russians didn't do because of the xenophobia that pervaded Soviet life. 

So, I left my practice the following year in 1972 and prepared to start at 

Temple. My husband and I were in Europe that summer. I think my 

sister-in-law sent me notice that the building that was housing the law 

school had burnt while we were on vacation. 

You are referring, of course, to Temple Law School? 

Yes, that burnt. And everybody was in temporary quarters to start the 

semester. I don't remember the name of the building, it may not still be 

there. It was right on Broad Street. When I was hired to teach, I didn't 

know enough to bargain with the Dean -- I was so happy to get the job. 

Other people who go from one law school to another know what to ask. I 

had been assigned to teach the entire day class Civil Procedure. It was at 

that time in two sections, approximately 160 students in one section -- a 

little more, I think. There weren't enough chairs in the room that had been 

assigned, so some students had to sit on the floor. There was no air 

conditioning in that building, so the windows had to be opened. And since 

we were right on Broad Street, it was pretty noisy. The conditions to teach 

were difficult, even for an experienced teacher, but especially for an 

inexperienced teacher. But, we managed. 
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How would you compare the student body that you had that first year with 

your own class at law school? 

I don't think that is much of a comparison. A better comparison, with all 

due respect, would be a comparison between the Temple students my first 

year and the University of Pennsylvania law students the second semester 

of my second year. Dean Liacouras had been asked by Penn ifl could be 

loaned to Penn to teach Civil Procedure, substituting for Professor Leo 

Levin, who was at the time working on a project for the Supreme Court of 

the United States or for the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts. I 

was hesitant about doing that because I felt that my Temple colleagues 

would see that as an effort to move laterally to teach at Penn Law School, 

which I had no intention or interest in doing. Also, Peter Liacouras said 

that, although I should definitely go and help Penn out, I would still be 

responsible for teaching my Antitrust course in the evening at Temple. It 

meant preparing two courses the same semester and quite a bit of 

traveling. And I believe there may have been some resentment by some of 

my colleagues at Temple, but that disappeared once I returned and they 

saw that I really had no interest in leaving. 

Now, going back to your question, that year, and the years 

thereafter, the Temple students had quite a number of minority students. 

And, at that time, the minority students had afros and were wearing very 

bright colored clothing. That was in vogue then, and quite a number of 

women were returning to law school after raising their children. As I 
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understand it, the year before many of the students to whom Temple had 

made offers and who came in were not prepared for the rigors of law 

school and had not been given the necessary assistance. I think that was 

one of the principal objections to the prior administration of the law 

school. I know that then Dean Liacouras and, I think, Bob Reinstein, had 

written either a white paper or an article in which that issue was raised. 

Since it happened before me, I don't know too many of the details. 

So, the first faculty meeting I ever went to at Temple Law School 

took place before the semester began during the end of the summer, at 

which the issue was whether to reinstate (it may have been about 30) quite 

a number of students who had failed, but who felt that they could do better 

if they got assistance. And many of them were readmitted. So, they were 

also part of my first year Civil Procedure class. It was a polyglot. In 

contrast, when I went to Penn Law School, the students that I taught were 

mostly wearing jackets, white ties, very few minorities, and they were 

very similar to my classmates when I was a student at Penn. They were 

very polite; they would come up after class and ask if there was some 

inconsistency in that which I was teaching. In contrast, my Temple 

students would raise their hands, butt-in if I was talking in a rather harsh, 

confrontation mode, "But, you said this before, and now you're saying this 

and can you tell us how you can put those two things together?" I thought 

it was a wonderful dialectic in terms not only of the education process but 
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in cultural terms at Temple. And I LOVED coming back to Temple and 

having those students. 

There was one interesting thing that happened that I'll just tell you 

about. As I was walking down Broad Street one afternoon of the first 

semester that I was teaching, I was stopped by three black women in my 

first year class. One of them was Glenda Gracia (I remember her, a 

beautiful woman), and they stopped me and they said, "Professor Sloviter, 

we want you to know that we really like your class. We really know you 

are working under some difficulties because of the physical component 

and the fact that there aren't enough chairs, and we know that you are 

really trying." And then Glenda turned, became very confrontational, and 

she said, "But we have a question to ask you! We know when you 

practiced law, you were known as Dolores Korman. And then, when you 

came to Temple Law School, you changed your name to your married 

name, Dolores Sloviter, and we want to know why you did that!" This 

was the feminist objection, and I don't know how I came up with such a 

quick answer, but I looked them in the eye, and I said, "Glenda, if you are 

single as long as I was single, you'd want people to know you finally got 

married!" [laughter] That stopped them. 

You mentioned Glenda, I gather she was a part of the increasing number 

of women that went to law school in the early seventies? 

Yes, but I don't think Glenda had been married. She wasn't one of those 

returning to the school as mature students. There were others who did. 
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Like Judy Chomsky was one and Essie Springer, who was in the night 

school. 

So there were many more returning students, older women, who had come 

back? 

I don't know if there were many more, but a not insignificant number. I 

can't tell you how many at this point. 

How did that effect classroom discussions? 

Well, I hadn't known what they were like before, so I can't tell you what 

effect it made. I would say not much. 

What effect did it have on you as a person? 

I think that the women felt a bond with me. I don't mean to say that 

without humility. I still see a few of those women who are still in 

Philadelphia, and I do think that there is some kind of connection there. I 

liked all the students. 

To what extent did feminism become not an issue, but relevant during this 

period of time? 

Yes, it was. Because during that period of time, the law firms were still 

not accepting women and granting them jobs to the extent that they were 

hiring men, male students. And that turned me into a feminist. I was not a 

feminist before I went to teach at Temple Law School, and I had a great 

deal of difficulty getting a job, as we went through before. But when I 

found out that MY women students, they were MINE, were getting the 

same nasty questions that I had had, I really turned into an avid feminist 
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because I had thought that if I practiced law and succeeded as a woman, it 

will be known that women can take the same jobs as men. And, 

apparently, that lesson hadn't been learned throughout the city. 

I know that one of the things that we did was I (I must have been 

part of a committee, I don't remember now) had drafted a proposal that the 

law school would not allow on its premises to conduct interviews any law 

firm that discriminated against women. And we set up a hearing 

procedure. I remember one complaint that was made to the committee 

about a single practitioner who had a law firm (I guess a single practice) 

somewhere in one of the neighborhoods (not in Center City Philadelphia), 

and when he had interviewed a woman student he said to her that he 

would like her but he wouldn't hire her because he thought she wouldn't 

be safe in that neighborhood. And she made an objection because his 

comment was directed to gender, rather than to her ability. We had a 

hearing. I was on the hearing committee at the time. And, I think, we got 

him to recognize that that was gender discrimination. I don't remember 

what the sanction was. So this concept of feminism was going through 

most of what we did, but we were aware of it most particularly when we 

were trying to get our female students hired. 

Were there any women's organizations or groups at the law school in the 

early seventies? 

I don't remember. 

How many women were there on the faculty at the time? 
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Well, when I came there, there was one full-time woman, and that was 

Ruth Kuvnut, who became a good friend of mine, and she was, or became, 

the assistant or associate dean to Dean Liacouras. She taught Torts. She 

was wonderful, but she left after about three or four years and moved to 

Albuquerque, New Mexico. I visited her there and we are in email 

communication from time to time. I think I was the second woman, I 

don't think there was anyone else at that time. Afterwards, we hired some 

younger women such as Diane Maleson and Sharon Harzenski (both of 

whom had been Temple students and are still on the Temple faculty). 

Did you perceive any gender issues with the faculty itself at the time? 

No. 

What was the relationship between the law school at that time and the bar 

downtown? 

I don't know. I do know that I had been asked to run for the Board of 

Governors of the Bar Association. I didn't do it the first year, but the 

second year I did it when I was asked. I didn't run a campaign but I was 

elected. I assume that enough of my former law students were now 

practicing (laughter). I must have given them A's [laughter]. 

Or your former colleagues in practice were-supportive? 

I don't know. 

Did you stay in touch with your former colleagues from practice? 

Yes, with a few of them. I would have lunch with them. Well, not when I 

was at Temple, because Temple was sort of out of the way. There was 
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more connection when I came back, when I became a judge. And, also, 

shortly after I went to Temple (I went to Temple in '72) in 1975, we 

adopted our daughter. And, so, I was rather occupied and did not come 

downtown for lunch. I did not do anything in connection with the practice 

of law. I know that there are faculty members who do, and did, at that 

time. But I felt that I wanted to give all of my professional time to the law 

school. 

I know that you taught Civil Procedure, Antitrust ... 

Antitrust always at night. I never taught Antitrust during the day. And I 

never taught a night Civil Procedure class. 

That is odd. Was Antitrust offered during the day? 

Oh, I may have taught Antitrust during the day, too, but I never taught 

Civil Procedure at night. Ballard, Warren Ballard,54 taught Civil 

Procedure at night, and I would have failed his class. [laughter] I was 

dealing with the federal laws and the new things and he was dealing with 

forms of action. 

Quite a comparison 

Yes. 

How did you get interested in law and the elderly? 

I was always interested in it, and I was on the Governors Council on 

Aging, and I think I was actually Vice President of that. So, I was 

interested in that subject and began to teach it. I developed case material 

54 Warren M. Ballard was for years Professor Emeritus at Temple University, having taught at the law school from 
1940 to 1978. 
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for a book. I would distribute my material for use in class. It took a very 

long time, as you know, to write a casebook; it's very time-consuming -

all the notes that one has to write. But, I am not sure I had a good, 

comprehensive sense of what should go in that course because the topics 

are so disparate. We covered discrimination based on aging and medicare 

and tried to teach medicaid -- that is an impossible statute. And I kept 

losing the students. Very difficult statute to teach. Nursing home, the 

right to die, subjects like that, which are really disparate. I did offer the 

book to publishers and sent out copies of the material and was told that the 

material was fine, but there weren't enough courses being taught 

throughout the country in that subject to warrant the money that would be 

needed to publish a casebook. I don't know if there is any now. I don't 

know what is happening in that field now. 

The dynamics of publishing have changed, as well, so it is possible to do 

niche marketing. I do believe there may be some. 

There may be some material, whether there is case material or more 

treatise-type material, I don't know. 

What led to your appointment to the governor's council on aging? 

I don't remember. 

During your period of time teaching at Temple Law School in these 

different areas, did you miss practice? 

NO! 

So you were quite happy? 
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I loved teaching. I really, very much enjoyed teaching. 

And, so, the decision then to leave and become a judge, which we talked 

about earlier, was again ... 

It was fortuitous. I didn't seek it. It came to me. I thought I would try it, 

as we talked about before. 

Which proves my belief which is life is what happens when you make 

other plans. 55 

[End of Part III] 

55 The remainder of the July 25, 2007, interview continues as Part V. 
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Part IV 

April 13, 2007 

Good afternoon Judge Sloviter, it's good to be back. 

Nice to have you back. 

We are here for what we hope is our concluding interview. 

In the last part of our interview, we covered the time between your service 

at the law firm and your time at Temple University where you served as a 

professor on the faculty of law from 1972 to 1979. You had served there 

teaching classes in Antitrust and Civil Procedure at the request of Peter 

Liacouras, who was a classmate of yours from Penn Law School. 

I also taught law and the elderly, a course I developed. At that time, there 

were no materials and I also developed and used my own course materials. 

The law book publishers told me there wasn't enough interest to warrant 

publishing them. I hope someone has since filled that gap. 

Yes, now we are up to about the late 1970s and, at this stage, you're 

teaching at Temple University and some openings come about on the 

federal court. At this point in your career, had you ever considered 

becoming a judge? 

No. 

How did your interest in becoming a judge arise? 

I didn't really have an interest. There was an announcement that then 

President Carter was going to select court of appeals judges through a 
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process of merit selection. He also had announced that he thought that too 

little effort had been made to fill federal vacancies with women and 

minorities. There was at that time ( 1977-1978) an opening on the Third 

Circuit because one of the nine judges was taking senior status. There was 

an announcement that anyone who was interested in being considered 

should write to the chairman of the merit selection commission. I did not 

write. It didn't occur to me. 

However, I received a letter from the commission saying that my 

name had been submitted, and asking me to fill out the questionnaire if I 

was interested. I spoke to my husband about it, thinking that there was 

just no chance that I would even be considered. He didn't like the idea at 

all, but I decided that it would be an interesting experience. So, I did not 

know who submitted my name, incidentally. Never have definitely 

known, although I now have a pretty good idea about it. I only knew one 

person on the commission,56 and I vaguely knew the name of another 

person on the commission, and that was all. The members were from all 

over the state. 

I received the questionnaire and I filled it out. The word was that 

they would only interview a limited number of the many people who had 

applied. I don't know how many people applied, but I think I since heard 

it was 40-50 or as many as 60. I was one of the 10 people selected for an 

56 The Commission members were: John J. McLean (Chair); Leon Katz; Barbara W. Mather; Madge Benovitz 
[Kingston]; T. Girard Wharton; Lynn Martin Hasking; Bernard Hellring; Stanley Van Ness; Arlen Mekter; Betty 
Hogan; and Marciarose Shestack. 
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interview. It was a very professional interview, in contrast to the 

interview that I had shortly thereafter with the committee that was 

considering possible district court nominees. But the members of that 

district court committee had been selected by the senators, and it was 

evident when I went through that process that they weren't interested in 

me at all -- that they had known who they wanted. They didn't even listen 

to my responses, but they were talking among themselves while someone 

questioned me. 

But, to go back to the Carter commission, that was very 

professional -- it was a very interesting commission. They asked very 

good questions. I answered them. And the next thing I knew I got a letter 

saying that mine was one of the five names that would be sent to the 

president. I knew that I would not be the one to be selected. I think 

everybody in the city knew that that seat, which had been Judge Van 

Dusen's,57 had a name on it, and the name was A. Leon Higginbotham. 

Leon had been an illustrious District Court judge in the Eastern District of 

Pennsylvania for quite a number of years. He was African-American, he 

was very able, and he should have gotten that nomination. So, my 

husband and I left town after getting that letter thinking that I would not be 

the name selected. And I wasn't, and Leon was, and I was delighted that 

he was and he came on to the court. 

57 Francis Lund Van Dusen (1912-1993) served on the Third Circuit from 1967 to 1977. 
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In 1976, Congress had enacted an omnibus judgeship bill which 

added judges throughout the country to the courts that it felt were 

understaffed, and the Third Circuit was going to get a new tenth judge. 

Then I got a letter from the commission saying that they were impaneled 

once again. It was the same commission with the exception of one 

change. They were now considering nominees for the new tenth seat and, 

the letter stated that if I was interested, all I needed to do was supplement 

the prior application form which they had retained. I really think that if I 

had had to write a whole new application I wouldn't have bothered. It's 

hard to get stenographic help when you're on a faculty, at least on the 

Temple faculty, at that time. I don't know if it's still that way. You can 

tell me that better. But, since all I had to do was supplement with what I 

had done in the two years since the last application, I thought I could do 

that, and I did. 

Once again I was called to be one of the people to be interviewed. 

Once again I got a letter saying I was one of the five people the 

commission would send on to the President. This time I thought there was 

a possibility that I might be seriously considered because there had been 

no woman on the Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit in its more than a 

hundred year history. I was the only woman of the five names. I don't 

know how I know who were the five names, but I knew I was the only 

woman. So I thought there might be a chance. 
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Were you surprised that you were the only woman that was being 

considered at that level? 

Well, I don't know. I'm sure I wasn't the only woman who had applied, I 

know that. But I was the only woman of the five names that emerged. 58 

Not really, I wasn't really surprised. After all, they were looking for 

women with experience and this was 1979. We still hadn't gotten to the 

point where you had many women lawyers, and I had had extensive 

practice experience and then teaching experience. 

Although there had been no other women on the Court of Appeals, were 

there other women at that point on the district court or in the state courts? 

I don't think there were many on the state courts. There was one woman 

on the Eastern District Court of Pennsylvania. That was Norma Shapiro. 59 

And, in fact, there was a lot of publicity about that because the District 

Court committee had come out with, I don't know how much of this you 

want to know, the name of Lisa Richette,60 who was a judge on the 

Common Pleas Court. Something had happened with that nomination. 

My husband and I were abroad at that time, so I really don't know the 

details on that, whether something emerged in the subsequent personal 

investigation or whether, as she subsequently charged, it had to do with 

58 The other four nominees were Judge Edmund Spaeth, Pennsylvania Superior Court; Judge John P. Fullam, United 
States District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania; Judge Frederick 8. Lavcey, United States District 
Court for the District of New Jersey; and Morey M. Myers, Gelb & Myers (Scranton). 
59 Judge Norma L. Shapiro (b. 1928) was appointed to the United States District Court by President Jimmy Carter on 
August 11, 1978, as the first woman judge to sit in the Third Circuit. Prior to her appointment to the bench, she was 
in private practice with the Dechert, Price & Rhoads law firm (partner, 1973-1978). 
60 Lisa A versa Richette, is a Senior Philadelphia Court of Common Pleas judge. Appointed to the bench in 1971, 
she previously served as a Philadelphia assistant district attorney. 
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big office politics because Judge Shapiro had come out of the Dechert firm 

and the evaluator for Ms. Richette was from the Dechert office. Richette 

charged that this had been a setup. I don't really know, I wasn't around. I 

didn't have anything to do with it. Ultimately, Richette withdrew her 

name, and then Shapiro was [selected]; and that took place the year before 

-- that was in 1978. So, Shapiro came on to the District Court in 1978, 

and she was a friend of mine. She was the only woman on that court for 

quite a while. 

I gather from what you say that the process had changed over time to more 

of a merit-based and less of a political selection process? 

For the Court of Appeals in this circuit. I think that was not true in the 

District Court where my own experience was that the people on the district 

court committee were political. I don't know about the other circuit 

commissions. I thought I was a fluke anyway because I had no political 

background at all. I was a Democrat; there were two Republicans 

Senators, neither of whom knew me. The Democratic organization did not 

support me. I had been a center city reform Democrat, had run 

independently for committeewoman and lost. I then did get a call on 

behalf of the Democratic ward leader asking me if I would like to be their 

candidate because I had done reasonably well. By then I was married, and 

my husband wanted nothing of politics at all. So, in any event, to answer 

your question, I don't think there were many women potential candidates. 

I was a fluke; I really wasn't political. Many of the other women who 
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were appointed at that time to the other courts of appeals had had some 

political backing. I had no political backing at all, which is why I said I 

was a fluke. On the other hand, from what I understand -- and I knew who 

were the four men whose names went on to Washington -- they may have 

had some political backing, but not strong either, so it was a relatively flat 

playing field. 

Did you have the backing of any women's organizations? 

That's the only thing I had. After my name went in, I got some calls from 

the women's groups61 in Washington and I do have some notes of that, but 

I didn't bring them. I'm sorry that I forgot to bring them. Basically, what 

they wanted to know was what I had done for equal justice and for women 

in my career. I had some credentials. I had been asked to and ran with a 

group of women for Blue Cross Board. I don't know if they still do this, 

but the Blue Cross Board of this area is elected, and there was a push by 

women in health groups to get some women elected. We ran, we lost. 

Then I learned that Temple, and maybe other organizations that had many 

Blue Cross members, had not been advised to transmit the ballots to all of 

the subscribers. They apparently just came in a bundle and they stayed in 

a bundle and were never transmitted to Blue Cross subscribers. The 

women who were behind the effort to put women on the Blue Cross board 

asked if we could file a lawsuit and I did. I was the lawyer for the group 

61 One such call was from Susan Ness of the National Women's Political Caucus. The Women's Political Caucus, 
in a letter from its national chair, Mildred Jeffrey, supported Judge Sloviter's nomination. 
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and they got a group of women to be plaintiffs. Ernesta Ballard, 62 who 

had also run for the Board, was the named plaintiff, and so I prepared the 

suit and I filed the complaint. I think it was in state court, because it was a 

violation of state law not to send the ballots to subscribers. It turned out 

that the lawyer for Blue Cross was Gregory Harvey,63 whom I knew 

because he had been part of the group of Center City Reformed 

Democrats. He looked at the statute and he realized that they didn't have 

much of a case, so ultimately we settled the case, not for any money, but 

they had agreed that they would in the future make sure that the ballots 

were transmitted. So that was one thing I had done. 

I had taught the course on law and the elderly and I was on the 

Governor's Commission on the Elderly. I think I was Vice-President. I 

had done some other things in that connection. Of course, I had also been 

elected from Temple as a member of the Philadelphia Bar Association 

Board of Governors. Then, once again, and I didn't push myself for that, I 

had been asked to run. Once before I had been asked to run, and I said no 

because Norma Shapiro was running and I didn't want to run against her. 

But, the second time, she was already on the Board, and a group that was 

putting together a slate asked me to run and I did and I was elected 

although I did no campaigning at all. I guess there were a lot of former 

Temple students or people who knew me, and the election was much 

62 Ernesta Ballard (1920-2005) was a founding member of the National Organization of Woman (NOW) and the 
National Abortion/Reproductive Rights Action League (NARAL). She co-founded "Women's Way", an umbrella 
support group funding a variety of women's groups in the Philadelphia area. 
63 Gregory M. Harvey is currently Senior Counsel, Montgomery McCracken in Philadelphia. 
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different when I compare it to what happens now in the politicking for Bar 

Association offices. But I did none of that. So, I had worked also in 

connection with the local bar. In fact, I was on the Board of Governors 

when all this happened. I had to move off of it in 1979 once I was actually 

on the court. So, I did have the backing of the women's groups and I was 

evaluated by somebody on their behalf who came to see me and talk to 

me, and that was Judith Harris64 
-- with whom I later became friendly. 

She was an African-American, super lawyer. So, they did that kind of 

inquiry and they must have inquired around. 

Were you surprised when you got the information that you received the 

nomination? 

Well, yes, I got so many phone calls. One of the phone calls I remember 

distinctly. Jerry Shestak65 called me and said that he's been checking into 

where I stood on the list and I had been rated, by whoever did the rating, 

on the behalf of the ABA. I think that must have been Judge Van Dusen's 

brother, Lou Van Dusen.66 He came to see me at Temple Law School, 

interviewed me, and came to a class. I' 11 tell you about that. And I was 

rated "qualified", which was a slap in the face because I think I should 

have been rated "well-qualified". There was no reason not to be. My 

grades were excellent; I had practiced law for 16 years; I had taught to 

64 Judith E. Harris is a partner at Morgan, Lewis & Bockius LLP. She served as the City Solicitor for the city of 
Philadelphia from 1992-1993. In 2005, 2006, and 2007, Ms. Harris was named one of the leading U.S. lawyers for 
employment law by Chambers USA. 
65 See footnote 23, above. 
66 Louis Van Dusen (1911-2004) was a partner at Drinker Biddle in Philadelphia. 

- 97 -



Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

67 Ann K. Macrory 
68 See footnote 29, above. 

good vibes. Shestak said to me that I would never get the nomination 

because they would only nominate me if I had been rated "well-qualified". 

But, of course, that was incorrect. There was a lot of behind the scenes 

activity, people calling to say that they had inside information, but I don't 

think any of that was true. I think people just wanted to make it appear 

that if I got the nomination, I would be in their debt, which didn't please 

me at all. I did get a call from one of the leading women67 in the women's 

groups, and she told me that she had been at a cocktail party with 

somebody in the office of legal counsel who was handling this, and he had 

said to her, "We're going to go with your Sloviter, and she better be 

good." No, I did have some intimation that my nomination was moving 

along. I did nothing. 

Did you have any reason to believe that you were being evaluated with a 

different standard than the men? 

There's no question about that because Lou Van Dusen said to me, after 

he followed me to class, that it was important, if I would be willing, to talk 

to any member of the Third Circuit whom I knew to ask what the job 

entailed. I only really knew one member of the Third Circuit, and that was 

Arlin Adams. 68 I had the feeling that Van Dusen was trying to tell [me] 

that I wouldn't want to spend the kind of time on the court that a male 

would spend. So, I called Judge Adams and I asked ifl could see him and 

I told him why and he said of course. I saw him and he told me very little, 
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but he said he thought I would be excellent for the position. Then I got a 

call from Judge Becker,69 who was then on the district court, and was one 

of the five people who had been on the list the first time around, but who 

had not been nominated because Leon was. He was not on the group of 

five the second time around, and he told me that Van Dusen had called 

him and he had said he heard that I might not work very hard. Becker told 

me he disabused him of that immediately and said I worked as hard as 

anybody in the law school, probably harder, and that he knew me as a 

lawyer -- that there had never been any question of my work habits. Van 

Dusen had said, "But, well, she's got a little girl!" and Becker said that 

hasn't stopped her before, and it wouldn't stop her now. But Becker told 

me this, so I knew that there was that concern on that issue. 

Had you received questions during the process abouJ your family life? 

No, not from the commission. They were very careful not to ask that kind 

of question. The first time around, one member did ask me a question and 

everybody else shushed him up and said that was an inappropriate 

question to ask. He wasn't on the second commission. I don't remember 

who it was. And then I got the letter from the commission saying that I 

was one of five names selected. I took that information to my husband 

and his reaction was interesting. He said if you get the nomination you 

should do what Jean Paul Sartre did, which was refuse the Nobel Prize. 

And my husband said I should decline this; that I would get all the credit 

69 Edward R. Becker (1933-2006) was appointed a federal trial courtjudge in 1970, and was elevated to the Third 
Circuit in 1981. He served as Chief Judge of the Third Circuit from 1998 to 2003, when he assumed senior status. 
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for having been selected or nominated and have to do none of the work. 

But, of course, he didn't think I would accept his suggestion, and I didn't. 

But, I gather he was nonetheless supportive? 

Oh, yes. He was wonderful. 

Once you did receive the nomination, of course, you had to get the 

appointment, which means going through the FBI and the confirmation 

process. Did that present any particular obstacles to you? 

No, well, not until the hearing. No, I had no problem with the FBI. The 

ABA had already interviewed me. And then I went to the hearing before 

the Senate Judiciary Committee, which at that time was chaired by Senator 

Kennedy. My nomination came before the Committee at the same time as 

the nomination of the famous District Judge, Frank Johnson, from the 

Fifth Circuit. There was some thought Judge Johnson might present an 

issue because he had been very active filing desegregation orders. 

[Interruption] 

And, so they thought they might have some problem with Johnson and 

with some of the committee members. Johnson was wonderful, and I 

thought he looked like Lincoln. He was a wonderful human being. I had 

not met him before that. Now, let me go back for a minute. It's 

customary for a senator from your state to introduce you to the Judiciary 

Committee. Well, both Pennsylvania Senators were Republican and I 

didn't know either of them. But the committee, I guess it was the 

committee (maybe the Justice Department), got Senator Heinz to be 
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willing to introduce me. He was very gracious and handsome. I'm sure 

he would have been elected president if he had run. Wonderful! And he 

was extremely gracious. I had, of course, gone to Washington for the 

hearing with my husband and my daughter, who was then about five and a 

half or six years old. She was born in '73 and this was '79, so she was 6. 

Senator Heinz invited us into his chambers. He had a rocking chair which 

my daughter absolutely adored. He sat on it. I don't remember if she sat 

on his lap, but she made herself very much at home. When they called us 

to go the meeting, my daughter said "Come on, John" let's go, and she put 

out her hand and she took Senator Heinz with her into the elevator. She 

was really charming. I have pictures of all that. And, so, that's how he 

introduced me to the committee. Senator Kennedy was present, chairing. 

He didn't always, but because Frank Johnson was a friend of the 

Kennedy's, he was there for that. Senator Simpson was there and another 

senator, I can't remember. The hearings are published.70 I know the other 

senator had asked me if I would please write opinions so that people could 

understand them. I remember that. Then, Senator Simpson started to ask 

me about an organization, whether I was a member of an organization that 

I never heard of. And it had a name that could have been left or right 

wing. I didn't know what it was. I said I never heard of it, and he asked 

me a few more questions about that. I just didn't know what he was 

70 Selection and Confirmation for Federal Judges, Part 2: Hearing Before the S. Comm. On the Judiciary, 961
h 

Cong. I 04-9 (1979) (statement of associate professor Dolores K. Sloviter, School of Law, Temple University 
nominee to be Judge, Third Circuit). 
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talking about. Had I ever been to a meeting? I had never heard of it. And 

after the session, Senator Simpson came down to me and he said, "I 

apologize for asking those questions. The next time, I' 11 have Senator 

Hatch ask his own dirty questions." After that ended, a young man came 

up to me who was on either the committee's staff or Senator's Hatch's 

staff. I knew he was a Senator's Hatch person. He asked if I would come 

and talk to him separately. I said I would do that only if the counsel for 

the majority, i.e., one of Kennedy's people, was also invited; and that was 

a very attractive woman, and she agreed to come. In that session, he said 

to me, "Didn't I go to a meeting on a particular date of this organization?" 

I had never heard it. And, I said I don't think so. And, he said, well, 

would I check my calendar. I said I didn't have it with me, but I said I'd 

check my calendar. So, all the way home I was very troubled. And I 

knew that I hadn't done anything like that, but still I didn't know what he 

was getting at and what he was thinking about. The next day I was at 

Temple. I had checked my calendar at home and my calendar showed that 

there was a Temple faculty meeting on that day, and I checked the minutes 

and I was there because I spoke at the meeting and it was listed on the 

minutes. But that didn't satisfy me completely. I then went to the Temple 

library, and looked at the newspapers for the entire week to see if there 

was anything that was happening in Philadelphia at about that time that I 

might possibly have been to. There was nothing, absolutely nothing. The 

committee majority checked with the FBI and they didn't know anything 

- 102 -



Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

about this. When I asked Senator Hatch's person what kind of group this 

was, was it left wing or right wing, and I think I asked the committee that, 

he said it was a terrorist organization. Or something like that. I don't 

know if they used the word terrorist or anarchist group. It was something 

like that. Of course, I would never have had anything to do with anything 

like that. But I've never forgotten what it is like to be accused of 

something for which there's no basis. It was a very important lesson to 

me that I kept in mind in the many years since I've been a judge. I don't 

know what the vote was in the Senate for me, I never bothered to look it 

up, but I was ultimately approved. I didn't take office for a couple 

months. I still had work to do at Temple. I know now people get 

privately sworn in so they can get the salary, and then they have public 

investitures. I wanted Dean Peter Liacouras to come to the investiture. 

He had written a wonderful letter on my behalf. I think it was to the 

Senate Committee, a really very gracious letter. He was abroad and I 

didn't want my investiture to take place without him, so I waited until he 

came back, and that's why the investiture was, I think, in August, although 

my commission was in June. 

What was it like to be the first woman on the Court? 

It was just like being a judge. I can't tell you if it's any different if you're 

.· a man on the Court. Nobody mentioned the fact that I was a woman. I 

think they were all a little skeptical about how well I would do, how much 
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I would know, how much I would prepare. But I think they were soon 

confident that I could hold my own. 

Well, you must have had held your own, because twelve years after you 

were sworn into the Court, you became the first woman Chief Judge. 

But you're not selected for that. That's automatic. That chief judgeship 

goes to the next senior active judge. So I didn't get that position because 

of anything I did. I just fell into it. Leon had been chief judge, and he left 

early. He hadn't been well and he left before he would have been required 

to. Under the statute, the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court can 

authorize you to take senior status before you are 65. Leon just gave up 

the chief judgeship, and shortly thereafter he took senior status with the 

Chief Justice's authorization. 

At the time that you joined the court, were there activities that the court 

engaged in or places they went that you felt uncomfortable about as a 

woman? 

The only thing that I felt that I wouldn't do was attend a reception by the 

Lawyers Club, which was a group of Philadelphia lawyers who did at that 

time, maybe they still do, hold receptions for different courts. They had 

four receptions a year. One reception was to honor the judges of the Third 

Circuit. It was being held at the Union League and I wrote and said -- I've 

forgot the exact words, I have them somewhere -- that I wouldn't. I 

thought it was ironic that they wanted to honor me among other judges at a 

facility that didn't accept women as members. I also said in that letter, 
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which I made public by sending it to the Legal Intelligencer, that I would 

make it public because I thought it was important that people know that. 

After getting my letter, I think, none of the judges of my court went except 

for Judge Maris,71 who by then was pretty senior and probably wasn't 

fully aware of what was going on. But, I was supported by the fact and 

half of the district court judges didn't go also because of my letter. The 

next year they held that reception for judges of the Third Circuit 

somewhere other than the Union League, although the courts that they did 

hold it for at the Union League included women who hadn't made any 

such protests. 

Did your letter in the Legal Intelligencer precipitate any negative 

reactions? 

Not to me, not that I knew of. 

Not to you? Positive reactions? 

Yes, lots of positive reactions. I got letters from women lawyers who 

wrote and said that it was very helpful to them because when their firms 

were going to hold meetings at the Union League. They could show them 

this letter and say, "Look, we should do this somewhere else." Yes, I got 

very positive reactions. A whole group of letters. 

Was there anything else that you did once you became a judge to bring to 

the attention of the court, or the bar, your interest in advancing women? 

71 Albert B. Maris (1894-1989), at the time of his death, was the longest-sitting federal judge in the nation. He was 
appointed to the U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania in 1936 and the Third Circuit Court of 
Appeals in 1938. He was instrumental in putting together the internal laws of the Virgin Islands and revising the 
judicial codes of Guam and American Samoa. 
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Judge Sloviter: To understand this event it is necessary to go back in time. 

When I was a lawyer, each federal judge in the Third Circuit could 

invite one attorney as his selection to attend the Third Circuit Judicial 

Conference. This was a very honored invitation. Under the Rules of the 

Third Circuit, as I understood it then, if an attorney was invited three 

times, he became a permanent delegate to the Third Circuit Conference, 

and the judge was then free to make another invitation. Attorneys who 

became permanent members were so proud of that honor that they would 

frequently list it on their resumes in Martindale-Hubbell, or otherwise. 

One or two of the lawyers in my law firm were permanent delegates. I, of 

course, was never invited. 

When I went to the first Judicial Conference that I attended as a 

judge, I noticed that judges tended to appoint their mirror images as their 

delegates, so that attorney representation at the Judicial Conference was 

exclusively white male. Of course, I named a female attorney as my 

invitee. However, I also thought that it was essential to wake the judges 

up to what they were doing. I asked then Chief Judge Seitz to give me a 

few minutes at the end of the judges' meeting as a matter of personal 

privilege, and I told him what my concern was. It was evident that he did 

not want to have me create any dissention, but I insisted, and he agreed. 

One of my secretaries recently uncovered my statement and, as it is short, 

I include it here: 

- 106 -



"I have taken the extraordinary step of requesting, as a 

matter of personal privilege, leave to interrupt the regularly 

scheduled proceedings to direct your attention to an issue 

which I believe cannot be avoided. That issue is the gross 

underrepresentation of women and minorities among the 

attorney delegates to this Conference. While I do not have 

the figures for black delegates, we can derive the 

percentage of women who have been invited to attend. 

Unless women are currently being given names such as 

Steven, Sanford and Peter, a count of the delegates as listed 

in your program shows that of 211 permanent members 

listed, two are women, and one of those would have been 

invited anyway because she is a full time United States 

Magistrate. Of the 75 lawyer delegates listed as having 

been selected for the 1981 Conference, 6 or a total of 8% 

are women. Thus, the total representation of women 

invited to participate as lawyers representing the Third 

Circuit bar is less than 3 %. In my experience on the Court 

of Appeals, that is not fairly representative of the role 

played by women in our Circuit. 

"This is not the forum to consider or reconsider the 

women in our Circuit. 

"This is not the forum to consider or reconsider the 

manner in which delegates are chosen. What must be faced 

forthrightly is the gross underrepresentation which has 

resulted. The growing lack of interest in this issue on a 

national level does not relieve us of our responsibility. 

Lawyers and Judges have traditionally been in the forefront 

of issues of equality and social justice. These issues will 

not fade away. 
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"The program of this Conference does not permit 

either a response or a floor discussion today of this matter, 

since I have promised to turn the podium back to my 

patient colleague, Judge Weis, for the regularly scheduled 

events. I merely suggest that if we do not take steps to 

remedy the seriously unrepresentative character of the bar 

segment of this Conference before we meet again next year, 

then the 1982 Conference will fail to adequately serve the 

purpose behind the statute requiring such Conferences to be 

convened.,,* 

At the end of my very brief statement, there were a noticeable 

number of hisses -- from the judges! I held my head high and walked 

back to my seat. 

Significantly, the following year, a number of the Districts 

(perhaps all of them, I don't remember) decided to make their invitation 

on a group basis rather than by individual judges, and there were some 

women and I believe minority attorneys invited. In time, I lobbied for an 

open Conference, at which any member of the bar in the Third Circuit was 

free to attend the Judicial Conference -- which I thought was a much more 

democratic way of handling the invitations. The Third Circuit Rule was 

changed, I believe, during my tenure and perhaps during Judge 

Higginbotham' s tenure as Chief Judge at my instigation and with his full 

support, and it is no longer an issue. 

Statement of Dolores K. Sloviter, Circuit Judge at the Judicial Conference of the Third Judicial Circuit of the 
United States, September 2, 1981. 
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When you joined the court, I gather that you attended some judicial 

training program? 

Yes, all new federal judges go to Washington to be trained by the Federal 

Judicial Center at two days of sessions. Because the judges at that time 

were mostly Omnibus Bill judges who had been appointed under the 

Carter administration, there were thirty-some Court of Appeals judges. 

This was the first time that the FJC ever had a special session just for 

Court of Appeals judges. Before that, there had been joint training for 

court of appeals judges and district judges. I forget what the sessions 

were. One of them was on ethics. It was a wonderful two full days 

because then we all had the opportunity to meet each other. Traditionally, 

there's a dinner at the Supreme Court with the Chief Justice, and the Chief 

Justice then had all the women come out, taking pictures. The picture is 

hanging in my office. But, in addition to that, the women's groups wanted 

to do a reception for the women judges; there were ten of us. 72 

Ten out of thirty? 

There were ten women appointed by President Carter in the Court of 

Appeals. Before that there was only one woman sitting on the court of 

appeals, Shirley Hofstedler, who was on the Court of Appeals on the Ninth 

Circuit, but Carter later appointed her Secretary of Education, I think. 

72 Hon. Betty B. Fletcher (Ninth Circuit), Washington; Hon. Amalya L. Kearse (Second Circuit), New York; Hon. 
Cornelia G. Kennedy (Sixth Circuit), Michigan; Hon. Phyllis A. Kravitch (Fifth Circuit), Georgia; Hon. Dorothy W. 
Nelson (Ninth Circuit), California; Hon. Carolyn D. Randall (Fifth Circuit), Texas; Hon. Mary M. Schroeder (Ninth 
Circuit), Arizona; Hon. Stephanie K. Seymour (Tenth Circuit), Oklahoma; Hon. Dolores K. Sloviter (Third Circuit), 
Pennsylvania; Hon. Patricia M. Wald (District of Columbia Circuit), Washington, D.C. 
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There had been two other women before that. This was really, a very big 

change. It was a sea change. There had been one woman on the Second 

Circuit, I think. 

Correct. 

So, there were no sitting women on the Court of Appeals at that time. 

Cornelia Kennedy had been appointed as a District Judge in the 

Republican administration, but Carter had moved her up to the Court of 

Appeals. The party for the women was a fund raiser held at the Harriman 

home in Georgetown donated by Mrs. Harriman. 73 Obviously, the women 

being honored didn't have to pay. And, at one point, when the lecturer 

was telling us what we could and couldn't do, I asked Patricia Wald, 

whom I was sitting next to, 74 if it was permissible to attend an affair that 

people had to pay to attend. We checked into it, and we were told by 

whoever was organizing this reception that they weren't going to make 

money but they had to cover the costs of the reception and the insurance 

because the Harriman home was full of the most fantastic art work. I 

mean, you just look at a table and there was a little sculpture, a Gauguin 

over here, a Matisse somewhere else. It was an incredible experience. It 

was a wonderful party; and my husband went, of course. It was a 

wonderful party. And everybody was feeling ebullient over the fact that 

there now were ten women; there was soon to be eleven, because Ruth 

73 At the home of the Governor and Mrs. W. Averell Harriman. 
74 Patricia McGowan Wald (b. 1928) was appointed to United States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia 
Circuit and served as Chief Judge from 1986-1991. She retired from the court in 1999, and became the United 
States representative judge on the International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia. 
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Bader Ginsberg was about to be appointed to the DC Circuit. She hadn't 

been appointed at that time, but she went to the party. 

Who were the other notable members of your class? 

Come look at the picture. One was Amalya Kearse75 on the Second 

Circuit, one was Stephanie Seymour76 on the Tenth Circuit. There were 

three on the Ninth Circuit, Betty Fletcher, 77 the current Chief Judge of the 

Ninth Circuit, Mary Shroeder,78 and Carolyn King. Patricia Wald79 was 

on the DC Circuit. Here they are, I think that the women felt a 

camaraderie that has lasted until this day. Not that we became personally 

friendly, but if we see each other at an event, we greet each other very 

warmly. I think we all feel that way. 

Did you find among this group of people that you would continue to talk 

to about issues that arose as a judge? 

That doesn't happen because we are so widely dispersed. And, since then, 

of course, there have been many other women that have gone on to the 

Courts of Appeals. But there is a sense, as I have mentioned before, of 

camaraderie among that first group. But I think it's hard to repeat. 

But I gather, as well, that many of you have individually become known 

for doing things within your circuit? 

Like any judge. I don't know that the women are any different. 

75 Amalya Lyle Kearse (b. 1937) is a judge of the United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit, appointed 
by President Jimmy Carter in 1979. She took senior status in 2002. 
76 Stephanie Kulp Seymour (b. 1940) is currently a senior judge on the Tenth Circuit. 
77 Betty Binns Fletcher (b. 1923). 
78 Mary M. Schroeder (b. 1940) became Chief Judge of the Ninth Circuit in 2000, the first woman to hold that post. 
79 See footnote 74, above. 
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For example, you were responsible for establishing the Task Force here in 

the Third Circuit.80 

But that was years later. Yes, but that's true. I don't know that I was the 

first to become, I may have been the first to become a chief judge out of 

that group, but there was a woman who was chief of the Federal Circuit a 

little before I was. I forgot her name, 81 I think she has since died. Maybe 

I was the second. I'm not sure. It didn't matter. It might be of interest to 

you because of the people who have been making these inquiries, but it 

wasn't very important to me. 

Well, when you did become chief judge, you established in 1994 the Task 

Force on Equal Treatment. What led up to the creation of that? 

There had been great deal of interest in studies of the status of women in 

the courts. A congressional statute authorized such studies and we got 

money to support that. I thought it was something that was worthwhile to 

do and we used the money to hire a full-time staff person. And I got a 

wonderful woman judge, Anne Thompson,82 who was chief judge of the 

District of New Jersey, an African-American woman, to head up the 

whole Task Force. Then we had two separate commissions, one was 

looking into gender and one was looking into race and ethnicity. 

When I ask what led to the creation of the Task Force, let me be more 

specific. What were the concerns at the time? I think it's difficult for 

80 See Report of the Third Circuit Task Force on Equal Treatment in the Courts, 42 VILL. L. REV. 1355 ( 1997). 
81 Helen Wilson Nies (1925-1996) became Chief Judge of the United States Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit 
in 1990, serving in that capacity until 1994. 
82 Anne Elise Thompson joind the court in 1979. 
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some people today looking back to imagine the types of issues that were 

commg up. 

I think the congressional statute sets forth the concerns. I think there may 

have been some feeling or some concern that women and minorities 

weren't being treated equally in the courts. We decided to do a very 

intensive inquiry, and we had a hundred judges working with us 

throughout the circuit on different committees and different groups that 

had volunteered. And the report was published in Villanova Law 

Review. 83 But it was a very careful search. The questions that we asked 

were vetted by some high-class economists from NERA, National 

Economic Research Association. They were willing, I think, to help us. I 

don't think they were paid. I don't remember that. But we wanted to be 

sure we were asking the right questions; that when the responses came in 

they were being evaluated according to appropriate survey analysis. We 

had groups talking to former prisoners as to how they had been treated. 

The Bankruptcy Bar was questioned with respect to what their experience 

had been. We sent out surveys to a lot of trial lawyers and appellate 

lawyers. The result ultimately was that nobody could find any facts that 

suggested that there was disparate treatment, which was a very interesting 

result. But one group, which was a group of minority women, had a 

perception that they were being treated differently, even though there were 

no data to support that. So, Judge Thompson, as a follow-up, undertook 
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certain programs to see how one could meet that perception or discuss it. 

There were focus groups all over the circuit. It took a lot of time and a lot 

of effort. The problem was that, when I ceased being Chief Judge, the 

next Chief Judge, Becker,84 thought the whole thing was ridiculous and 

disbanded everything. And so there it ended. 

In addition to your creation of the Task Force, were there any other acts 

you took as Chief Judge that reflected your interest in and concern about 

women lawyers and employees? 

Throughout my tenure as Chief Judge, I was always conscious of the need 

that women be considered on an equal plane with male candidates. For 

example, the Circuit Executive had always been a male. When the 

position became vacant during my tenure, I believe I was instrumental in 

the consideration of and the eventual hiring of Toby Slawsky, who became 

our Circuit Executive on July 12, 1993. In addition, when we considered 

candidates for bankruptcy judges, I made sure that both the committee 

nominating bankruptcy judges and the candidates for bankruptcy judge 

included women. As a result, there were quite a number of female 

bankruptcy judges appointed during my tenure, and there have been since. 

What, during your period of time on the court, would you consider to be 

your biggest cases? 
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That's hard. I have to think some more about that. At one point, you 

mean biggest cases in terms of cases that made an impact on law or cases 

that got the most publicity? 

Cases that made the biggest impact in the law. 

Well, I wrote the opinion in Apple v. Franklin that raised the question of 

whether the Apple computer operating program could be protected by 

copyright. The argument in that case was an interesting one. Franklin 

argued that, because the operating program is embedded within the 

computer, it wasn't subject to copyright. The issue in that case and the 

argument that was made on behalf of Franklin -- and Franklin was 

represented by Jerry Shestak, in that case, Apple was represented by 

somebody, I think from Arizona -- was that if you were to protect the 

operating program, it had to be by patent rather than by copyright, which 

was a very interesting argument. I didn't know anything about computers. 

I still don't know too much, but I actually started to take a computer class 

at Penn. The class was supported by either the FJC or the AO, who paid 

for the computer class at Penn which I took in the evenings so that I could 

understand enough about the process, which was new then, to be able to 

answer the arguments that were being made. By reading through the 

material and asking questions at the argument, I learned that computer 

code could generate a written document even though we don't ordinarily 

see it. Therefore, we decided that that was comparable to the kind of 

writing that copyright protects so that we could hold that it was protectable 
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under copyright law. It would not have been protectable under patent law 

because it would have been sufficiently foreseen by prior works that it 

wasn't a big enough advance over that. And that was apparently of some 

significance. I know Temple Law School, twenty years after the opinion 

came out, had a whole symposium on the effect of that case. 

Well, of course, it led to revisions of the Copyright Act, which adopted the 

position that you had taken on the copyrightability of software codes. But 

you've seemed to have drawn your fair share of cases involving 

technology? 

Not really. I had one patent case. 

You also decided the ACLU v. Reno85 case. 

Yes, but that wasn't technology. That's First Amendment. 

Yeah, well it was First Amendment on the internet. 

Well, yes. I don't know about that. I think other people have had difficult 

technology cases; I did have one interesting motion. It came up as a 

motion. The motion panel was Chief Judge Seitz, Judge Garth and myself 

-- and it came about as a result of Three Mile Island event. The Three 

Mile Island people were preparing to let the water that had been affected 

slowly drain into the groundwater. The anti-nuclear people filed a motion 

for an injunction to stop that. We don't usually hear arguments on 

motions, but we heard that one because there was substantial public 

interest. It was just the same time that a movie came out about a fictional 

85 American Civil Liberties Union v. Reno, 217 F. 3d 162 (2000). 
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nuclear explosion within a plant. We had twenty-six hours to prepare 

because they were about to release the water. The effort was to get us to 

enter an injunction to stop it. We had twenty-six hours to decide that 

before we heard the argument on the motion. I've never had a science 

course in my life, but my husband was a member of the First Radiation 

Safety Committee at the Hospital of the University of Pennsylvania, so he 

knew a lot of this. He stayed up with me -- I think he stayed up until 

about 2 or 3 in the morning. I stayed up almost all night trying to go 

through material that I really didn't understand. And then we went into 

court. We decided that Congress had given this issue to the Atomic 

Energy Commission even though we were convinced that they hadn't 

really thought this through, especially a problem that still exists -- how do 

you dispose of the nuclear waste? Which is still a problem. How do you 

transport nuclear waste? How do you get it to Yucca Mountain in 

Nevada? But we decided that it really wasn't a court issue, it was up to the 

agency, and if they were going to blow us up, well, they were going to 

blow us up. But we couldn't stop it. 

Let me switch gears a little bit. You've been a practitioner, you've been a 

law professor where you had lots of students including female students, 

you've been a mother of a daughter, and now you're a judge. What advice 

would you give to young women lawyers today? 

The situation that the young women lawyers are facing today is very 

different from the ones that I faced. In law school, we were obviously 
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discriminated against. That's not happening today. There are more 

women law students now than there are male, and the big issue, and I read 

about it all the time, is that when women have been very successful in law 

school and have landed high power jobs in law firms, they leave mostly 

before they have broken the glass ceiling -- before they have really 

reached the top. And that's an issue that the profession is going to have to 

deal with, but is trying to now. I just noticed today in today's Legal 

Intelligencer that some firms are thinking about having child care centers 

within the law firm. Obviously, women bear the children and whatever 

one says about equal parental responsibility, it more often than not falls on 

the shoulders of the women, or they just feel emotionally that this is 

something they want to do -- they want to spend their time with the 

children while the children are growing up. My daughter, for example, 

does that at home by computer although she doesn't work away from 

home, but she's married and has three children and will not take a job 

outside of the home so that she can be there when the children need her. 

She wants to be a nurturing mother. Now, it was my experience in raising 

her that I could be a nurturing mother, but I was fortunate because I had 

the resources to hire help. I was teaching when she was very young, so 

that I had a more flexible schedule. I could do some of my work at home. 

Judges, as a matter of fact, unless they are on trial, can work at home. 

Many of my colleagues on the Court of Appeals do a lot of work at home. 

Women lawyers can work at home depending on the kind of work that 
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they are doing. But if they're trying to do trial work, it's most difficult 

because you can't always schedule around a child's illness, for example. I 

think that if women want to be lawyers, then they should talk to their law 

firms about scheduling. Now, I had a law clerk who was wonderful, 

Nancy Winkleman, 86 who had two young children. And when she 

realized she was pregnant, she had a job in a big Philadelphia firm, the 

Schnader firm, and she said to me that she wouldn't be able to do it, and I 

suggested that she should talk to the firm and see if she could do some 

work from home. That firm was very accommodating and they let her 

work part-time and to do that. In fact, they made her a partner even while 

she was working part-time, and she is now an outstanding member of the 

Philadelphia bar and well-known throughout the profession. I think it's 

possible. But I still think that the profession has got to make adjustments. 

Have you faced that in your own chambers with the staff that you have 

here? 

No, I haven't. In fact, the only law clerk who raised the issue was a male 

law clerk who said he believed in equal parenting responsibilities. So, on 

two days a week he had to leave early, I believe, at 5 rather than at 6:30 so 

he could pick up the children. I told him that was fine. And he did that. 

One of my secretaries adopted two children, and, with the first, she came 

back in a short period of time. With the second, she left for a couple of 

86 Nancy Winkleman, a partner at the Philadelphia law firm of Schnader Harrison Segal & Lewis LLP, clerked for 
Judge Sloviter from 1987 to 1988. 
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years, just left. But when I became chief judge and I had an extra position, 

I rehired her part-time. She's now back working full time. 

Well, do you think that the roles of women in the profession have changed 

since you first came to the profession? 

I don't understand the question. We know now that the Philadelphia Bar 

Association has had women as their chancellors. The first was a Temple 

law student of mine. There's a women chancellor now. There'll be one, I 

think the one after this one, will also be a woman. So, if that's what you 

mean by roles, I think they have now assumed leadership roles in the 

profession. 

So they've assumed leadership roles in the profession, but they're still 

facing the glass ceiling obstacle when it comes to the firms. 

Well, that's what I read, but I have no personal experience on that. I have 

friends who have been heads of the litigation department of their firms. 

One friend has four children. But, although she was very unusual, I am 

confident that it's a trend whose time has come. 

[End of Part IV] 
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July 25, 2007 

Judge Sloviter, I am very much enjoying our time together, but I would 

like to, at this stage, talk about something a little bit different. You've 

been on the bench now for 28 years, which is quite a long time. And, 

looking back, I'm curious. How would you describe what it's like to be a 

judge, relate to other judges, and have your own chambers? 

Well, I'm not sure I understand the question. Or I'm not sure the question 

is susceptible of being answered. I can tell you that when I first became a 

judge, the first decision one has to make is the selection of secretaries and 

selection of law clerks. In 1979, when I came on the bench, Court of 

Appeals judges were allotted one secretary and two law clerks. But in 

October of 1979, that was changed to two secretaries and three law clerks. 

I don't remember if we advertised for a secretary or word of mouth, but 

Martha Verna applied. She had been a secretary in a law firm, and her 

lawyer employer had died. And she was very highly recommended and 

she's still with me now, sitting outside as we sit here. And someone 

named Mary Lou Kanz, who had been assigned to the Circuit Executives 

Office in the Third Circuit, applied and she was very capable, and I hired 

her as soon as I could hire the second secretary. And she's with me now. 

She had a little break when she adopted two children. She was out two 
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years and then she was back on a part-time basis. Now she's back on a 

full-time basis, so I haven't had much change in that connection. 

Oh, that's wonderful to have had such consistent help over the years. 

Yes. And as far as law clerks go, there was a Temple Law student (whom 

I won't name) who had gotten the job and who had been hired to be Judge 

Biggs' law clerk. Judge Biggs was then a Senior Judge at the Third 

Circuit, very well-respected. When he died, I was asked by the law school 

to consider hiring the young man, who had a very good academic record 

as a law clerk. Then, I guess we must have sent out feelers, or 

advertisements, or something to other law clerks. I did hire the Temple 

Law clerk, but he didn't stay long. Every time I came into the room he 

would stand up at attention. And it was obvious to me that we didn't' 

have a rapport, because I wanted the law clerks to be more casual in their 

interaction with me. So he left and went elsewhere. I hired a woman who 

had applied, who turned out to be wonderful. Her name was then Renee 

Sobol. She has since married Michael Fitz, who was Judge 

Higginbotham's law clerk, and he is now the Dean of Penn Law School. I 

hired a Penn law graduate, he turned out perfectly acceptable, but then I 

had to replace the third law clerk. 

During the period when I was notified by the Justice Department 

that my name was being submitted, and there would be some talk, 

someone from Justice suggested that, since it was going to be the spring 

vacation, I should take my family and go on a vacation. I think we went to 
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Puerto Rico. We were on top of a mountain in Puerto Rico, I forget which 

mountain, and I heard this voice at the top of the mountain, saying, 

"Professor Sloviter", "Professor Sloviter". And I looked around and there 

was a young man, whom I didn't recognize, but he told me he was a 

student in my Antitrust class. His name was Javier Arrastia, and I said, 

"Well, Javier, all I have to tell you is that when I come back to class, be 

prepared because I'll call on you, because I don't think I called on you 

before." I did look him up when I came back. He had a wonderful 

average, he was a very, very good student. He had been in the Ph.D. 

program, I think for philosophy, for two years. He didn't like it, and he 

was working at that time in the post office, I think. So when this position 

became available, I had the law school contact him and I spoke to him and 

I asked him if he was still available. He was. He's not a very aggressive 

person and so I hired him, and he was fine. He had trouble getting a job 

after his year with me, and I had a friend at that time who was regional 

council for Social Security. I had him go there and so she hired him. And 

he's still with that department after all these years, but he's now an 

administrative law judge and he's done fine. I hired him first as a law 

clerk. 

Over the 28 years, you've obviously had many many law clerks. 

Almost 1 00, I think. 

Almost 100. Have any of them gone on to become judges? 

I don't know, but a lot of them went on to become professors. 
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I can attest to the fact that two of them are my colleagues. 

That's right. But in addition, I have a former law clerk who is a professor 

at University of Virginia Law School, one at Indiana, another at 

Vanderbilt. Really, all over America. I think fourteen or fifteen. 

Well, how would you describe the relationship between the judge and the 

judge's law clerk? 

I think it depends on the Judge and the law clerk. It's been good. I make 

certain rules. I don't want the law clerks to work at night. I don't want 

the law clerks to work on the weekends. I want them to come in and work 

while they're here, usually 8:30 to 6:30 and then leave and feel free to 

open their minds to other things. I remain in contact with many of them, 

they've been very friendly, complimentary. I just got an email a couple 

weeks ago from one of my former law clerks who is in Paris with a small 

firm, and he wrote something like, "I never realized before how much you 

prepared me for that which I am now doing." He came from Cornell Law 

School. He married, and has a child. He sent me an email picture. And I 

have, out in my secretarial area, pictures. I call them 'Sloviter's Chamber 

Grandchildren' because they are the children of law clerks who have sent 

them in, usually around holiday time. And they are growing. 

Well, it's interesting that you used "they're the family" analogy. I was 

actually thinking of the teaching analogy that in some ways you are the 

teacher and in some ways you are the parent of all these former law clerks. 

I don't know whether parent is the right word. 
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Well, it's an extended family. 

Yes, I think it's more like that, with many law clerks. Many of them, 

when they were available, came to my husband's funeral. On my 25th 

anniversary -- we usually have 5 year parties, reunions with the law clerks 

-- they had given me, I remember, a ten year reunion in a restaurant and a 

twenty year one, and then for the 25th year. Since I was on the board of 

the Constitution Center, I invited all of them and their spouses, significant 

others, and special friends to an evening at the Constitution Center. I 

think we had about 86 people who came. And that was just wonderful. 

So you are looking forward to your 30th? 

I don't know. We'll see. 

What do you look forward to? 

I just want to continue doing the same thing I'm doing now. I don't want 

to take senior status. I think that I am physically and mentally fit to 

continue as an active judge. Some of my colleagues have asked me to 

continue that way. I don't know what I'd do if I were to take senior status. 

I think, all the time, if there was any time I would spend it doing the same 

thing, work perhaps a little less intensely. You know, the first time I had a 

date with my husband, he asked me a question that I think is a very good 

one: "If money was not the consideration, what would you be doing?" 

And I said, I think, the same thing that I was doing then. I don't think now 

that I would be practicing law, but that was my answer then. And I asked 

him the same thing. He said, yes, he'd do the same thing that he was 
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doing, which was teaching at the Medical School and researching, but he 

might do it with a little less push or tension that one has when one has to 

make one's name. So, I think I would be doing the same thing. I've 

already made that public to my colleagues. 

So you are doing something that you're comfortable in and that you like 

doing. 

Yes, I really do. 

And you also have time to spend with your daughter? 

Not much, but I do. I make time for that, and my grandchildren. 

And your grandchildren? 

Yes, I make time for that. What would you be doing, can you answer the 

question that Henry asked me? 

If it didn't ... 

If money was not a consideration? 

If money was not a consideration, I'd be doing the same thing. 

Well, then, we're both happy. 

Yes. And I think that's probably the lesson that I would want my children, 

my daughter to learn, which is, do something that you're happy with. And 

if all works out well, then you'll have a wonderful life. 

That's right, and if it doesn't work out well, then change it. And that's 

what I did when I went from practice, which went well, but I was ready to 

leave for teaching. 

To be open to change. 
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That's right. Especially if you feel the need to change. The profession has 

changed a great deal, of course, if I look back. I think there's no longer an 

issue of discrimination against women lawyers. There may still be some 

difficulty to reach what is known as the glass ceiling, at least one hears 

that, but I don't have that, I didn't have any personal experience of that. 

When you look around the federal judiciary and you see ten women whom 

Carter appointed, who turned out to be eleven, had been Chief Judges 

because their time had, [?] they moved up the scale. Some are now Chief 

Judges, and some are just beginning to give that up. Many of them have 

taken senior status. And I think that was their own preference. 

Of course, in the Judicial ranks, in law schools, too, there's a lot of 

visibility and pressure to have greater diversity. 

What do you mean by diversity? You mean in gender terms? 

Yes. 

Well, that happened with Carter, that was President Carter's contribution. 

I would say two things: to have more diversity and not to discriminate. 

Since there is more visibility, it is harder for there to be discrimination 

than say, in a typical law firm. 

Oh, well, that may be. You're talking about the practice again? 

Yes. 

I don't think there's any such thing as discrimination against female 

judges. Although, when I first was a judge, I remember in an early case 

there was an elderly man, who came with a prepared text, and I asked him 

- 127 -



some questions, and he was very antagonistic. And, finally, he said, 

"Lady, if you ( or something like that) stop asking me questions, I'll go 

along with my presentation." [laughter] He apparently didn't realize that 

the reason for oral argument is for the Court to ask questions. There was 

no reason to try to explain that to him, because he was set in his ways, so 

we just let him talk. Ultimately, I wrote the opinion on behalf of his 

client. [laughter] He didn't antagonize me in any way. 

I've been very fortunate. I've tried a number of cases which have 

presented important, unique issues in the law, and that's been very 

challenging. And although we now have many rote issues, mostly 

immigration and asylum cases since the enactment of the REAL ID Act 

where the applications go directly to an immigration judge (and they can, 

they don't always, be considered by the BIA). So, they come up to the 

Court of Appeals, they don't ever go to the District Court -- so they come 

up to the Court of Appeals, many times, without a good opinion. And you 

get the same issues over and over again: the Chinese Family Planning and 

Ethnic Chinese Christians in Indonesia. And we get a lot of the sentencing 

cases after Booker,87 and they are not[?], most of them are not very 

intellectually stimulating, but we get enough intellectually stimulating 

cases that it's worthwhile. I just heard an argument under the Fair Labor 

Standards Act which raises the issue of the Donning and Doffing of 

Equipment. That's a new issue that the Supreme Court has dealt with, but 

87 United States v. Booker, 543 U.S. 220, 125 S.Ct. 738 (2005). 

- 128 -



Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

not with it in the detail that it comes up. So, there's always something 

down the lane that's sufficiently intellectually stimulating that you just 

want to go in the next day and work on. 

And, let's hope, Judge Sloviter, that you continue to have those kinds of 

cases to think about. 

As long as I'm physically and mentally able to. [laughter] I have a deal 

with one of my colleagues that if he thinks that I begin to fail, he will let 

me know. But, I'm on the committee, the Judicial Conference Committee 

on Judicial Conduct and Disability; there's only five judges on that 

committee, all of us former Chief Judges working on rules to Implement 

the Breyer Commission Report. So I am very cognizant of those issues. 

Do you find that having taught law and aging has been a benefit in 

working for those issues? 

I think that having taught law has been a benefit throughout my judicial 

career. I don't think I would have been competent to be a Judge without 

having been a law professor. I don't thing that having taught aging is 

relevant. It was nice, but it wasn't relevant. The kind of intellectual push 

that teaching requires -- analysis -- I think is very helpful for a Judge. 

And, of course, the writing, as well. The legal analysis and rigor? 

Yes, but I nearly go back to my law review days for the writing 

experience, all the way back. 

I must say, I do love the teaching, and I think that you're totally right -- it 

gives you an appreciation for the development of the law and the place of 
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judging in the development of the law that you may not always get from 

practice. 

That's right. That's right. And also, it gives you the opportunity to be 

neutral. To consider and analyze an issue without having a client and a 

client's position that you have to uphold. And you can do that teaching, 

and you can do that as a Judge, but you can't do that as a practitioner. 

That's true. The independence. 

And, of course, the practice of law has changed so remarkably now that 

there's so much pressure on bringing in business, which I never would 

have been able to do. I never could have been as successful today. 

Do you think those changes will ultimately affect the judiciary? 

Well, I don't know. I mean, they may make more practicing lawyers 

available or willing to take judicial jobs, but not unless the federal judicial 

pay is substantially increased because one of my law clerks, for example, 

who is going to a law firm in New York, told me that she just got word 

from the firm that she gets a $70,000 bonus if she comes to the law firm 

after two years as a clerk. Just off the track. $70,000. I think it's 

changed. I would not like to be practicing law today. Some Judges go 

back because they need the money, but I'm single, I'm alone. My 

daughter is not rich, but they know that they're going to have to provide 

for themselves, although she has a little cushion from her father and she 

will have a big cushion from me and her husband's family, so I don't 

worry about them. 
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Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Professor Boss: 

Judge Sloviter: 

Which gives you a good amount of independence? 

And which gives them, too, because her husband just left a really 

wonderful job at Mathematica to go take a job teaching and administering 

at a Charter School as part of a KIPP program in North Philadelphia, north 

of Temple. I admire him tremendously for doing that. He has to get up 

early in the morning and be there at 7:00 a.m. The drive is from Yardley 

all the way to North Philadelphia -- and that takes devotion. 

But it's wonderful that they can do that and that you've been able to help 

them do that. 

A little bit. My husband's trust fund helps them. 

[End] 
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Significant Rulings 1 

American College of Obstetricians and Gynecologists v. Thornburgh, 737 
F.2d 283 (3d Cir. 1984): The Third Circuit remanded the district court's partial 
grant and partial denial of the plaintiff's motion for a preliminary injunction against 
enforcement of the Pennsylvania Abortion Control Act of 1982, holding: (a) that 
the provision of the Act proscribing abortions after fetal viability was 
constitutional; (b) that the provision requiring abortion facilities to file certain 
reports subject to public disclosure was constitutional; (c) that certain other 
elements of the Act required the Pennsylvania Supreme Court to fill legislative 
gaps; but ( d) that the Act's requirements for detailed reports by physicians, 
requirements for discriminatory insurance for physicians, requirements that 
physicians provide specified information to patients, requirements regarding 
methods of abortion, requirements for a second physician to be in attendance, 
and requirements trading off the mother's health for that of the fetus, were 
unconstitutional. Among the many issues covered in Sloviter's opinion, she held 
that a state can regulate the exercise of a minor's constitutional rights more than 
it can an adult's because of the special.considerations minors need, but she 
concluded that a state cannot impose a parental veto on a minor's decision to 
have an abortion. She held that a state must provide a procedure in which a 
pregnant minor may show either that she is mature enough to make the decision 
or that, despite her immaturity, an abortion will be in her best interests. The 
Supreme Court postponed consideration of jurisdiction until a hearing on the 
merits, after which it held that it lacked appellate jurisdiction but would address 
the merits on certiorari. On the merits, it affirmed. Thornburgh v. American 
College of Obstetricians, 4 76 U.S. 7 4 7 ( 1986). 

Davidson v. O'Lone, 752 F.2d 817 (3d Cir. 1984): The Third Circuit 
reversed the district court's award of damages in a § 1983 claim that alleged 
negligent denial of due process arising from an attack on Davidson by another 
prisoner, whose threats against him had been noted to corrections personnel. 
Sloviter wrote that negligent failure to protect a prisoner does not constitute 
deprivation of due process interests. The Supreme Court affirmed, requiring 
proof of abuse of state power for a finding of deprivation of due process. 
Davidson v. Cannon, 474 U.S. 344 (1986). 

Northeast Women's Center, Inc. v. McMonagle, 868 F.2d 1342 (3d Cir. 
1989): Sloviter wrote the panel decision holding that acts of anti-abortion 
protesters may serve as predicate offenses that fall under the civil provision of 
the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act. 

1 Based on the Almanac of the Federal Judiciary (2006) 



Britt v. Naval Investigative Service, 886 F.2d 544 (3d Cir. 1989): Sloviter 
wrote the panel opinion holding that the release of investigatory information by a 
federal agency about an individual to his employing agency to inform it of the 
employee's possible lack of integrity did not fall within Privacy Act exceptions. 

United States v. Steinmetz, 973 F.2d 212 (3d Cir. 1992): Sloviter, wrote 
the panel opinion holding that the United States succeeded to ownership of the 
bell of the ALABAMA, a Confederate ship which was sunk off the shore of 
France in a battle with the Union ship KEARSARGE, because the United States 
succeeded to title of all property of the Confederacy. Sloviter began the opinion 
by writing "The circumstances out of which this appeal arises are more suited to 
an epic poem than a legal opinion." 

Leucadia Inc. v. Applied Extrusion Technologies, Inc., 998 F.2d 157 (3d 
Cir. 1993): Sloviter, writing for the panel, held that the presumptive common law 
right of public access to judicial records does not extend to discovery motions 
and supporting documents but public access does include all materials filed in 
connection with non-discovery pretrial motions. 

Dunn v. HOVIC, 1 F.3d 1371 (3d Cir. 1993), as corrected Aug. 5, 1993, 
cert. denied, 510 U.S. 1031 (1993): Sloviter, writing for a divided en bane court, 
held that the repetitive imposition of punitive damages against a single defendant 
in mass tort cases arising from the same series of events does not violate the 
Due Process Clause. 

New Jersey v. United States, 91 F.3d 463 (3d Cir. 1996): Sloviter, writing 
for the panel, held that New Jersey's actions to seek reimbursement for 
incarcerating and educating illegal aliens, based on the federal government's 
failure to control its international borders, are non-justiciable under the political 
question doctrine. 

1996: Sloviter sat on a panel of three judges specially convened to review 
the federal Communications Decency Act. The law intended to make the Internet 
safe for children by banning "indecent" or "patently offensive" content. The panel 
overturned key parts of the Act, pronouncing it "unconstitutional on its face" and 
"profoundly repugnant." The three judges spent weeks learning their way around 
the Internet, guided by experts, and tested software that allows parents to screen 
out offensive material. They concluded that the government had failed to meet its 
burden of regulating speech by the least restrictive means. Each judge wrote an 
individual opinion in support of the panel's unanimous decision. The panel let 
stand prohibitions against obscenity and child pornography, both of which are 
excluded from First Amendment protections of free speech. 

The panel's decision overturning parts of the Communications Decency 
Act was hailed in publications such as Newsweek, Time, US News & World 
Report, and The New Republic, and was referred to as the New York Times v. 



Sullivan of cyberspace. An editorial in the New York Times praised the panel's 
ruling as "an eloquent decision that honors free speech." The Supreme Court 
affirmed. 

Voilas v. General Motors Corp., 170 F.3d 367 (3d Cir. 1999): Sloviter, 
writing for the panel, held that neither the Labor Management Relations Act nor 
the National Labor Relations Act preempt a state law claim that an employer 
induced employees to choose early retirement by fraudulently misleading them 
to believe the plant was closing. 

Orson, Inc. v. Miramax Film Corp., 189 F.3d 377 (3d Cir. 1999), cert. 
denied, 529 U.S. 1012 (2000): Sloviter, writing for an en bane court, held that 
the Copyright Act provisions giving copyright holders exclusive distribution rights 
preempts state law that sets conditions on how a motion picture distributor can 
license exclusive first run engagements. 

Bauman v. U.S. Healthcare, Inc. (In re U.S. Healthcare, Inc.), 193 F.3d 
151 (3d Cir. 1999), cert. denied, 530 U.S. 1242 (2000): Sloviter, writing for the 
panel, held that medical malpractice claims directed at a health maintenance 
organization's role in arranging for medical treatments, rather than its role as 
employee benefit plan administrator in determining benefits available to the plan 
participant, involved determinations of quality rather than quantity of appropriate 
care and thus were not removable as completely preempted by Section 502 of 
the Employee Retirement Income Security Act. 

First Merchants Acceptance Corp. v. J.C. Bradford & Co., 198 F.3d 394 
(3d Cir. 1999), as amended Dec. 16, 1999: Sloviter, writing for the panel, held 
that an individual member of a creditors committee is an "entity" authorized by 
Section 503(b)(4) of the Bankruptcy Code to recover attorneys' fees incurred in 
the capacity as a committee member, notwithstanding Section 1103(a)'s 
requirement of prior court approval for hiring of counsel by the committee itself. 

Bartnicki v. Vopper, 200 F.3d 109 (1999): Sloviter, writing for the majority, 
reversed the damages award to a plaintiff whose intercepted conversation had 
been broadcast by two radio stations as news. The plaintiff sued under Title Ill of 
the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968, as amended by the 
Electronic Communications Privacy Act of 1986, 18 U.S. C. § 2510. Since the 
defendants had not actually intercepted the conversation and the subject matter 
was of public significance, the First Amendment compelled reversing the award. 
The Supreme Court affirmed. 532 U.S. 514 (2001). 

Brytus v. Spang & Co., 203 F.3d 238 (3d Cir. 2000), as corrected Feb. 10, 
2000: Sloviter, writing for the majority, held that the Employee Retirement 
Income Security Act's authorization of attorneys' fees awards does not preclude 
an award of fees under the common fund doctrine in an appropriate case, 
subject to the district court's discretion. 



Lettrich v. J.C. Penney Co., 213 F.3d 765 (3d Cir. 2000): Sloviter, writing 
for the majority, held that evidence that the employer announced termination of a 
managerial severance benefit in a notice of shareholders meeting instead of 
using the established procedure for notifying employees of benefit changes 
raises a triable issue as to whether the employer actively concealed the material 
change in benefits or failed to provide notice of the benefit reduction reasonably 
calculated to ensure actual receipt by plan participants in violation of Employee 
Retirement Income Security Act and regulations. 

In re Grand Jury Subpoena, 223 F.3d 213 (3d Cir. 2000): Sloviter, writing 
for the panel, held that the target of a grand jury investigation who invokes the 
attorney-client privilege to quash a subpoena seeking documents and testimony 
by target's counsel has no right to review an ex parte affidavit in which the 
government asserts a crime-fraud exception to privilege. 

LePage's Inc. v. 3M, 324 F.3d 141 (3d Cir. 2003) (en bane): Sloviter, 
writing for the en bane court, upheld a $68 million treble damages verdict against 
3M. Sloviter rejected the Scotch tape maker's position that its conduct was legal 
as a matter of law because it never priced its tape below cost. Sloviter also 
rejected 3M's argument that the Section 2 analysis under the Sherman Act was 
altered by Brooke Group Ltd. v. Brown & Williamson Tobacco Corp., 509 U.S. 
209 (1993), a Robinson-Patman Act case involving predatory pricing in an 
oligopolistic market. Nothing in Brooke Group, Sloviter said, suggests "that a 
monopolist does not violate § 2 unless it sells below cost." 

A.A. v. New Jersey, 341 F.3d 206 (3d Cir. 2003): Sloviter, writing for the 
panel, held that an amendment to the New Jersey sex offender registration 
statute that makes convicted sex offenders' home addresses available to the 
general public on the Internet, rather than limiting disclosure to certain residents 
of the same county who are deemed likely to encounter an offender, as under a 
prior statute, furthers a compelling state interest in preventing placement of 
potential victims at risk in a mobile society, which outweighs the offenders' 
nontrivial constitutional privacy interest in their home addresses. 
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