
PROCEEDINGS IN THE SUPREME COURT 
OF THE UNITED STATES

3n Memory of Mr. Chief Justice Mughes1

MONDAY, MAY 8, 1950

Present: Mr . Chief  Justice  Vinson , Mr . Justice  
Black , Mr . Justi ce  Reed , Mr . Justi ce  Frankfurter , 
Mr . Justi ce  Dougla s , Mr . Justi ce  Jacks on , Mr . Jus -
tice  Burton , Mr . Justi ce  Clark , and Mr . Justice  
Mint on .

Mr . Solicitor  General  Perlm an  addressed the Court 
as follows:

May it please this Honorable Court: At a meeting of 
members of the Bar of the Supreme Court, held on No-
vember 4, 1949,2 resolutions expressing their profound 
sorrow at the death of Chief Justice Charles Evans 
Hughes were offered by a committee, of which the Hon-
orable John W. Davis was chairman.3 Addresses on the 

1 Mr . Chie f  Just ice  Hughe s , who had retired from active service 
July 1, 1941 (313 U. S. p. m), died at the Wianno Club, Osterville, 
Massachusetts, on August 27, 1948. Funeral services were con-
ducted at Riverside Church, New York City, on August 31, 1948, 
and interment was in Woodlawn Cemetery, New York City, on the 
same day.

2 The Committee on Arrangements for the meeting of the Bar con-
sisted of Solicitor General Philip B. Perlman, Chairman, Mr. James 
F. Byrnes, Mr. William D. Mitchell, Mr. George Wharton Pepper, 
Mr. William Phillips, Mr. Henry L. Stimson, Chief Justice Arthur T. 
Vanderbilt, and Mr. Owen D. Young.

3 The Committee on Resolutions consisted of Mr. John W. Davis, 
Chairman, Mr. Dean Acheson, Mr. Sidney S. Aiderman, Judge Flor-
ence E. Allen, Mr. Douglas Arant, Mr. Colley W. Bell, Mr. Francis 
Biddle, Mr. J. Crawford Biggs, Chief Judge John Biggs, Jr., Mr.
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resolutions were made by former Governor Nathan L. 
Miller of New York; former New York Appellate Divi-
sion Justice Joseph M. Proskauer; the Honorable Charles 
Cheney Hyde, Professor Emeritus of International Law 
at Columbia University and Solicitor of the Department 
of State during the period when Mr. Hughes was Secre-
tary of that Department; and the Honorable John Lord 
O’Brian, former Assistant Attorney General of the United 
States and a long-time associate of the late Chief Justice 
in many legal and political affairs before his elevation to 
the bench.4 The resolutions, adopted unanimously, are 
as follows:

RESOLUTIONS

On the 27th of August 1948 in the eighty-seventh year 
of his life, Charles Evans Hughes, eleventh Chief Justice 
of the United States, departed this life. He had laid 
down the burdens of his great office “for reasons of health

William Marshall Bullitt, Mr. Charles C. Burlingham, Mr. Pierce 
Butler, Mr. Emanuel Celler, Mr. Henry P. Chandler, Mr. Frederic R. 
Coudert, Mr. Homer S. Cummings, Chief Judge William Denman, Mr. 
Charles D. Drayton, Mr. Henry S. Drinker, Mr. John Foster Dulles, 
Mr. Charles Fahy, Mr. John S. Flannery, Mr. Robert V. Fletcher, Mr. 
William L. Frierson, Chief Judge Archibald K. Gardner, Chief Justice 
D. Lawrence Groner, Judge Augustus N. Hand, Chief Judge Learned 
Hand, Chief Judge Xenophon Hicks, Mr. Richard W. Hogue, Chief 
Judge Joseph C. Hutcheson, Jr., Mr. Francis R. Kirkham, Mr. Jacob 
M. Lashly, Chief Judge Bolitha J. Laws, Mr. Monte M. Lemann, Mr. 
Pat McCarran, Mr. Edwin McElwain, Chief Judge Calvert Magruder, 
Chief Judge J. Earl Major, Mr. Clarence E. Martin, Mr. Robert N. 
Miller, Mr. J. Blanc Monroe, Mr. George Maurice Morris, Chief Judge 
John J. Parker, Chief Judge Orie L. Phillips, Mr. Seth W. Richardson, 
Mr. Donald R. Richberg, Mr. Elihu Root, Jr., Mr. George H. Rublee, 
Mr. Charles B. Rugg, Judge Samuel H. Sibley, Mr. Willis Smith, Judge 
William M. Sparks, Chief Judge Harold M. Stephens, Judge Kim-
brough Stone, Judge Thomas D. Thacher, Mr. Huston Thompson, Mr. 
Harrison Tweed, Mr. Charles Warren, Judge George T. Washington, 
Judge Curtis D. Wilbur, and Mrs. Mabel Walker Willebrandt.

4 It is understood that these addresses will be published privately 
in a memorial volume to be prepared under the supervision of Mr. 
Charles Elmore Cropley, Clerk of this Court.
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and age,” as he said, on July 1, 1941. He carried how-
ever into his retirement and retained until his death the 
widespread admiration and affection which he had earned 
by a lifetime of devoted services to his profession and his 
country.

We, members of the Bar of the Supreme Court, meet 
today to place on record our estimate of the man and 
our appraisal of his labors.

His career belongs to history and we do not attempt 
to chronicle all of its incidents. Born of intellectual and 
cultured parents, he was trained by them in boyhood in 
the use of his exceptional mind. He early proved his 
mental power by consistently winning honors and dis-
tinction in his educational life. In 1884 when but 22 
years of age he was admitted to the bar of the State of 
New York and from that time until his death, no matter 
how tempted to other pursuits, he remained a servant of 
the law.

Upon his admission he entered the employ of the firm 
of Chamberlain, Carter & Hornblower in the City of New 
York and four years later, after he had become a partner, 
he married Miss Antoinette Carter, daughter of the senior 
member of the firm. It was a most fortunate choice and 
she remained his beloved companion until her death in 
1945 left a void that could not be filled.

He early interrupted his increasingly busy life at the 
bar by two years as a law teacher at Cornell University. 
And within little more than a decade after returning to 
the practice, he won public acclaim as counsel for com-
mittees of the Legislature of New York in the investi-
gation of the gas and insurance companies.

Comparatively young and relatively unknown, he dem-
onstrated an extraordinary capacity in dealing with com-
plicated accounts, and in ascertaining and revealing the 
existence of abuses and framing legislation designed to 
prevent their continuance or recurrence. In the investi-
gation of the life insurance companies especially, he at-
tracted favorable public attention throughout the land 
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and was given principal credit for exposing and eradi-
cating the illegal and objectionable practices that were 
then prevalent. His outstanding contribution in a matter 
of such vital Nation-wide importance soon reaped its 
deserved reward. Without his seeking, he was nominated 
and elected as Governor of the State in 1906 and reelected 
in 1908. Toward the end of his second gubernatorial 
term he was called by President Taft to the bench of the 
Supreme Court. This office he resigned after six years 
to become the Republican nominee for the presidency 
in 1916, and upon his defeat in the ensuing campaign he 
once more returned to active practice at the bar. In 
1921 President Harding named him as Secretary of State. 
After four years in that office he again took on the work 
of a practicing lawyer. In 1928 he was elected a judge 
of the permanent Court of International Justice but 
retired from that position when President Hoover in 1930 
nominated him for the Chief Justiceship.

It is notable that in all this chain of events he followed 
the rule, laid down by Benjamin Franklin, never to seek 
a public office and never to refuse one when offered. It 
could never be said of him that he was greedy for office. 
No nomination or appointment came to him of his own 
seeking. And his various terms of service were ended 
by his resignation. Thus he resigned as Governor to 
become a Justice of the Supreme Court; he resigned as 
Justice of the Supreme Court to become a nominee for 
the Presidency; he resigned as Secretary of State upon 
the election of President Coolidge; he resigned as Judge 
of the International Court to become Chief Justice of 
the United States.

When his biography comes to be written, it will be 
easy for the author to cull from his many opinions, 
speeches, and writings, passages that fully develop his 
philosophy of life. He was a self-contained and self- 
reliant man; never a silent one, yet not given overmuch 
to self-disclosure. But it is clear that from his earliest 
days he entertained a deep-rooted reverence for equal 
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justice under law. This was his ideal, this his guiding 
star, this his lifetime ambition to which he gave frequent 
expression and which he pursued with unswerving devo-
tion both on the bench and at the bar.

In the great speech which he delivered at London, in 
Westminster Hall in 1924, on behalf of the American Bar 
Association, he gave eloquent utterance to his creed. 
Said he:

“The fundamental conception which we especially cher-
ish as our heritage is the right to law itself, not as the 
edict of arbitrary power but as the law of a free people, 
springing from custom, responsive to their sense of justice, 
modified and enlarged by their free will to meet conscious 
needs and sustained by authority which is itself subject 
to the law—the law of the land. ... We of the common 
law respect authority but it is the authority of the legal 
order. We respect those who in station high or humble 
execute the law—because it is our law. We esteem them 
but only as they esteem and keep within the law.”

Even in private life he was not spared from public 
demands, as when President Wilson called on him to 
survey the aircraft program during World War I, or when 
in 1926 he headed a successful commission to reorganize 
the administrative agencies of the State. It was but nat-
ural, too, that his professional brethren should constantly 
call on him to lead and vitalize their various organizations. 
At one time or another he was President of the Associa-
tion of the Bar of the City of New York, of the New York 
County Lawyers Association, of the New York State Bar 
Association, and of the American Bar Association.

His exalted conception of a lawyer’s duty is illustrated 
by the fact that upon his resumption of practice after 
his campaign for the Presidency of the United States 
one of his first acts was to accept the presidency of the 
Legal Aid Society of New York City. The present use-
fulness of that organization is due in large part to the 
impetus he gave it. His idea of its purpose he stated in 
these words:

860926 0—50-----2
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“We are trying to make firm the foundations of the 
Republic through confidence in the administration of jus-
tice; through love of country; not of the flag in a senti-
mental way—that is well enough—but through love of 
the institutions of the country; in respect for the judicial 
institutions of the country and by the determination that 
when we say we will regard neither rich nor poor we mean 
not simply impartiality and integrity of courts; we mean 
actual advice, representation, the power of the expert bar, 
the strong man of democracy at the service of the weak.”

Another incident illustrating his conception of a law-
yer’s duty occurred when the Assembly of the State of 
New York passed in 1920 a resolution expelling five mem-
bers of the Socialist Party who had been regularly elected 
to that body. At once he stepped forward as the spokes-
man of public right and denounced the proceeding as 
thoroughly un-American. In a ringing open letter to the 
Speaker of the Assembly he wrote:

“. . . it is absolutely opposed to the fundamental prin-
ciples of our government for a majority to undertake to 
deny representation to a minority through its representa-
tives elected by ballots lawfully cast. If there was any-
thing against these men as individuals . . . they should 
be charged accordingly.

“But I understand that the action is not directed 
against these five elected members as individuals, but that 
the proceeding is virtually an attempt to indict a political 
party and to deny it representation in the Legislature. 
That is not, in my judgment, American government.”

Be it said to the credit of the bar associations of the 
State and city, that, following the lead he gave them, they 
joined him in a no less ardent protest.

As an advocate at the bar he was earnest, forceful, and 
persuasive; in counsel, wise and exact. He possessed an 
extraordinary memory and a great capacity for the analy-
sis of complicated facts and the determination of their 
weight and consequence. He gave to every case exhaus-
tive scrutiny and could never be taken unawares or unpre-
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pared. One who had large opportunity to observe him 
and other famous lawyers of his day has said: “He was 
a man whose equal I have never seen at the bar.”

These faculties, together with a tireless industry, he 
carried with him to the bench. There, as his successor 
in office has said, “He was fired by a passion for prompt 
and faithful performance of the work of the Court.” The 
word “passion” is particularly well chosen. To comment 
at this moment upon all the opinions which he rendered 
would be impossible, and selection of those foremost in 
importance would be hardly less difficult. He reasoned 
cogently and wrote clearly with a minimum of striving 
for literary ornament or display. But he served at a 
time when great and novel questions were to the fore. 
He took a large and statesmanlike view of the function 
of the Court and was determined that no act or word of 
his should lessen its dignity or usefulness.

He evidenced his jealous concern for the Court as an 
institution when the bill affecting the membership of the 
Court came forward during his term as Chief Justice. 
The measure was promoted on the ground, among others, 
that the efficiency of the Court would be improved by 
an enlargement of its membership. He reacted strongly 
to the implied reflection on the then efficiency of the 
Court and his letter on the subject to Senator Wheeler 
was probably a large contribution to the defeat of the bill.

His colleagues on the Court have spoken from time to 
time in praise of the manner in which he conducted the 
deliberations of the Court. How great was his contribu-
tion in conference they best can know. But the members 
of the bar who stood before him cannot forget his urban-
ity, his attentiveness, his helpfulness, nor the manner, at 
all times kindly but nevertheless firm, in which he recalled 
a wandering advocate to the issues at hand.

Few men have ever been called upon to serve their 
country in such high offices and for such extended periods. 
None has ever served with more conscientious fidelity. 
As a lawyer, as a statesman and as a jurist, he labored 
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well and left behind him so splendid a record of achieve-
ment that his professional brethren who were privileged 
to witness its creation will always regard it as an inspira-
tion to greater effort.

Wherefore, Be It Resolved, That we, the members of 
the Bar of the Supreme Court of the United States, ex-
press our sorrow that the long life of former Chief Justice 
Hughes has reached its end. We record our high appreci-
ation of his great qualities of mind and heart, our full 
recognition of his many public services to his country and 
our deep gratitude for the lustre that he shed by his life 
and character upon the profession which he so adorned.

Be It Also Resolved, That the Attorney General be 
asked to present these resolutions to the Court and to 
request that they be permanently inscribed upon its 
record.

Mr . Attorney  General  Mc Grath  addressed the 
Court as follows:

May it please the Court: Five times within the last 
forty years, within the personal experience of some now 
present here today, this Court has met to receive the 
Minute and Resolutions of its Bar to mark the passing 
of a Chief Justice of the United States.

Today your Honors meet to mourn Charles Evans 
Hughes, the eleventh Chief Justice, and to commemorate, 
in fitting and reverent fashion, his life and his judicial 
services.

This would be, in any event, a solemn occasion. But 
it is additionally marked with sadness by reason of the 
untimely death, since the meeting of the Bar of this Court 
in November last, of the late Chief Justice’s only son, 
Charles Evans Hughes the younger, one time able Solici-
tor General of the United States.

The Minute and the Resolutions of the Bar which have 
been read, and the addresses which were made in No-
vember, outlined Chief Justice Hughes’ career, at the bar, 
in public office, and on this bench. I shall not attempt 
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even to summarize what was there so eloquently and 
so gracefully said, and, since I did not have the privilege 
of acquaintance with the late Chief Justice, there are no 
personal touches which I could add to what was said by 
those who knew him. But I venture to think that it 
would not be inappropriate if I were to suggest, however 
briefly, an appraisal of those qualities which contributed 
to his eminence among those very eminent men who pre-
ceded him in the Chief Justiceship.

First of all, Charles Evans Hughes came to this Court 
the second time with a wide and varied experience in 
public life. He had been Governor of his State. He 
had been a candidate for President—and the nomination 
came to him unsought. He had been Secretary of State, 
directing the foreign relations of this country during the 
critical years that followed the end of the First World 
War. He had been counsel for investigatory bodies of 
his State legislature, and had conducted the wartime in-
vestigation of the aircraft industry. He had been for six 
years a Justice of this Court, and had been a member 
of the Permanent Court of International Justice as well. 
He was thus superbly equipped to preside over a tribunal 
which is, necessarily and inescapably, the final arbiter 
between the claims of the individual and those of gov-
ernment, as well as between the powers of the States 
and those of the Nation. It is precisely because the 
resolution of those fundamental questions involves judg-
ments that are political in the larger sense that judges 
with first-hand experience in legislative and executive and 
administrative tasks have been in the forefront of those 
who have left a lasting impress on our constitutional law.

Second, Chief Justice Hughes was a consummate law-
yer. As one of his associates has said, he “could tear 
the heart out of books because all his life he had been 
a student.” With the exception of two years of law 
teaching as a young man, all of his life when not in public 
office was devoted to the practice—the very active prac-
tice—of the law. His handling of cases was characterized 
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by a complete mastery of the facts and of the law, and 
by powerful and persuasive advocacy. The same quali-
ties characterized his opinions in this Court. A Hughes 
opinion stands up under the most searching analysis and 
after-scrutiny, and its style is, very literally, the man 
himself: well-organized, thoroughly logical, rolling on-
ward in powerful sentences to an irresistible conclusion.

Finally, Chief Justice Hughes had the indispensable 
quality of integrity. A man of principles and quite with-
out fear, he never chose the path that was merely easy. 
He knew that the greatest evils follow a compromise with 
or an appeasement of evil. And so he espoused and 
defended causes because of their merits wholly irrespec-
tive of public acclaim. Hughes’ career throughout exem-
plifies what Mr. O’Brian has so well expressed, a “disdain 
for considerations of expediency.”

When, therefore, some dozen or so years ago, the coun-
try was in the throes of a grave constitutional crisis, it 
was fortunate indeed, from whatever point of vantage 
that crisis is viewed, that Charles Evans Hughes was 
Chief Justice. I have no wish, least of all in this Cham-
ber, to revive the emotions which it evoked, or even to 
recall the broad outlines of the struggle. But viewing 
the matter in retrospect, realizing that the conflict was 
either one that both sides would lose or that both sides 
would win, I think it both fair and accurate to say that 
to Chief Justice Hughes must go much of the credit for 
the ultimate outcome, which not only preserved our most 
cherished institutions but yet adapted them to the mani-
fold needs of an increasingly complex society. Like the 
common law worthies of old, Hughes summed up the law, 
restated it, adapted it, and passed it on, making it serve 
the demands of the present, yet preserving its continuity 
with the past and its capacity for growth in the future. 
And, like Marshall, Hughes was ever mindful that “it is 
a constitution we are expounding” (4 Wheaton 407).

For Hughes himself the process involved very little 
back-tracking. He had written eloquent dissents in the 
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Railroad Retirement Act case (Retirement Board n . Alton 
R. Co., 295 U. S. 330) and in the New York minimum 
wage case (Morehead n . New York ex ret. Tipdldo, 298 
U. S. 587); the views he expressed there did not later 
need to be changed. He had similarly, in the first Guffey 
Coal Act case (Carter n . Carter Coal Co., 298 U. S. 238), 
set forth a basis for sustaining the statute which the 
majority struck down. Possibly his most questionable 
utterance, in the light of later decisions, was the commerce 
clause portion of his opinion in the Schecter case (Schec- 
ter Corp. n . United States, 295 U. S. 495); as to that, 
it is probably sufficient to say that no member of the 
Court expressed any contemporaneous disagreement with 
what was there said. And of course his views on civil 
liberties were consistently liberal, from the days of Bailey 
v. Alabama (219 U. S. 219) during his first service on 
the bench, through a whole series of land-mark cases, 
whose mere listing is a temptation which I must resist, 
though with regret, down to Mitchell n . United States 
(313 U. S. 80), decided in his last term of Court.

It would be tempting, too, to dwell upon Chief Justice 
Hughes’ work as presiding officer of the Court, of his 
contribution to the formulation and promulgation of the 
Rules of Procedure, and of his relation to the functioning 
of the entire Federal judicial system through the Confer-
ence of Senior Circuit Judges and the Administrative Of-
fice of the United States Courts. But my time is fleeting, 
and I must leave untouched this and many other fields in 
which the late Chief Justice labored and left his mark.

Few men, in our or any other age, have packed so much 
and such superlative accomplishment into a single life-
time as did Charles Evans Hughes. Today, on this occa-
sion, we are perhaps more immediately concerned with 
his accomplishments as Chief Justice. We know now— 
indeed, we knew during his lifetime—that he was a great 
Chief Justice. And as the years pass, as the immediate 
past recedes to a point where it can be viewed with more 
perspective, so that the constitutional problems of the 
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1930’s can be examined with at least some of the detach-
ment with which we examine those of, let us say, the 
1850’s, then, I venture to predict, the name of Charles 
Evans Hughes will be linked with those of Marshall and 
Taney on the list of the greatest expounders of our funda-
mental law.

May it please the Court: On behalf of the Bar of this 
Court, who in this matter speak for all the lawyers in 
the land, I move that the Minute and Resolutions hereto-
fore presented in memory of Chief Justice Hughes be 
accepted, and that, together with the chronicle of these 
proceedings, they be spread upon the permanent records 
of this Court.

The  Chief  Just ice  said:
Mr. Attorney General: The Court receives the resolu-

tions which you present in the confidence that they ex-
press the appreciation of his career which Chief Justice 
Hughes would most have welcomed. For he regarded 
“the esteem of his professional brethren” as “the highest 
reward that can come to a lawyer.” And in such quali-
fications as you have mentioned, experience, ability and 
integrity, he recognized the only possible foundations for 
such esteem. The favorable judgment of one’s fellows 
at the Bar, he said, is “commanded solely by integrity 
of character and by brains and skill in the honorable 
performance of professional duty. . . . No manipulator 
or negotiator can secure it. It is essentially a tribute to 
a rugged independence of thought and intellectual hon-
esty which shine forth amid the clouds of controversy. 
It is a tribute to exceptional power controlled by con-
science and by a sense of public duty.” Such a tribute, 
so fittingly recorded in the resolutions which have just 
been read, could hardly be more genuinely merited than 
by the attainments of position, character, and intellect 
achieved by Charles Evans Hughes.

When he took his seat as eleventh Chief Justice of 
the United States, Charles Evans Hughes was no stranger
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to lofty judicial or executive post. The impressive list 
of public offices he held will bear another brief repetition. 
He had been a Judge of the Permanent Court of Inter-
national Justice, a Member of the Permanent Court of 
Arbitration, and for six terms commencing in 1910, a 
member of this Court. In the executive branch of the 
national Government, he had been Secretary of State in 
two administrations, and the nominee of his Party for 
President. In his native New York, after spectacularly 
successful years as counsel to investigative committees, 
he was twice elected Governor. Each of these positions 
he fulfilled with unique distinction.

This career of public service, rare in the rich variety 
of its prizes, should not induce neglect of Chief Justice 
Hughes’ achievements as a practicing member of the Bar. 
His law firm was quick to accord its recognition to him. 
At the time he began his public career, when he was in 
his early forties, he was in the topmost rank of the New 
York Bar. In his subsequent period of private practice, 
he of course enjoyed the prestige of the Governorship 
and Justiceship he had held. But the qualities of his 
intelligence and character were chiefly responsible for the 
vigor and breadth of his advocacy which won for him 
the acknowledged leadership of the American practicing 
Bar. Charles Evans Hughes was a great lawyer before 
he became a great judge.

What was the fusion of inner forces which produced 
such a man? The answer cannot be simple and may 
be put in an infinite variety of ways. In your remarks, 
Mr. Attorney General, and in the resolutions which have 
been read, some elements of that fusion have been elo-
quently expressed. To me, Chief Justice Hughes’ pri-
mary attribute was balance, a perfect union of opposing 
tendencies. He was thinker and doer, scholar and poli-
tician. Absolute master he was of law, both law as 
written in the books and law as lived through functioning 
social institutions. His efficiency was superb, but it was 
tempered by a zealous humanitarianism.
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His magnificent efficiency of thought and administra-
tion has been most emphasized. The reach of his intel-
lectual and executive abilities was extensive, incisive, and 
profound. Best of all, it was subject to rigorous self-
control. His superlative talents for receiving and retain-
ing ideas, for analyzing and applying legal principles, gave 
ready obedience to the most drastic of self-imposed disci-
plines. But his mastery of self was not subservient to a 
narrowing approach nor an unchanging position. Always 
he was alert to recognize and utilize better tenets and 
techniques. He knew when to reform as well as when 
to preserve. His understanding encompassed the ulti-
mate possibilities as well as the practical probabilities.

So obvious and manifold were his abilities that the 
spirit in which they were applied is sometimes slighted. 
Charles Evans Hughes was a humanitarian. He sought 
to mitigate suffering. The first modern workmen’s com-
pensation law was a product of his administration as 
Governor of New York. In that office, he strove to 
establish effective regulation of utilities, to expand direct 
popular participation in the governmental process and 
to enable the passage of child labor laws and kindred 
legislation; he took positions which were advanced out-
posts for his time. On this Court, Chief Justice Hughes 
authored opinions which are taken as symbolizing the 
constitutional acceptability of the efforts of state and fed-
eral government to cope with contemporary economic 
problems by exercising, respectively, the police and the 
commerce power. This view of the Constitution en-
counters far less vocal opposition today than it did when 
such decisions as the state minimum wage and National 
Labor Relations Board cases were handed down. Charles 
Evans Hughes was ready to soften the impact on the 
individual of the anything-goes economics which char-
acterized the national expansion in his early years.

His concern for humanity was evident also in his lead-
ership in the struggle for world peace. His years as 
Secretary of State and international jurist were marked 
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by unwavering devotion to peaceful settlements of dis-
pute. His was the way of conference and negotiation, 
of neighborliness and disarmament, of law and order 
among nations.

Bullying he opposed at home as well as abroad. He 
was constantly solicitous of the liberties which the Con-
stitution assures the individual. His opinions on this 
Court, as Associate Justice as well as Chief Justice, dis-
play an appreciation of and fealty to lofty ideals of fair 
trial, for ideas as well as individuals. His vigilance to 
protect individual freedom, to promote world peace and 
to approve public means for dealing with problems which 
apparently no longer could be solved by unaided or un-
regulated individual enterprise, stamp Charles Evans 
Hughes as intensely humanitarian.

Humane but efficient, Charles Evans Hughes manifests 
the balance which is especially worthy of emulation to-
day. There is overmuch interest these days in classi-
fication at the expense of comprehension. There is 
excessive pressure to take all or none of a single dogma, 
rather than to accept the good and reject the evil of all 
proposals. In our times, there is extreme need of men 
like Charles Evans Hughes, who have some inner gyro-
scope of conscience and capacity which maintains a bal-
anced devotion to duty. Chief Justice Hughes had his 
own exalted standards and principles, and he lived by 
them. In him there was no surrender to the purposes 
of the uncritical or the critique of a single viewpoint.

He described his conception of the judicial function 
in an address to some Federal judges. “A young man 
wrote me the other day,” he related, “to ask whether I 
regarded myself as ‘liberal’ or ‘conservative.’ I answered 
that these labels do not interest me. I know of no ac-
cepted criterion. Some think opinions are conservative 
which others might regard as essentially liberal, and some 
opinions classed as liberal might be regarded from an-
other point of view as decidedly illiberal. ... A judge 
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who does his work in an objective spirit, as a judge should, 
will address himself conscientiously to each case, and will 
not trouble himself about labels.”

The history of this Court reflects the objective spirit, 
the balance of Chief Justice Charles Evans Hughes. His 
view of the workings of the Court and the Federal judicial 
system was sufficiently detached to recognize the oppor-
tunity for improvement in administration. The Admin-
istrative Office Act of 1939 is a symbol of his concern for 
efficiency in the functioning of courts. The achievements 
of the Administrative Office of the United States Courts 
and the day-by-day operations of the Federal judiciary 
as a fully independent branch of our national Govern-
ment are founded in large part upon the wisdom of Chief 
Justice Charles Evans Hughes.

The years of his service as Chief Justice were ones in 
which this Court was in the very forefront of public no-
tice. Those years are fresh enough in memory so that 
recitation of the unusual position occupied by the Court 
is not needed. What does need to be recorded is that 
the Court emerged as it did in large measure because 
of the consummate skill of its Chief Justice. He was 
precise and decisive in playing the role he believed the 
Chief Justice ought to play. Everything he did mani-
fested veneration for the traditions of this Court and the 
constitutional scheme of our Government, and vision to 
look forward to the adaptation of the Court and the other 
vehicles of our democracy to possible future needs. 
Surely Charles Evans Hughes will rank as one of the great 
Chief Justices.

More, there can even now, so few years after his death, 
be no doubt that Charles Evans Hughes deserves inclu-
sion on the select roll of great Americans.

The  Chief  Justice  directed that the resolutions be 
spread upon the minutes of the Court.
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