THE SOURCES AND DEVELOPMENT OF PROBATE
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RUSH H. LIMBAUGH{

I'
INTRODUCTION
Adoption of New Probate Code in Missouri Typifies Netional Move-
ment for Reform of Probate Law

In 1955 the General Assembly of Missouri, by an almost unanimous
vote,’ adopted an act governing the administration of estates of de-

* The sceond part of this article will appear in the February 1957 issue of the
WasyimnroN UNIVERSITY LaW QUARTERLY.

. t‘f Mrim{?ew of the Cape Girardeau, Missouri Bar, Past President Missouri Bax
nteg ated,

1. The overwhelming support of the bill from the time it was introduced until
its final adoption was due not alone to the fact that the probate law of the state
was mrature and the time was ripe for reform, but alse was due to the fact that
for a lopg time extensive preparations had been made for a complete overhanl
and 1evision—nearly twe vears had been spent in the drafting of the bill. In
1898 Judge Woerner, who was one of the ablest probate judges Missomxi has
ever moduced, and who was distinguished and renowned hoth for his brilliant
career as Judge of the Probate Court of the City of St Lounis and hig scholarly
and profound work The American Law of Administration, commented upon the
need for a yvevision of our probate laws in this sunnupary statement:

The adpinistration code has been refined upon and loaded down with
multitudinous and heterogeneous amendments, fo which every session of the
Legislature has diligently contributed, not ahways in the spirit of the original
act, ¥or eondueive to perspicuity and efficieney of its detail, so that a recodi-
fication in the spivit of the codifiers of 1825 would prove a blessing to the
eourts, the bar and the publie.

Tur HISTORY oF THE BENCH AXD BAR oF MIssoUrr 32 (Stewart ed. 1898).

Sporadic atfempis fo modify and amend portions of the law were made at nearly
every sabsequent legislative session after the fashion first deserifbed by Judge
Woerner, but ne major attempt at a complete recodification occurred wuntil 19560,
when the President of the Missomri Bar appointed a special committee to revise
the probate law of the state. After three vears of surveying the field of existing
probate law, Hsting itz endless imperfections, and planning its reform, the com-
mittee convinced the profession and the intevested public that adequate revision
could eome only through a completely new code, and through its able and inde-
fatigable chairman, Judge Leslie A. Welch of the Probate Court of Jackson
County, Missomd, the committee persuaded the General Assembly in 1953 to
create a Joint Probate Laws Revision Committee. Five members of each of the
two houses of the General Assembly were appointed fo the committee, and it,
assisted by an advisory committee of probate judges and other members of the
legal mofession, particularly the Revisor of Statutes of Migsouri and the
Committer on Legislative Research, drafted the Code. Puring the progress of
formulating the Code the committee met regularly, examined and congidered
the probate codes recently adopted in other states, conferved with lawyers from
other states who were leaders in securing probate law reform in those states,
ingpected probate court records and facilities in some of the prineipal courts in
the state, made extensive use of the Model Probate Code, conferred with members
of the bench and bar in different parts of the state, completed a draft of a new
probate code, and caused it to be introduced in both houges of the General As-
sembly early in 1955, During the progress of the work of the Jeint Probate Laws
Revision Committee and the earlier work of the commitiee of the Missouri Bar,
the Probate Judges Association supported and encouraged the movement and
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ceased persons and of persons under legal disability.?2 The act pro-
vided for the repeal of existing provisions of the statutes covering the
same field,® some of the essential parts of which had been in effect for
almost a century and a half,* and for the enactment of a new code
governing administration and procedure in probate courts. It is en-
titled “The Probate Code of 1955.” The new Probate Code has been
interwoven into the permanent fabric of Missouri statutory law and
comprises chapters 472, containing General Provisions; 473, contain-
ing provisions pertaining to the Administration of Decedents’ Estates;
474, containing provisions pertaining to Intestate Succession and
Wills; and 475, pertaining to Guardianship.® A large part of the sub-
ject matter of the provisions repealed by the act, some of which was
in the precise language of the former statutes, was re-enacted as a
part of the new Code.” But the new act marks the progress in Missouri
of current attempts to adapt the entire body of procedural law to the
conditions of the times,® and it typifies a movement in America for the
codification of probate law® which has already extended to many of

discussed its progress at its regular meetings. While the bill was under con-
sideration by the General Assembly, it was studied critically and constructively
by lawyers of great ability and skill, and a large number of amendments were
adopted perfecting the Code and increasing its merit and desirability. After the
adoption of the Code by the Legislature, it was approved by the Governor on
July 14, 1955, and became effective January 1, 1956. The rare harmonious accord
the Code received in the General Assembly represented a universal conviction
that probate law reform was indispensable and a faith that the proposed Code
was the farthest advance which we are now prepared to make in a reform pro-
gram.

2. Mo. Laws 1955, at 385.

8. Id. at 390.

4. On October 4, 1804, an act was passed by the Territorial Legislature creat-
ing probate courts for what was then the Territory of Missouri. 1 Mo. TERR.
Laws 57 (1842). On July 4, 1807, there was enacted an act governing “Wills,
Descent and Distribution” for the Missouri Territory. 1 id. at 126-89. Some of
the principal provisions of the last of these acts continued in effect and constituted
a part of our statutory probate law when the Probate Code of 19556 was adopted.

5. See Mo. Laws 1955, at 385.

6. Mo. REv. StaT. §§ 472.010-.280, 473.010-.357, 473.360-.767, 474.010-.530,
475.010-.480 (Supp. 1955).

7. For a summary of the major changes in the statutory probate law made by
the new Code, see the introductory article by Summers, Revisor of Statutes of
Missouri. 25 Mo. ANN. STAT. v-xxi (Vernon 1956). Compare the former provi-
sions of statutory probate law, 26A id. at 269-459, with the provisions of the
Probate Code, see note 6 supra.

8. In 1943 Missouri adopted a new Code of Civil Procedure and a new Cor-
poration Code. In 1945 a new constitution was adopted and, in the course of
implementing it and making effective the changes it wrought, Missouri has, fol-
lowing the trend that characterizes law reform throughout the nation, codified the
various classifications of our procedural law.

9. The term “probate law” has not yet made its appearance in legal diction-
aries, encyclopaedias, statutes, or digests. It is used here to refer to the law
applied by probate courts in administering estates of deceased persons and per-
sons under legal disability.
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the states,™ and which has the support and cooperation of the organ-
ized profession™*

Concept of Reform by Codification Pavticularly Applicable to Pro-
bate Ly

The concent of law reform, through codification as applied fo eivil
procedure in trial eourts of general jurisdiction for more than a cen-
tury's and to many other classifications of the law in more recent
vears,' s particularly adaptable to the law and procedure in our pro-
hate courts.” Much of the vast body of the law of administration as
it is known in Ameriea,”” though among the most ancient of all of our

ta. Between 1929 and 1946 Obio, California, Florida, Minnesota, Eansas,
Hhnos, Michigan, Nevada, and New York adopted new probate codes, MODEL
PROBATE Copg % (1946). Since the publication of the Model Probate Code, Ar-
kansas {A&rk. Actz 1947, No. 140), Indiana (Ind. Aects 1953, e. 112), Missouri
(Mo. Laws 1935, at 285), Pennsylvania (PA. STaT. Anw, tit. 20, e P (Purdon
1950 ), and Texas (Texas Laws 1955, e. 53) have modified their probate laws.
. 11 In 1930 and 1940 there appeared in the Journal of the American Judicoture
Saerety poseries of avticles written by Professor Thomas B, Atkinson on probate
taw and procedure, which was concluded by an article entitled Wanfed—A Model
Probate Cude, 23 X, AM. JUD. Soc'y 183 (1940). Following the publication of
these urticfes, the Section of Real Property, Probate, and Trust Law of the Ameri-
can Bar Association, through a special committee and in cooperation with the
research staff of the University of Michigan Law School, prepared and sub-
mitted to the profession what was ealled a Afodel Probate Cede. This proposed
probate code was published under the auspices of the University of Michigan Law
Schoal as one of the Michigan Legal Studies, Professor Lewis M. Simes of the
University of Michigan Law School was the Divector of Legal Research for the
preject, The officers and members of the Section of Real FProperty, Probate, and
Trust Law of the American Bar Association have either taken an active part, or
furmshed assistance in sfates where codification has been attempted or completed.

1. Perhaps the most authoritative and certainly the most scholaxly single
treatise on the causes for and the evolution of reform in pleading through codi-
fication in England and in America is HEPBURN, THE HISTORICAL DEVELOPMENT
aF Cobg PLESDING IN AMERICA AND EXGLAKRD (1897), But the concept of such xe-
form, the account of its progress, the impact of its effect upon the whole legal sys-
ter: i this country and in the world, and the enduring influence of its underlying
purpose ase brilffantly and profoundly set forth in the collection of papers of
emiment and distinguished legal scholars, judges, and lawyers under the title of
Freld Contenary Essays which were produced and read at the New York Univer-
sity Law Sehool centennial eelebration of the adoption of the original Code of Givil
Procedure in New York and published in 1949 in tribute to the lustrious and re-
nowned champion of that concept, David Dudley Field, Those interested in the
possibilities of legal reform in probate law will find much to sustain their faith
and to inerease their knowledge in these excellent papers,

4. There Ig gearcely a fleld of procedural law in which some attempt at reform
hy codifiention has not been made. The wide diversity in the classifications of the
taw where eodification has oceurred is indicated by the fact that we have criminal
eodes, evidence codes, a Uniform Commereial Code, the Federal Rules of Civil Fro-
cedure, the Federal Administrative Procedure Aef, the Internal Revenune Code,
and an mtcrminable Hst of legislative enactments, each of which is termed a
“eode” of some subject of the law.

14. Atkinson, Codification of Probate Law, in FIErp CENTENARY Fssavs 177
€1949) (hereinafter cited ag Atkinson}).

15, When Judge Woerner wrote his celebrated treatise on probate law, he
called it The American Law of Administration. Because of the emergence and
ramd Jdevelopment of administrative law sinee that time, it is doubtful if he
would have chosen the same title for his great work had he been writing today.
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law,® is still set forth and discussed under many widely segregated
and unrelated subjects.?” Although the nations of antiquity as well as
those of our own time have caused the processes of administering
estates to be exercised through various courts vested with jurisdiction
of other justiciable subject matter,’® in most of the American states
we have created and maintained as a permanent part of our judicial
structure a separate, independent system of courts in which we have
vested exclusive jurisdiction of probate business and power to admin-
ister estates.’® The creation of this distinetive and independent classi-
fication of courts in America was a natural response by a free people
to a genuine instinct for adapting their government and their institu-
tions to the public needs ;?° and within the limits of jurisdiction vested
in them, probate courts are a part of the American judiciary the same
as any other courts of general or plenary power.?* It was inevitable
that the law and procedure for courts of such standing and impor-
tance in our judicial system should ultimately receive the attention of
the law reform movement.

Emphasis on Codification of Civil Procedure Delayed Reform of
Probate Law

Absence of national uniformity in the character of these courts,?
the great diversity of powers and jurisdiction assigned to them,?s and
the unsatisfactory organization of judicial control of probate jurisdie-
tion and procedure in the various states,?* have combined to delay re-
form and codification. For many generations probate courts were
completely overshadowed as to their standing and comparative im-
portance by the trial courts of general jurisdietion,?® and the attempt

16. ATKINSON, WILLS § 2 (2d ed. 1953) ; 2 BLACKSTONE, COMMENTARIES *200-
40; MAINE, ANCIENT Law 101-78 (Everyman’s Library ed. 1917); 1 PoLLOoCK &
MAITLAND, HISTORY OF ENGLISH Law 1-24 (2d ed. 1909) (hereinafter cited as
2on1,§2%1§ Kzlgggx)'rmn); 1 WIGMORE, PANORAMA OF THE WORLD'S LEGAL SYSTEMS

'y = .

17. In the encyclopaedias, such as American Jurisprudence, Corpus Juris, and
Corpus Juris Secundum, and in the digests, probate law is not discussed as a
united and harmonious classification of the law, but it is discussed under headings
such as Administrators and Executors, Descent and Distribution, Wills, and
Guardian and Ward.

18. 1 WOERNER, THE AMERICAN LAW OF ADMINISTRATION §§ 137-42 (2d ed.
1899) (hereinafter cited as WOERNER).

19. Pounp, ORGANIZATION OF COURTS 136-40, 158-59, 250-b1 (1940); Pounp,
THE FORMATIVE ERA OF AMERICAN Law 82-84 (1938) ; 1 WOERNER § 142,

20. PounDp, ORGANIZATION OF COURTS 136 (1940); PounD, THE SPIRIT OF THE
ComMON LAw 32-59, 112-38 (1921) ; 1 WoERNER § 141.

21. Jones v. Peterson, 335 Mo. 242, 257, 72 S.W.2d 76, 85 (1934); Robbins v.
Boulware, 190 Mo. 33, 42-44, 88 S.W. 674, 676 (1905) ; Johnson v. Beazley, 66 Mo.
250, 256 (1877) ; Miller v. Iron County, 29 Mo. 122, 123 (1859). ]

22. POUND, ORGANIZATION OF COURTS 140 (1940) ; Simes & Basye, The Organi-
zation of the Probate Court in America, 42 MricH. L. REv. 965, 43 Micu. L, REV.
113 (1944) (reprinted in MobEL PROBATE CoDE 385 (1946), hereinafter cited to
the Code as Simes & Basye).

23. PounD, ORGANIZATION OF COURTS 78-79 (1940); Simes & Basye 401-05.

24. PounD, ORGANIZATION OF COURTS 140 (1940).

25. Id. at 136-40, 178-81, 250; 1 WOERNER § 143.
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at codification of the law in use in these courts, which originated with
the first great American advocate of codification on a national scale,*
remained dormant for many years while the codification of the general
civil code was, against steadfast opposition, scoring a permanent and
complete triomph.™

Failure of Probate Practice to Advance Tradition that Law Is an
Adrersary Business alse Delayed Reform

Major differences in the type of practice prevailing in probate
courts as compared with that in trial courts of general jurisdiction
also contributed to the postponement of probate reform. Lawyers are
trained and work in the tradition that the law is an adversary busi-
ness.~ The frial courts of general jurisdiction which consider and
determine issues and rights are the forums in which adversaries in
the law appear and strive mightily. In the development of the legal
system in Ameriea, trials in these courts have not only atiracted sen-
sational public interest and attention,” but they have also engaged the
energies of the leaders of the bar in every community who were pos-
sessed of or who developed the highest professional talent and skill.>*
Procedure in these courts is of greater consequence than in probate
courts and the regulations which govern it are supereminent with
those whose chief professional concern is to maintain their positions
on the field of legal combat, It was never a problem fo obfain the in-
terest of the entire profession and the active support of some of the
ablest lawyers for codes of civil procedure, for these were the imple-
ments by which the most cherished traditions of the profession were
upheld.

For the most part, the business transacted in probate courts is not
of an adversary nature. The parties who appear there often come in
sorrow and with a desire to respect the wishes of the departed or the
welfare of those under legal disability, They are usually not in the
mood for eontention and combat. Procedure in probate courts in-

26. AHhough Livingston is noted for his Louisiana Penal Code in 1824 and as
a figure of importance in law reform, the highest honor in leadership in the
movement for reform and the greatest distinction as a champion of codification
m Ameriea in the nineteenth century was won by David Dudley Field. See par-
tieularly Pound, Pavid Dudley Field: An Appraisal, in FIELD CENTENABRY ESSAYS
3 €1949) ; Reppy, The Field Codification Concept, in id, at 17,

27. The strugele for the adoption and retention of the Field codes engaged the
attention of the leading members of the American Bar and the energies and
activities of zome of its ablest and most eminent leaders for almost half a century.
For comments on that memorable contest between the giants of the profession in
that period, sece CARTER, Law: IT8 ORIGIN, GROWTH AND PuNcTION 263-319 (1907);
HEPBURN, ep, cif. supra note 12; Reppy, supra note 26, at 44-52.

I‘;zg.)mnns, ITs Your Law 1-5 (1954); Fran®, CoUrTs oN TrIaL 5-9, 80-102
€1344%) .

29. FRANK, «p. ¢it, suprg note 28, at 80-102; Pounn, THE LAWYER FROM AN-
TIQUITY T+ MODERN TIMES 130-242 (1049); WARREN, ORY OF THE AMERICAN
BAR 39-445 ¢1911) (hereinafter cited as WARREN).

36 WARREN 32-445; STRYKER, THE ART oF APVoCacy 155-94 (1984}).
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volves conferences, direction and supervision of business and admin-
istrative activities, detail and accounting, and the observance and
applieation of the law. Ordinarily, that procedure is simple, positive,
but uncontentious, The law pertains to inheritance, descent, wills,
and the method of effecting intestate or testamentary succession or
handling the business of those who are not legally competent to handle
it themselves. In most instances it can be determined and applied in-
formally and without the necessity of a heated trial. Environment in
probate courts is usually characterized by delicateness of attention to
the rights and sympathetic consideration of the feelings of the be-
reaved and of the unfortunate or legally incompetent. In those in-
stances where controversial business arises in probate courts, the ulti-
mate trial of the issues is frequently reserved for courts of general
jurisdiction to which each case may go on appeal after what may
be only a perfunctory hearing in the probate court. For the lawyer
who is most interested in and familiar with trial court procedure and
who considers the practice in probate courts inharmonious with the
tradition that the law is an adversary business, there is little interest
in a movement for the reform of probate law and procedure. At least,
there has not been the broad professional interest or the universal
feeling of urgency for codification of the probate law as there was for
the codification of civil procedure. And, even though the codification
of the probate law was a part of the Field plan for a complete pro-
gram of law reform,** the movement to promote it never assumed any-
thing like a national scope until recent years.*?

Current Attempts to Codify Probate Law Are Through the Histori-
cal Approach

Attempts through a code to bring together, unify, and harmonize
by re-arranging and restating related portions of existing probate law,
eliminating its incongruous and obsolescent provisions, and adapting
it to present day conditions are in conformity with the Field technique
of codification through the historical approach.* These attempts,
coupled with the strengthening of the probate courts which are to
apply the law, by clarifying and enlarging their functions and powers,
represent the achievements of reform as a result of experience.®* The
entire process is nothing more than the practical application of the
celebrated Holmes doctrine that the life of the law is experience and

31. Atkinson 188-90, 203.

32. There were no significant developments from the Field suggestions for
incorporating in his codes provisions pertaining to probate law. Id. at 190, The
authors of the Model Probate Code make no reference to the Field provisions
concerning probate law, but, as Professor Atkinson observes, we are indebted to
Field for the general idea of codification. Id. at 203.

33. Reppy, supra note 26, at 29-30.

34. Atkinson 178-203; Simes & Basye 385.



THE SOURCES AND DEVELOPMENT OF PROBATE LAW 425

that in order to know what the law is we must learn from history
what the law has been,®

Attention to the historic development of probate courts and probate
law was not neglected in the process of formulating the Probate Code
in Missouri, nor in that of acquainting the profession with it prior
to, in the conrse of, and since its adoption. The importance of the his-
torical aspeets of the Code as a whole, and of each section of it as it
appears in our statutes, is appropriately and helpfully emphasized by
the publication with it of an article tracing its development,® pre-
pared by the Revisor of Statufes for Missouri, to whom is due much
of the credit for its draftsmanship,’” and of an article on the clogely
related subfect of Trusts and Trustees™ prepared by an eminent legal
scholar, author, and member of the Missouri Bar.’® The historical ap-
proach to the whole probate scene is also further promoted by the
poliey of the publisher of the Annotated Statutes to subjoin fo each
of the principal sections of the Code a historic account of the origin
and development of its provisions, together with occasional comments
indicating consideration given to this development in the formulation
of the new Code,*

Re-cpamination of Origin and Historie Evolution of Probate Law
Showld Assist in Successful Operation of Code

A re-gxamination of the sources from which our probate law was
derived, of the courts, and of the procedure through which it has been
applied, and of the occasional historie readaptation of its essential
principles and provisions as they are reproduced in the new Probate
Code of Missouyi, should not only further the historic approach fo re-
form through eodification, but should also assist us to arrive at a more
complete and sympathetic understanding of the Code and aid us to
make it move effective and successful,

Forty yvears after the Field Code of Civil Procedure was adopted in
New York, a distinguished member of the American Bar wrote in
support of it that “when a code comes, it always comes to stay.”* But
nearly ten years later, and after that Code had been in effect for al-
most half a century and after it had been adopted and used in a large
number of the other states, a New York lawyer was reported to have
said of the Code: “The reformed procedure, instead of simplifying
practice, has in the long run made it more technical.”** These irrecon-

5. Hopmies, Trb Codprony Law 1 (18813,

36, 25 Mo, ANN, STAT. v-xxi (Vernon 1956).

37, Edward I Sommers, Revisor of Statutes for Missourk.

38, 25 Mo, ANN, S7AT, 1-19 (Vernon 1956},

39, MeCune Gill, President, Title Insurance Corporation of 8t. Louis.

40. For {llustrations of this exeellent plan, see annotations fo Mo. ANN. STaT.
3 472,020 (Vernon 109566}, .

41. Dillen, 4 Century of American Law, 22 AM. L. REV. 30, 48 (1888).

42. Quoted in HEPBURN, THE HISTORICAY. DEVELOPMENT oF CODE PLEADING IN
AMERICS AND ENGLAND xiii (1897).
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cilable points of view, the one that the Code was a permanent achieve-
ment in procedural experience, and the other that it represented
retrogression instead of reform, led to Hepburn’s epochal disquisition
on its historical development. If, as Hepburn found, the practicing
lawyer in a given state, under the pressure of urgent daily necessities
of getting results in the transaction of professional business, looks
only at the letter of the law which he seeks to apply, without consider-
ing the causes which produced it, and if he disregards its historic
development and broad purposes in relationship to the experience and
the similar law of other states®*—the tendency for which is probably
more pronounced than in Hepburn's time—we are in danger of losing
the full fruits of probate law reform and of permitting probate prac-
tice to degenerate into a dull routine of techmical construction and
rigid application of the provisions of the new Code.

It is with the idea that the profession has no such narrow outlook
upon practice under the new Code that the examination of some of its
historical significance is here undertaken. Extensive studies of a far
more ambitious nature have already been made in the background of
probate law development.4* It shall be our purpose further in this
article to look at the scene from the standpoint of probate history and
experience in Missouri in its relation with the whole movement for
the codification and reform of probate law.

II.
THE PLACE OF THE PROBATE COURT IN THE DEVELOPMENT OF
PROBATE LAW

Legal Systems and Courts

The great legal systems of the world have achieved their pre-emi-
nence, not alone by the excellence or superiority of their laws, but also
by the majesty of their courts and the high sense of justice of their
illustrious judges. In his celebrated introduction to Stephen’s great
Treatise on the Principles of Pleading,*® Professor Tyler shows that
among the nations of the world only two great legal systems have
evolved, the one being that of the civil law of ancient Rome and the
other that of the common law of England. In tracing the history of
these two legal systems, he showed how each emerged and expanded
through the character and judicial wisdom of the great judges who
served the courts of the nations where these legal systems prevailed
and who, by their commentaries on the law and systems of administer-

43, Id. at ix-xvi.

44, Atkinson 177; Atkinson, Brief History of English Testamentary Juris-
diction, 8 Mo. L. REv. 107 (1943); Atkinson, The Development of the Massa-
chusetts Probate System, 42 MicH. L. REv. 425 (1943) ; Simes & Basye 385.

45. STEPHEN, A TREATISE ON THE PRINCIPLES OF PLEADING 1-23 (3d Am. ed.
from 2d London ed. 1875).
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ing justice, nationalized the law and made its influence effective both
in the nations where the systems prevailed and in that part of the
world to which these nations extended their dominion.s®

The importance of the role of the courts, through the handiwork
and achievements of the judges who composed them, in unifying and
developing the law under these great legal systems is characteristic of
the development of the law in the other legal systems of the world.«
We in Ameriea have created our own legal system based largely upon
the common law of England, with an organization of courts originally
including some similar in design and purpose to those under which
the common law developed in England, There is such similarity and
cohesion between the two systems that they are often referred to to-
gether as the Anglo-American legal system. The judges and the courts
in Epgland and in America have been largely responsible for the
formulation and development of the common law and for the influence
it has exerted in the Anglo-American world, In England the common
law is that which is associated with the names of its great champions
on the courts: Bracton, Littleton, Fortescue, and Coke.** In America
it is that associated with the names of our great judges, Marshall,
Story, and Kent.** For the molding and solidifying of a body or classi-
fication of law, experience in the development of great legal systems
reveals that one of the chief factors is an organized court composed of
competent judges, dispensing justice according to the needs of the
people’®

The Awerican Probate Court: An Innovation

The movement in this country to converge the various streams of
the probate law and to systematize it into a harmonious body or code
is consistent with our legal and judicial structure. For, as a part of
our judicial system, our probate courts are the logical instrumental-
ities for the more effective use and application of a code of the probate
law. The American probate court is an innovation in the legal systems
of the world. It has no precise counterpart in any other mation.
Among the various legal systems that have operated at different pe-
riods in the world’s history, apparently none ever created or main-
tained a separate organization of courts for the sole purpose of han-
dling the administration of estates of deceased persons and persons

46. Thid,

47. WieMoRE, A PANORAMS oF THE WoRLD'S LEGaY. Svsrems (Library ed.
1936). In the legal systems which Professor Wigmore studied, it will be observed
that a prominent place was agsigned by him fo the work of the great judges of
the courty where these legal systems prevailed—particularly in the Hebrew,
Roman, Mohammedan, and Anglican systems.

48. Id. at 1053-110,

49. Pounp, TeE ForMaTivE ERA oF AMERICAN Eaw (1988); Pounp, TEHE
SPIRIT oF THE CoMMon Law (1921},

56, PoUND, ORGANIZATION oF CoURTs v-ix (1940),
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under legal disability. The position of the American probate court is,
therefore, unique in legal history and it represents a judicial develop-
ment that is distinetly American.s*

An adequate history of the origin and early evolution of the probate
courts in America has yet to be written. Large areas of information
concerning the creation of these courts in the various colonies and
states have been probed, and exceedingly helpful references to early
constitutional and statutory provisions have been catalogued. The
courts as they have changed through the years have been classified
and their weaknesses, as well as their enduring qualifications, have
been scholarly discussed.’? But the history of the origin and evolution
of these courts as a part of the development of our complete judicial
structure and their place in our legal system cannot be adequately
presented without considering the social and economic history of the
American people.5®

The task of preparing a history of this nature awaits the hand of
an American Blackstone, Reeves, or Holdsworth, or the genius of col-
laborators like Pollock and Maitland.’* Pending the appearance of
such a monumental work, we may sketch some of the incidents con-
nected with the rise and progress of probate courts in America and
note some of the results that have occurred in the development of pro-
bate law through the operation of these courts.s®

51. 1 WOERNER §§ 141-42; 1 LiMBAUGH, MISSOURI PRACTICE 570-71 (1935).

52. PoUND, ORGANIZATION OF COURTS (1940); Atkinson 177; Atkinson, The
Development of the Massachusetts Probate System, 42 MicH. L. Ruv. 425 (1943);
Simes & Basye.

53. PounDp, ORGANIZATION OF COURTS vi (1940).

54, Dean Pound, who has often urged the undertaking of such a task, as is
illustrated in the preface to ORGANIZATION OF COURTS vi (1940), has made mo-
mentous contributions to such “monumental history of American law,” as he
conceives it, through his preliminary survey of the American court structure in
his text last cited, and in many of his other great works such as The Spirit of
the Common Law and The Formative Era of American Law. But if the whole
task could be done it could accomplish for the profession and for our legal
system what a Bracton or a Coke did for the profession and for the Anglican legal
system centuries ago, and it could give to the laity such an understanding of
and enthusiasm for our system as did the work of Fortescue for his time and as
did the Commentaries of Blackstone for the profession and the laity on both sides
of the Atlantic.

55. In the progress of codification of the probate law, much has already been
done in the field of historical research. Hepburn complained nearly fifty years
after the birth of the Code of Civil Procedure: “In these days of multitudinous
law books it is strange that so little attention has been given to the historical
side of the codes.” HEPBURN, THE HISTORICAL DEVELOPMENT OF CODE PLEADING
IN AMERICA AND EINGLAND ix (1897). But undergirding and supporting the new
probate codes we have the results of extensive studies. POUND, ORGANIZATION OF
Courts (1940); WOERNER; Atkinson, The Development of the Massachusetts
Probate System, 42 MicH. L. REv. 425 (1943) ; Atkinson, Brief History of English
Testamentary Jurisdiction, 8 Mo. L. Rev. 107 (1943); Atkinson, Wanted—A
Model Probate Code, 23 J. Am. JuD. Soc’y 183 (1940) ; Atkinson, Organization of
Probate Courts and Qualifications of Probate Judges, 23 J. Am. Jup. Soc’y 93
(1989) ; Atkinson, Old Principles and New Ideas Concerning Probate Court Pro-
cedure, 23 J. AM. Jup. Soc’y 137 (1939); Simes & Basye and numerous other
texts on wills and other branches of the probate law.
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The Sceds from Which It Emerged

In searching for the origin of the idea that there should be a sep-
arate court in which all business pertaining to the administration of
estates is transacted, we naturally turn to England, from which so
much of our legal system was derived. To understand how the admin-
istration of estates was handled in the different periods of English
history, it is necessary to know something of the kinds of courts that
existed in those periods and the functions each exercised.

There were no probate courts in the English congeries of tribunals
prior to or at the time of the colonization of America. Administration
under the English system had followed a course through centuries of
experience entirely diffevent from the course it has taken here. Origi-
nally. the major part of what we now are familiar twith as a probate
proceeding was apparenty carried on in the county courts, which were
a classification of the King’s courts of common law.” The age when
this practice prevailed, when the county courts are said to have exer-
cised furisdiction of probate proceedings, is indefinite. The county
court is said to have originated in the reign of Alfred the Great, and
was creafed in fulfillment of his policy to bring justice to every man's
door. Out of the county court and for the same purpose was derived
the hundred conrt,™

In later years, although the administration of the estate of a de-
ceased person was considered a proceeding more naturally temporal
than spiritual, jurisdiction of such proceedings was, by favor of the
Crown, transferred to the church.”™ Information as to the time when
such jurisdiction was transferved is, as has been observed by authori-
ties on the history of the English law, indefinite and scanty, but it
probably cecurred during and as an incident of the struggle for the
separation of the church and state.”” In fthe course of time a large
part of the jurisdiction of the proceedings incident to testamentary
and intestate succession became vested in the ecclesiastical courts.®
But the jurisdiction of these courts over administration proceedings
prior to the colonization of America was far move restricted than is

56. % BLACKSTONE, COMMENTARIES *95,

37, Pollock and Maitland rvefer to the county court as an Anglo-Saxon court
of publie justice. 1 PoLLOCK & MAITLAND 42-43, The nature and business of the
county comi jg diseussed in 1 id. at B35-56.

}‘53‘, 3 BL5CKSTONE, COMMENTARIES *27-29; 1 PorLrock & MAITLAND 42-43, 88,
A

5% BLACKSTONE, COMMENTARIES *35,

6. 1 PoLtock & MAITLAND 2-4, 11, 18, 128, 430-57.

61, At what period of time the ecclesiastical jurisdiction of testaments and

intestacies began in England, is not ascertained by any antient writer .. ..

We find it indeed frequently asserted in our common lew books, that it is

but of Frfe years that the church hath had the probate of wills. But this

must only be understood to mean, that it had not always had this prevoga-
tive. for certainty it is of very high antiquity.
3 BLACKSTORE, COMMENTARIES *06.
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the jurisdiction of our probate courts today, and, along with the
power they exercised over probate proceedings, ecclesiastical courts
had jurisdiction over a large number of other things.%?

Jurisdiction over other portions of what we designate today as pro-
bate matters and over which ecclesiastical courts had no power was
vested in both the common-law courts and in the courts of chancery.®
Both of these courts are of ancient origin in the English judicial
system, and each exercises jurisdiction of wide diversity.®* Jurisdic-
tion which these two classifications of courts held over probate busi-
ness arose largely out of the ancient distinction between real estate
and personal property. Under the feudal system in England, the
King’s courts would not yield jurisdiction over real property and the
power to determine the right of succession to lands.®® Nor would these
courts yield to the ecclesiastical courts the power to admit to probate
wills which devised lands. And, while ecclesiastical courts generally
had jurisdiction over the personal property of a decedent, chancery
courts also came fo assume concurrent jurisdiction of administration
proceedings pertaining to personalty and, in some cases, proceedings
pertaining even to real property.®

Thus, at the time of the establishment of the first permanent Eng-
lish colonies in America, there existed under the English system a
multitude of courts, many of which had been established under the
pressure of circumstances and in satisfaction of the demand that
there be a separate court to take care of every situation, but no sep-
arate court confined in its jurisdiction alone to probate matters had
been created.’” Among the courts existing under the three classifica-
tions of courts which handled administration proceedings and other
proceedings now considered as a part of the process of administration,
and with which the first English colonists in America were familiar,
were the county courts, the courts of common pleas, the chancery
courts, the ordinary courts, and the courts of quarter sessions.’® The
term “ordinary” was frequently used to describe the official granting
letters, and the distinction between the terms “executor’” and “admin-
istrator” and between their duties and responsibilities was well

62. 2 id. at *489-520; 1 PoLLOCK & MAITLAND 104-12; 2 id. at 237-361.

63. 3 BLACKSTONE, COMMENTARIES *46-48.

64. 3 id. at-*46-55; 1 PorLLock & MAITLAND 172-87.

65. 2 POLLOCK & MAITLAND 180-82, 257-94.

66, For a more complete consideration of the probate jurisdiction of each
of these courts, see 2 BLACKSTONE, COMMENTARIES *489-520; 2 POLLOCK & MAIT-
LAND 237-8361; 3 REEVES, HISTORY OF THE ENCLISH LAw 70-118 (Finlason ed.
1869) ; Atkinson 178-84; Atkinson, Brief History of English Testamentary Juris
diction, 8 Mo. L. Rev. 107 (1943); Simes & Basye 386-95,

67. PoUND, ORGANIZATION OF COURTS 5 (1940).

a 5486)3 BLACKSTONE, COMMENTARIES *1-49; PoUND, ORGANIZATION oF COURTS b
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known.”* Not only had no court been made a part of the English
system for the purpose of handling probate business, but the term
“probate,” except as originally used in connection with preof of wills,
had not vet come into common use.” In fact, as late as 1880, the term
was not used by a famous commentator on the procedure in the vari-
ous courts in England, except in the strict sense in which it was origi-
nally applied.”® The process of administration under the English
court system, where no single court controlled, furnished the seeds but
not the planting of the principle that probate law and the process of
administering estates called for the creation of a new court. A new
country and the spirit of a people unfeftered by ancient institu-
tions, cusfoms, and practices furnished the place and the occasion for
such planting.”™

The Roil in Which It Took Root

Apparently the concept of a separate court for probate business did
not originate with the first English colonists in America. Among
them there were no lawyers,” or at least none who practiced their
profession,” and for some time there were no independent courts.”
When conrfs were established they were not presided over by men
who were lawyers or trained in the law,” but by clergymen,”™ busi-
nessmen,’ physicians,” and men of other occupations.® It was not
only a society of law without lawyers,® but a people with a fixed

. ;;s;.ﬁ 2+ ggz:ggxsmxs, CoMMENTARIES "506-07; 2 PoLrock & MarTrang 332-34,
3440-46, 25860,

78, See BLACKSTONE, COMMENTARIES; PoLLoCK & MArrnane; Rerves, HISTORY
oF TuE ENcLIsg Law (Finlason ed. 1869),

71, Breprow, HIsToRY oF FROCEDURE IN ENGLAND (1880).

72 1 WornNer §8 14142,

7% Bee \WARREN 5%, in which the author notes that, of the sixty-five men who
came to Ameies on the Mayfiower and founded the Plymouth Colony in 1620, not
ane was o lawyer. See also Pouxd, ORGAXNIZATION oF Courts 27 (1940). In
WARREN 4, the author gtates that Virginia produced no trained bar for nearly a
hundred Yenrs, and in 1 BEsRD, THE RISE oF AMERICAN CIVILIZATION 100-01 (1927},
1t 15 stated that in the founding years in Maryland, thanks were rendered that
“there were no loxwyers in that colony and no husiness fo occupy sueh factious
members of a community,”

74, Fhere was no practicing lawyer among those who founded the Masss-
chusetts Bay Colony, although twe founders had been trained at the Inmer
Temple and some of the others had a lmited knowledge of the law. Pounp,
ORaANIZATEON oF CoURTs 27 (1940); WARREN 59,

7o “In wmany Colonies it was not until half a century after settlement that
sepatate and mdependent courts were instituted.” WARREN 3.

76. “In all the Colonies, the eourts were compoged of laymen, with the pogsible
sxceptiem of the Chief Justice. It was not until the era of the War of the Revo~
lution that it was deemed necessary, or even advisable, to have judges learned in
the law,” Ibid. See alse Pounp, ORGARIZATION oF CouBTs 26-57 (1940} ; Pounp,
TrE LAWYER FROM ANTIQUITY To Mopern TIMES 132-83 (1983).

77, Ibid,; WARREN 75.

78. WarrEN 75.

T4, Fhid,

s, Fhid,

81. Pouxp, ORGANIZATION oF Courra 27 (1940); WarreN 3-18.
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aversion for lawyers.®? Among some of the colonial settlements
there existed an antipathy for the law and the courts in the country
from which they had come.’* Among others there was a faith that,
should the enactment of law become necessary, it should follow the
course of the common law of the homeland.®* There was no need for
the establishment of courts for continuous business, since the occa-
sions for the determination of justiciable issues were infrequent.®®
There was no settled notion that in matters of government and law
there should be a separation of powers, but among the first institu-
tions of government and law established among the colonial settle-
ments the same agencies acted both as legislative bodies and as judi-
cial tribunals.®®* There were practically no law books in the land,® and
when courts, or bodies of men vested with legislative and judicial
power, were called upon to enact laws or render judicial decisions in
some of the colonies they sought to follow the laws of God rather than
the common law of the motherland.’® They lived the communal life
amid constant danger of extinction at the hand of the native Indian
population.?® For a pioneer people thus engaged, they avoided as much
as possible all connection with the law and all persons seeking to pur-
sue the practice of the profession of the law.? The experience of many
of them with the law and the courts in their homeland had been unsat-
isfactory, and in their new home they had a desire to be let alone so
that they could handle their own affairs without the interference of
law or lawyers.” '

Little or nothing appears in colonial history to support the idea
that, in the earlier years, when the feeling against law and lawyers
was so pronounced, there was any popular demand for the creation of
a separate probate court. Among the first judicial organizations, or
organizations for legislative and judicial purposes, there appears no
record of an independent court for administering estates. Probate
business was first assigned, as it had been in England, to courts or
other agencies established for other purposes. Apparently, the first

82. For the lay opinion, see 1 BEARD, THE RISE OF AMERICAN CIVILIZATION
100-01 (1927) ; BOWEN, JOHN ADAMS AND THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION 140-41,
145-46 (1950) ; MILLER, ORIGINS OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION 56 (1943). Ior
the professional opinion, see PounD, THE LAWYER FROM ANTIQUITY T0 MODERN
TIMES 130-44 (1953) ; WARREN 3-143,

83. WARREN 10-16, 20-26, 60, 101-03.

84, Id. at 39-58, 90-91.

85. Id. at 3-18.

86. POUND, ORGANIZATION OF COURTS 56-57 (1940) ; WARREN 61-143,

87. WARREN 19-38.

88, Id. at 60-71.

89. 1 BearD, THE RISE OF AMERICAN CIVILIZATION 33-227 (1939) ; TURNER, THE
FRONTIER IN AMERICAN HisTory 1-125 (1920).

90, 1 BEARD, THE RISE OF AMERICAN CIVILIZATION 33-188 (1939); 1 BEVERIDGE,
THE LIFE OF JOHN MARSHALL 1-68 (1919) ; BOWEN, JOHN ADAMS AND THE AMER-
1CAN REVOLUTION 3-62 (1954) ; 1 RANDALL, LIFE OF JEFFERSON 1-35 (1858).

91. WARREN 3-18, 39-187,
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statutory enactment relative to probate business in Massachusetts was
an act adopted in 1639—nearly two decades after the landing at
Plvmouth, That statute vested probate jurisdiction in the county
courts,” The other New England colonies of Connecticut, Rhode
Island, New Hampshire, and Maine shaped their first judicial organ-
izations atter those of Massachusetts.”* In New York and New Jersey
the first courts established differed in some degree, as did those in
Pennsylvania, Maryland, Virginia, and the Carolinas.®* But all these
early judicial bodies were of a simple and elementary nature, and it
appears that the transaction of probate business was left to the county
or magistrate or inferior courts which also had other judicial powers.

It was not until after the population in the colonies became more
aware of the necessity of ereating more stable and permanent institu-
tions of government and law, and after the appearance of trained
lawyers among them to replace those who had brought so much dis-
repute to the profession, that conrts of a more permanent nature were
established,™ The rise of commerce, the expansion of business, the
appearance of a landed arvistocraey and a wealthy mervcantile class all
hrought conflicts of interest which called for a competent and stabil-
ize«d judiciary. In the process of establishing and vesting judicial
power in courts adequate to meet the reguirements of active and
growing communities, the problem of probate jurisdiction had to be
faced. The distribution of the process of administration among sev-
eral courts under the English system and the jealous regard of prop-
erty rights and control of descent by courts other than those which
had the responsibility for conducting administration were inharmoni-
ous with the independent and republican spirit of the colonial popula-
tion. A more simple and more reasonable and efficient method of
handling probate business was demanded, and the idea of a separate
prohate court with sufficient power to handle such business found its
way into colenial judieial thinking.

There was something in the colonial spivit and habits that nurtured
similar Ideas in different communities and brought parallel develop-
ments among people who had little infercommunieation.® This com-
mon instinet for creating similar institutions of government and law
led to the establishment of separate probate courts in the colonial
judicial system. In the beginning of the eighteenth century, if not
before, separate courts for administering estates were established in
the oldest colonies. In the beginning, these courts, in some instances,

2. PouRD, ORGANIZATION OF COURTS 30 (1940),
3. Id, at 33-56,
94, Id, at 36-57,
95, Pousp, THE LAWYER FROM ANTIQUITY To MopERN TIMES 130-74 (1963);
Peggn,“ﬁmmxzémaﬂ oF COURTS 58-90 (1940); WARREN 16-18, 39-208,
. WARREN 3.
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were vested with power to do other things outside the probate field,
but irrespective of this separate courts were established and vested
primarily with jurisdiction to handle probate business in one colony
after another.?”

The Forms in Which It Grew

Although the idea of the appropriateness of a separate probate
court came to be accepted in the colonies prior to the Revolution, the
court itself is known by different names, and it grew into different
forms in the various colonies and states. In Massachusetts it has been
known from the beginning as the probate court. Many of the other
states refer to it by the same name. In Delaware, Maryland, New
Jersey, and Pennsylvania it is called the orphan’s court. At different
times it has been designated in different colonies and states as the
ordinary, county, surrogate, prerogative, orphan’s, or probate court.”

Jurisdiction of probate business has not always been assigned uni-
formly to courts primarily vested with probate powers. In many of
the states, the courts exercising general probate jurisdiction have
exclusive power over most of the usual proceedings in the administra-
tion of estates of decedents and persons under legal disability, though
they have inferior attributes in relation with other courts. In other
states jurisdiction of probate business is vested in courts having addi-
tional general jurisdiction. In others, general probate jurisdiction is
vested in separate courts which oceupy the same status in the state
court system as other courts of general jurisdiction. In others, pro-
bate jurisdiction is assigned to chancery courts.?®

The jurisdiction of probate courts has not always been confined
strictly to probate business. In some cases probate courts have been
given jurisdiction of civil cases involving small amounts. They have
also had in some states jurisdiction of criminal cases involving minor
offenses. In some states they have jurisdiction to partition property
belonging to heirs and to decree specific performance of contracts by
decedents to convey real estate. In some instances, they have been
given power to supervise the administration of testamentary trusts,
and in some states they have jurisdiction of adoption proceedings,
divorce actions, and proceedings to change a name. Since the adoption
of state inheritance tax laws, probate courts are usually required to
supervise the process by which inheritance taxes of a deceased person
are determined and paid. Jurisdiction is often limited by constitu-
tional provisions and by statutory enactments, and when such courts
are thus limited they must stay within the boundaries fixed for them.

Probate judges are sometimes required to be members of the legal

97. PounDp, ORGANIZATION OF COURTS 78-79 (1940).

98. 1 WOERNER § 142; Simes & Basye 401-05.

99. In an exhaustive study probate courts in the different states have been
classified as to probate jurisdiction they exercise. Simes & Basye 420.
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profession, but in many instances they are not. Probate courts are in
some instances courts of record, but in other instances they are not.
In some states the judgments of probate courts have the same stand-
ing as judgments of courts of general jurisdiction, and in other states
they do not have such standing. In their relations with other courts
of the judicial system, probate courts are usually considered inferior
tribunals, and this is true even when they have original and exclusive
jurisdiction over certain designated probate business

In the whole fleld of their jurisdiction and in their comparative
standing with other courts, there is such a wide diversity in fact and
n the opinion of those who have studied them™* that it wonld perhaps
he improper to designate the probate court organization in any par-
ticulay state as typieal. We now trace the probate court through Mis-
souri history for further observation on the general inflnence it has
had on the development of probate law,

IIL,
THE ORIGIN AND OPERATION OF THE PROBATE COURT
IN MISSOURI

Tke Founding of the First Probate Courts in Missouri

The idea that there should be a separate probate court for the ad-
ministration of estates had been accepted by some of the American
colonies, and probate courts had been created for and were in opera-
tion in some of the original states of the Union prior to the admission
of Missouri ag a state,”* The faet that a separate probate eourt was
created for each political subdivision of the area embracing Missouri
as a part of the original judicial structure for that area was not novel
in probate court history in America.

Prior to the admission of Missouri as a state, the area in her bound-
aries was a part of the ferritory ceded by France to Spain on Novem-
ber 3, 1762, Prior to that ecssion of territory, 2 number of seatiered

totr, For guthorifative and profound discussion of the jurisdiction, powers,
functions, and standing of the probate courts in the different states, see the ref-
fvzancu heretofore made to the works of Atkinson, Pound, Simes and Basye, and

SETTICE .

1t Among those who have extensively studied the probate conrts from the seeds
that produced them in England through their origin and growth in this country,
Dean Poupd has shown the least enthusiasm for them, and he has pointedly shown
therr weaknesses, See PoUnp, ORGANIZATION oF CoURTS 186-40, 178-81 (1940).
Judge Woerner, whe spent many yvears as a probate judge and as a student of
the prohate law and as a friendly observer of the operation of the probate courts,
was perhaps their most enthusiastic advacate and devoted friend. And Professors
Atkinson, Stmes, and Basye, who have made their examination of the probate
court system later than or at least contemporaneously with Dean Pound, come
nearer in their appraisal fo a justification of the faith expressed by Fudge Woerner
in their permanence and their merit,

102, Separate probate courts existed or there was a separate probate judge,
surrogate, or commissioner for each eounty in Connecticut in 1715 and in Mas-
sachusetts in 1719, Jd. at 79. Missouri did not become a state until 1821,
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settlements had been established in different parts of the area of
Missouri, consisting principally of French population, and such law
as had been observed was of French origin. Spanish authority over
the area was exercised by Commandants commissioned by the govern-
ment of Spain, and special grants of large tracts of land in the area
were made to encourage immigration and to compensate the Com-
mandants for their services as governing officials.2?

On October 1, 1800, Spain ceded the area back to France, and on
April 80, 1808, Napoleon, by treaty with the United States, sold and
ceded to her Louisiana,*** which embraced the area of Missouri. On
March 26, 1804, by act of Congress, the province of Louisiana was
divided into two territories, the one being the Territory of New
Orleans, comprising the south portion, and the other being the Terri-
tory of Louisiana, comprising the north portion.*® The area compos-
ing Missouri was in the Louisiana Territory.

Although the doctrine of separation of powers had become funda-
mental in American political philosophy, the Congress in enacting
the Organic Act of March 26, 1804, vested in the governor and the
three judges of Indiana Territory the power to enact laws to govern
the territory. The governing officers of Indiana Territory through
this act became responsible for establishing government in the Terri-
tory of Louisiana. Missouri, as a part of Louisiana Territory, thus
became attached to the Territory of Indiana. By an act of Congress
of March 3, 1805, the Territory of Louisiana became the District of
Louisiana,** and by an act of Congress of June 4, 1812, the area em-
braced in Missouri became the Territory of Missouri.2?

Pursuant to the powers vested in the governor and the three judges
of Indiana Territory by the Act of March 26, 1804, these four officials,
constituting the first legislative body for Missouri, met in Vincennes,
Indiana, then the capital of the Territory of Indiana, on October 1,
1804, and passed a series of legislative acts comprising fifteen chap-
ters by which the law for government of the territory, for administer-
ing justice, and for regulating the conduct of the people was estab-
lished.’*® Chapter 12 in that series of legislative acts was entitled
“Court of Probate.”2*® The chapter, containing seven paragraphs,
provided for the appointment of one judge of probate in each district,
“whose duty it shall be to take the proof of last wills and testaments,

103. 1 SHOEMAKER, MISSOURI' AND MISSOURIANS 80-129 (1943).

104. 1 Mo. TERR. Laws 1-4 (1842).

105. 1 id. at 4-6.

106. 1 4d. at 6-8.

107. 1 id. at 8-13.

108. For a description of this first legislative session, information as to the
men who composed it and the significance of their work, see Loeb, The Beginnings
of Missouri Legislation, 1 Mo. Hist. Rev. 53 (1906-07).

109. 1 Mo. TERR. Laws 57-58 (1842).
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and to grant letters testamentary and letters of administration, and to
do and perform every matter and thing, that doth, or by law may,
appertain to the probate office, excepting the rendering definite sen-
tence and final decree.”

There were then five districts, originally formed and designated
districts under the Spanish regime, known as the St. Charles, St.
Louis, Ste. Genevieve, Cape Girardeau, and New Madrid districts.
Each district embraced an area of land in Missouri bounded on the
east by the Mississippi River and extending westwardly indefinitely.
The act provided that the judge of each district hold four sessions
each veay and a special session “at such place in the district as he may
deem expedient, whenever the cireumstances of the people may re-
quire it,” Where it was necessary to render a “definitive sentence” or a
“final decree’” upon a point contested, the probate judge was required
to call to his assistance two of the justices of the court of common
pleas of the same district. The three judges then constituted the court
of probate, a majority of whom could render final sentence and decree,
and from such final decree there was the right of appeal to the general
court of the district,

In the same series of acts in which separate probate courts were
provided for, there was also passed an act creating for each district
a court styled the general quarter sessions of the peace and a general
court fo hear appeals. By another act justice of the peace courts were
provided for, and these various courts copstituted the complete judi-
ciary. No provision was made requiring legal training as a qualifica-
tion for service on either court, and it is quite likely that lawyers were
not chasen for service as judges on any of the courts ereated. There
was then only a total of about 10,000 people residing in all Missouri,
and life among these people was primitive but peaceable® It was in
this way and in this form fthat the first separate probate courts were
established in Missouri. The act providing for these courts also pro-
vided for a derk of each court, and required that the clerk record all
sentences and decrees of the court of probate, and that he make
entries and records of all matters proper to be entered and recorded in
his office ™

The Probate Courts Piior fo Statehood

The law creating the first probate courts in Missouri, together with
the other acts passed with it, was not new or untried. It was designed
for an expanding pioneer society and was lifted out of that which had
served in the Northwest Territorv. This was done by the legislators
who had been familiar with it and who, as officials in the Northwest

116 3 Heouck, HISTORY oF MIssoURI 160-62 (1908); 1 SHOEMAKER, MISSOURE
axp MissongpiAns 100-01 (1943).
111, Some of the records made in these courts gre still in existence,
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Territory, had assisted in making it and who had some responsibility
for its operation.’®> There was a striking similarity in form, sub-
stance, and phraseology of that part of the Northwest Ordinance*®
which provided for government of the Northwest Territory and that
part of the first statutes which provided for the government of the
Territory of Louisiana. The men who framed both instruments came
from those states where a separate probate court was in operation.

The Northwest Ordinance provided th#€t the inhabitants of the
territory should be entitled to benefits of “judicial proceedings ac-
cording to the course of the common law.”** The ordinance also di-
rected the course of descent of property.1* But in the first legislative
session of the Territorial Legislature for Louisiana there was no
direct adoption of the common law for the probate courts, nor were
provisions set forth to regulate administration or descent. As to the
law to be applied by the probate courts under the territorial statutes
in the handling of their business there was no statutory direction until
July 4, 1807 when the Territorial Legislature adopted an act found in
Chapter 89, entitled “Wills, Descent and Distribution.””¢ On the
same day an act was passed creating the orphan’s court,*” by which
the judges of the court of common pleas of each district were vested
with power to act as the orphan’s court, as well as to perform their
other judicial duties. Thus, the Territorial Legislature did not adhere
strictly to the principle, indicated in the first act passed relative to
the administration of estates, that a separate probate court should be
maintained for handling all business pertaining to the administration
of estates.

Other incidents of historic importance in determining the place of
the probate court in Missouri occurred with rapidity. Immediately
after the purchase of Louisiana, the population of the Territory of
Missouri began inereasing rapidly. Among those who came into the
territory in this great wave of immigration were a large number of
lawyers, some of whom became locally and nationally distinguished

112. William Henry Harrison, Governor of Indiana Territory at the time and
later President of the United States, was a native Virginian. He had served as
Secretary of the Northwest Territory and had been its delegate in Congress.
Henry Vanderburgh, one of the three judges who, with Governor Harrison,
adopted the law, had served as a member and as president of the Legislative
Council for the Northwest Territory. These men had served four years as the
governing body of the Indiana Territory prior to their adoption of the statutes
in 1804, which were to take effect in Missouri.

113. The Northwest Ordinance was passed by the Continental Congress in 1787,
the year the Constitution of the United States was drafted. For the provisions
%§9t5111.i)s celebrated ordinance, see U.S.C.A. ConsT. ART. I, §§ 1 T0o 9, at 23-84

114. Id. at 26.

115, Id. at 23.

116. 1 Mo. TERR. Laws 125-39 (1842).

117. 1 id. at 140-42.
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at the bar and on the bench.**® Conflicting inferests in land claims,
commercial activity, and politics led to a popular demand for govern-
ment nearer the people and greater stability in the law and in the
courts, Lawyers who came from the environment of Revolution were
quick fo see that representation in the lawmaking body was necessary
to secure such stability.

In regponse to the demand from Missouri that the territory be al-
lowed self-government, Congress passed an act on June 4, 1812, pro-
viding that a territorial government be established in the territory.™®
By this act, legislative power for the territory became vested in 2
governor, a legislative council and a house of representatives. What
had formerly been districts became counties under the new regime.
The legislative assembly held four notable meetings in which they
passed laws of consequence in the development of the legal system in
the state’™

By an act passed by the General Assembly of the Territory of Mis-
souri on January 21, 1815, the idea of a separate probate court was re-
pudiated. The provisions of the former territorial laws on wills,
descent, and distribution were rewritten, and jurisdiction over pro-
bate business was vested in the cireuit courts in the several counties in
Missouri Territory.*® That legislative opinion on the major body of
the probate law had not solidified is indicated by the fact that in
1807, 1815, 1816,2** 1817,% and 1820°* comprehensive acts were
passed enacting, re-enacting, and modifying this body of the law, And
the fact that legiglative opinion did not support the idea that a probate
court was necessary to an effective administration of estates was in-
dicated by the legislative vesting of jurisdiction over probate business
in the cirenit courts,

This early trend in legislative opinion in the territorial days of
Missouri away from the idea that there should be a separate probate
court for probate business was not destined to continue for any ex-
tensive period. The trend was doubtless influenced materially by the
lawyers who eame Into Missouri during the terriforial era. It indi-

118. The number of remarkable jurists these great opporfunities (in Mis-
sourty developed is unparalleled in the history of any state. Nearly all the
lawyers who came to Missouri before the admission of the state into the
Union achieved distinetion, and many attained a national reputation.

3 Hovek, HIsTORY oF MISSOURT 12 (1908),

119, 1 Mo. TERR, LAWS 813 (1842).

126. For a description of the personnel of the ferritorial legislative assembly
and its achievements in laying the legal and judicial foundations of the state, see
3 Houck. HIsTorY oF MIssoUrl 1-33 (1908).

121. 1 Mo. TERR. Laws 394-420 (1842},

122. 1 id. at 125-39,

123, 1 i, at 394-420,

124. 1 id. at 441-43,

125, 1 id, at 50310,

126, 1 id, at 641,

o b o B e
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cated familiarity with the English common law and system of courts,
where there was no separate probate court. As Judge Abiel Leonard
in the celebrated case of Cuiter v. Waddingham*?® observed concern-
ing the law of descents passed during the territorial days: “It [the
statute on Wills, Descent, and Distribution] was the work of men
familiar with the common law and strangers to the Roman law, and
was no doubt adopted by our territorial lawgivers from the written
laws of the older States of the Union, and not constructed here with
any special reference to the existing law of this country.”

The lawyers of that era were advocates of the common law and the
English legal system. Through their influence, the General Assembly
of the Territory of Missouri on January 19, 1816, adopted the com-
mon law of England,*?® and on January 21, 1816, an act was adopted,
unquestionably originating with the lawyers of the territory, which
provided for a division of the counties in the territory into two cir-
cuits, with a circuit judge learned in the law presiding over each of
the circuits.2?® By this act, an attempt was made to centralize judicial
authority pursuant to the common-law idea.

The Rise of Probate Courts under State Government

Though Judge Leonard’s conclusion that the men who wrote the
first basic laws for Missouri during the territorial period were men
who understood the common law was correct,’*® these men were ap-
parently less familiar with the constitutional doctrine of separa-
tion of powers.’3t Nevertheless, those who framed the first constitu-
tion for Missouri were not only familiar with that doctrine but they
also wrote it into the body of that constitution,*s? and followed it in
preparing the constitutional framework for the government. In es-
tablishing the judicial structure no concrete provision was made for

127. 22 Mo. 206, 261 (1855).
128. 1 Mo. TERR. LAws 436 (1842).
129. 1 4d. at 444-49,

130. There are substantial grounds in the law which Judge Leonard and his
agsociates on the supreme court were applying at the time he made this observa-
tion to support his conclusion. In addition to that, Judge Leonard knew some of
the early lawyers in Missouri, for he came to the Missouri Terrifory in 1819
from Vermont, and was admitted to the bar the following year and became one
of the great lawyers of the state during the early years of statehood. 3 HoucK,
HisTORY OF MissOURI 27-29 (1908).

131. 3 4d. at 1-34.

132. Mo. ConsT, art. II (1820). The doctrine was stated substantially as in
the Massachusetts Constitution of 1780, but not precisely. The following state-
ment in the Massachusetts Constitution is often quoted as the most classic:

In the government of this Commonwealth, the legislative department shall
never exercise the executive and judicial powers, or either of them; the
executive shall never exercise the legislative and judicial powers, or either
of them; the judicial shall never exercise the legislative and executive
powers, or either of them; to the end that it shall be a government of laws
and not of men.
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probate courts,* Instead, the constitution provided for a court of
chanceyy, the jurisdiction of which was to be coextensive with the
state, and fo which court jurisdiction was assigned to exercise g gen-
eral control over executors, administrators, gnardians, and minors,
subject to appeal to the supreme court and under such limitation as
the General Assembly may bv law provide.® It also provided that
mferior tribunals be established in each county for the transaction of
all county business, for appointing guardians, for granting letters
testamentary and of administration, and for settling the accounts of
executors, administrators, and guardians®

Apparently, eounty courts handled probate business under the Con-
stitution of 1820 until probate courts were established pursuant to
provision of the act of the General Assembly on January 7, 1825, Until
that time there was uncertainty as to whether it was the intent of the
framers of the constitution that there be a system of county courts
vested also with probate jurisdiction or whether a separate court
should he established to handle probate business. The exact position
the court of chancery was to occupy in the judicial structure was also
uneertain,

When the First General Asgembly met in special session in June
1821, it proposed an amendment to the constitution which clarified
this situation. By this amendment, which was ratified by the Second
Generzal Assembly in 1822, the office of chancellor was abolished, and
the judicial power was vested in “a Supreme Court, in circuit courts,
and in such inferior tribunals as the general assembly may, from time
to time, ordain and establish,”’**

The admission of Missouri info the Union of States was the occasion
for a great protracted debate of national issues, but, during that pe-
riod and the yvears immediately following, the legal foundations of the
state were being reconstructed under the leadership of able members
of the legal profession. A great mass of legislation had been adopted
during the territorial period, and hurried experiments had been made
in the shaping of a judicial structure, all of which required restudy
and systemization, The men who devoted themselves to that task were
late immigrants to the state, but they came from older states where
state governments had long endured and where experimentation in
probate law, with probate courts, and with the probate jurisdiction ex-
ercised by other courts had been extensive. Under the leadership of
Henry 8, Geyer' a complete revision of the law and provision for

133, See Mo. CoNgr. avt. V (1820},

134. K. at $§ 9-10.

135, I4 ot § 12,

136, Mo. Const. amend, T (1820},

137, Henry Shefiield Geyer was a nafive of Maryland, where he was admifted

te the bhar in 1811, He came to Missouri in 1815 and became one of the most
sminent of Missouri Inwyers. He participated in the framing of the Constitution
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the creation of a system of courts pursuant to the constitution was
prepared for the legislature. The experience of other states, as it was
known by lawyers and others who originated there and who partici-
pated in the early form and use of the law, and the court structure in
Missouri was studied in the light of the needs in the new state.1ss

On January 7, 1825, the legislature passed an act providing for the
establishment of a complete court system in compliance with the pro-
visions of the constitution.’®® In this judicial structure, probate
courts were created for each county. On February 21, 1825, a com-
plete probate code was adopted under which the probate court was
vested with jurisdiction to supervise the whole process of administra-
tion.2** By virtue of these two acts, the probate court became a perma-
nent part of the court system in Missouri, and the probate law was
carefully codified for its use.

The judges of the first probate courts, like the judges of other
courts established under the Constitution of 1820, were appointed by
the Governor. The constitution had not named probate courts in the
category of courts provided for in the judicial organization. But the
legislature created these courts under the constitutional sanction,
Although the probate courts created by the act of 1825 were inferior
courts under the provisions of the Constitution of 1820 as amended in
1821-22, they were given exclusive original jurisdiction of the princi-
pal part of the proceedings for the administration of estates of de-
ceased persons and minors by the act creating the court system.*4t No
provision was made for the continuation of the orphan’s court created
under the earlier territorial laws.

The place of the probate court in the judicial system of Missouri as
fixed by these two legislative enactments in 1825 has not been further
challenged by any subsequent constitutional or statutory provision.
The power of selecting judges for these courts passed from the Gov-
ernor and became vested in the people. Special courts were estab-
lished in many of the counties during the period from 1835 to 1877 by
acts of the legislature. Some of these courts, such as the courts of
common pleas, were vested with jurisdiction, concurrent with probate

of 1820 and served through five sessions of the General Assembly, being the
Speaker of the House during the first three sessions. He was the chief author
‘é§ fhflgi?)smn of the laws of 1825, See 1 SHOEMAKER, MISSOURI AND MISSOURIANS

138. Among the lawyers from Connecticut during the formative period of
Missouri history were Edward Hempstead, who came to Missouri in 1804, Rufus
Easton, who came the same year, and Judge Rufus Pettibone, who came to Mis-
souri in 1818, For more complete information about the members of the bar
from the older States of the Union who participated in laying the legal founda-
?félgs)in Missouri, see 3 Houck, HiSTORY OF MISSOURI, particularly ce. 23-2b

139. Mo. Laws 1825, at 268-78.

140. Id. at 92-125,

141, Id. at 270.
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courts, of probate business, but the power to create such special
courts was removed and for the most part such special courts have
disappeared.

The Constitution of 1865 did not specifically recognize probate
courts, but it authorized the legislature fo establish “inferior tribu-
nals” in each county and vest in them jurisdiction over all matters
pertaining to probate business.,**® The failure of the framers of the
Consfitution of 1865 to distinguish between the place of the county
courts and the probate courts in the judicial system and their decision
to relegate the courts doing probate business to a continued rank of
inferiority resulted in a prolongation of the special courts era. But
the convention which drafted that constitution was not prepared to
make such distinetion or to recognize the proper place of the probate
courts or the exact functions they should exercise. The best legal
talent of the state was nof represented in the convention,*® and many
of the sixty-six elected delegates to the convention were comparatively
unknown.'* The leaders of the convention were immediately more
concerned about punishment for those who had supported the southern
cause in the War Between the States than with the permanent stabili-
zation of an independent judiciary, and all the bitterness of cross
currents of feelings among a people in a border state were mani-
fested in the proceedings and the results of the convention* By an

; EEN:‘ The provision of the Constitution of 1865 concerning such courts is as
CHEEWSE L
Inferior tribunals, te be known as county courts, shall he established in
cach county, for the transaction of all county business. In such courts, or

i such other tribunals, inferior fo the cirenit courts as the genera] assem-

bly may establish, shall be vested the jurisdition of all matters appertaining

to probate business, to granting letters testamentary and of administration,

to settling the accounts of executors, administrators and guardians, and to

féhe ag;;}oinfment of guardians and such other jurisdiction as may be con~

erved by law,
Me. CoNgr. art. VI, § 23 (1865).

143, The lawyers of Missouri of the widest national yeputation, such as
Frank P. Blair, Jr.—brother of Montgomerv Blair of Lineoln’s war csbinet—
who was to become Tnited States Senator from Missouri, and Edward Bates who
was Lincoln’s Attorney-Geperal, and James O, Broadhead who became known in
s time as Missourt's leading lawyer, opposed the adoption of the constitution.

144, The membership of the Constitutional Convention included thirteen

lawyers, fifteen farmers, fourfeen doctors, twelve merchants, and a remain-

ing seattering of not more thap one to a separate oceypation or vecation,

Twenty-two of the sixty-six members were nafives of free states; eight

of Geymany; one of England; nine of Missouri; and twenty-six of other

slave states, In comparison with the membership of the state convention of

1861, that of the Constifutional Comvention shows fewer lawyers, more

natives of free states, and twice the number of foreign born.
1 SHOEMAKER, MISSoURI ANP MISSOURIANS 943 (1943),

145. Charles D. Drake, lawyer of 8t. Louis, a native of Ohio and a stormy
petrel in politics, was elected vice-president of the convention and dominated its
activities and proceedings. He had been a Whig, a Kn'ew-vchthin » & Demoerst,
an unconditional Unionist, and a Radical. Beeause of his leadership in the move-
ment to adopt a new constitution and in the drafiing of the instrument and in
securing its adoption, the constitution is sometimes ealled the “Drake Constitu-
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ordinance adopted by the convention on March 17, 1865—and not re-
ferred to the people for adoption or rejection—known as the Ouster
Ordinance, all judicial offices of consequence in the state, including the
judges of the probate courts, were vacated, and the Governor was
empowered to fill the vacancies caused by such ouster by appointment
for the remainder of the terms.*¢ Even though the provisions of the
constitution pertaining to the judiciary did not seriously conflict with
prior judicial experience and development and, even though the con-
stitution as a whole was not a radical departure from the former
constitution and its amendments, it was obvious that a charter repre-
senting the fundamental law of the state born under such turbulent
political circumstances and adopted and enforced with measures so
lacking in self-restraint™’ could not long endure.

Besides, basic defects in the constitution soon became apparent.
Among these was its failure to stabilize the probate court system and
stay the power of the legislature through special acts to distribute
probate jurisdiction among different courts and to create special
courts vested with probate powers. A growing distrust of the legisla-
ture was reflected in the provisions of the constitution which spe-
cifically prohibited it from passing special legislation on a number of
different subjects.*® But the constitution did not prohibit the legisla-
ture from creating special courts, a practice in which it had indulged
to the detriment of probate courts since 1835,1%° and to a large extent
the constitution left the future both of probate courts and jurisdiction
over probate business in the hands of the legislature.

At the next legislative session after the Constitution of 1865 went
into effect, an act was passed creating a probate court in each of the

tion,” and because of the severity of some of its provisions for which Drake’s
leadership was responsible it is sometimes called the “Draconian Code.” Ior an
account of the convention, its officers and members, and its significance in the
history of Missouri, see 1 SHOEMAKER, MISSOURI AND MISSOURIANS 943-52 (1943);
VIOLETTE, A HISTORY OF MISSOURI 393-423 (1918). For the provisions of the
constitution, amendments, and ordinances adopted by the convention that framed
the constitution, see 1 Mo. ANN. STAT. 114-65 (Vernon 1951). For commentaries
on the constitution as a step in the progress of conmstitutional government in
Missouri, see Loeb, Constitutions and Constitutional Conventions in Missouri, in
1 JOURNAL OF MISSOURI CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION OF 1875, at 7 (1920).

146. 1 Mo. ANN. STAT. 155-56 (Vernon 1951).

147. 1 SHOEMAKER, MISSOURI AND MISSOURIANS 951-52 (1943) ; VIoLETTE, His-
TORY OF MISSOURI cc. 20-21 (1918) ; Loeb, supra note 145, at 24-25.

148. Mo. ConsT. art. IV, § 27 (1865).

149. In 1835 county courts were vested with certain probate jurisdiction (Mo.
REev. STAT. §§ 1-48 (1835)), and after that time until 1866 probate jurisdiction in
some of the counties was exercised by county courts, in others by probate courts,
and in others by courts created by special act of the legislature. The concept of
a separate probate court for each county to handle strictly probate business as
envisioned by the historic revision session of the legislature in 1825 lacked posi-
tive constitutional sanction, and this concept did not prevail in the legislative
sessions held subsequently nor did it receive the support of the delegates who
framed the constitution of 1865.
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twenty-seven counties of Missouri® By this act the probate couris in
these counties were made courts of record, and they were vested with
broad probate powers in the administration of estates of deceased
persons and minors, and their jurisdiction was declared original and
exelugive. The act indicated 3 legislative purpose in the field of pro-
bate law and a conception of the place of probate courts in the hanp-
dling of probate business more like that of the Legislature of 1825
than any legislative action since that time. It showed a fendency to-
ward uniformity guite unlike the special acts the legislature had been
passing, not only in creating special probate courts in one county at
a time but also in abolishing them in the same manner.*® The legisla-
ture continued during the next decade after the adoption of the Con-
stitution of 1865 to abuse the privilege of passing special legislation,*
and, though the adoption of the act of 1866 creating a probate court
in twenty-geven counties in the state was a step in the right direction,
it didl not check the legislative propensity to create special courts for
probate and other business. ™

By the Constitution of 1875, Missouri finally gave to the probate
court its full constitutional recognition, dignity, and power as a
permanent part of the state’s judicial system. In a special article de-
voted to the judiciary, the constitution provided that the judieial
power of the state as fo matters of law and equity, except as the con-
stitution otherwise provided, be vested in a supreme court and other
named courts, including probafe courts,* The constitution directed
the General Assembly to establish a probate court in every county,
and it provided that, until the General Assembly created a uniform
system of probate courts, the jurisdiction of probate eourts already
established should remain as provided by law. It directed that pro-
hate courts be uniform in their organization, jurisdiction, duties, and
practice.™ It provided that every probate court be a court of record

1, Mo, Laws Adj. Sess. 1865, at §5-88.

151, In s regular session in 1865, the legislature had crehted g probate court
i Worth and Miller Counties (Mo, Laws 1865, at 349-51) and it had repealed
an act creating a probate comrt in Reynolds County (Mo, Laws 1865, at 834).

152, Ehar ing that decade move special acts were passed than public laws. Loeb,
supra note 145, at 92,

153. In GRAVELY, THE ORGANIZATION oF CoURTS IN MIssoURI (unpublished
reanuseript in Univergity of Missouri Library), it iz estimated that from 1845
to 1865 the legislature ereated by special acts a probate court in Afty-four of the
counties in Missouri and a speeial court of common pleas, some of which had
probate jurisdiction, in fourteen counties. In the same manuscript the anthor
estimated that from 1868 to 1875 ninety-four counties in the state had special
probate courts, twenty-six had special common pleas courts, and fourteen had
special eomrfs vested with probate and common pleas powers, all created by
special acts of the legislature.

154, Mo, Const. art, VI, § 1 (1875).

155, M, at § 34.

156 Id. at § 35.
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and consist of one judge who was to be elected.*s” It vested in each pro-
bate court “jurisdiction over all matters pertaining to probate busi-
ness, to granting letters testamentary and of administration, the
appointment of guardians and curators of minors and persons of
unsound mind, settling the accounts of execufors, administrators,
curators and guardians; and the sale and leasing of lands by adminis-
trators, curators and guardians; and also jurisdiction over all matters
relating to apprentices . .. .78

The men who drafted the Constitution of 1875, in providing for a
permanent place for probate courts in our judicial structure, took into
account, as they did in the document as a whole, the experience de-
rived from historical evolution.’®® Of the sixty-eight delegates in the
convention, forty-five were lawyers,*® and among them were some of
the ablest men of the Missouri bar who had already attained or were
to achieve national reputations.’®* For the most part, they were men
of mature age, of independent means, of liberal education, of recog-
nized ability, and of wide and varied experience.’*2 From their experi-
ence as practical men of affairs and from their familiarity with the
legal and judicial system of the state, they recognized probate courts
as a necessary and distinet part of that system, and they knew that
to give these courts such place they must remove them from the
power the legislature had exercised over them for thirty years and
direct by constitutional provision that such courts be established and
that they be uniform in organization, powers, and functions,

The constitution did not establish probate courts, but it directed
that the General Assembly establish them. The provision was not self-
enforcing but it required legislative action.’** On April 9, 1877, the
General Assembly complied with the constitutional mandate and
passed an act establishing a probate court in the City of St. Louis and
in every county in the state.’®® Many of the existing probate courts
simply merged into and became the new probate courts established by
that act, and each of these courts now has continued in existence since
the effective date of the act establishing them. There are 114 counties
in Missouri and the probate court in each county, together with the

157. Id. at § 34.

158, Ibid.

159. Loeb, supre note 145, at 56.

160. Shoemaker, Personnel of the Convention, in 1 id. at 65.

161. 1 4d. at 70.

162. For complete information about the delegates to the convention that
framed the Constitution of 1875, see 1 id. at 57-71. See also Bishop, Government
of Missouri under the Constitution of 1945, in 1 Mo. ANN. STAT. 5 (Vernon 1951).

163. See State ex rel. Cave v. Tincher, 2568 Mo. 1, 166 S,W. 1028 (1914).

164. Linn County Bank v. Clifton, 263 Mo. 200, 212-13, 172 S.W. 388, 392
(1914) ; State ex rel. Attorney-General v. Gammon, 73 Mo. 421 (1881).

165. Mo. Laws 1877, at 229-32.
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one for the City of St. Louis, comprises a fofal of 115 probate courts
in Missouri,

Under the Constitution of 1945 the integrity, independence, and uni-
formity of the probate court system as a part of our judiciary are
maintained. As vnder the prior constitutions, judicial power of the
state is vested in the probate courts and the other courts of constitu-
tional origin.** These courts are by the constitution required fo be
courts of record, and uniform in their organization, jurisdiction, and
practice,” Their jurisdiction is fixed by the provisions of the consti-
tution.” In counties of 80,000 inhabitants or less, the probate judge is
also judge of the magistrate court,** the latter being a new classifica~
tion of courts created to take the place of justice of the peace courts,
which were abolished by the Constitution.*™ The judges of the probate
courts of the City of St. Louis and Jackson County, as the judges of
the cireuit courts thereof, are selected under the non-partisan plan of
selecting indges, and the probate judges in other counties of the state
may. like the cireuit judges of those counties, become subject to selec-
tion under that plan®* Probate judges are entitled to retirement
benefits accorded all judges of courts of record and magistrates by the
constitution,™

166, Mo, ch»:sr, art, V, §
187, Id. at § 17.
168, Id. at § 16.
169, Id. at \ 18,

, Bee éf
171, If?. f: “*§ 23(&} (h}.
172 I at 5§ 2
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