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I write in support of Professor Michael Zander for the Halsbury Lifetime Contribution Award 2015.  
Few legal careers in modern times have been more remarkable than his. It began when he became a law student in 1953 and it is not over yet.

The outline may be briefly stated. He had a brilliant career at university  -  Double First Class Honours in the B.A. in law at Cambridge, First Class Honours in the LL.B. and award of the prestigious Whewell Scholarship in International Law, followed by a Masters at Harvard Law School. After Harvard he spent a year with Sullivan & Cromwell, one of the great Wall Street law firms. When he returned, he gave up his intention to become a barrister, resigned the Cassell Scholarship at Lincoln’s Inn, and joined the solicitors’ branch, doing his articles  with Ashurst Morris Crisp & Co. Soon after qualifying as a solicitor, however, he decided to become an academic, principally, he has said, so that he would be free to write critically about the legal profession. In 1963, he joined the Law Department of the London School of Economics. (In the same year he also became Legal Correspondent of The Guardian, a position he held for the next twenty five years.) He was appointed to a chair in 1977. He retired as Emeritus Professor in 1998 - and carried on working. (The articles in legal journals published since his retirement cover no fewer than ten pages in the Annotated Bibliography.)
He combined four different ways of working – teaching undergraduate and graduate students; scholarship with an emphasis on empirical research; communicating with both the general public and decision-makers; and reform (or sometimes opposition to reform) of the profession and the legal system.
His publications include eleven books and over three hundred articles in a wide variety of legal journals. His writings for the lay public include over 1,400 articles for The Guardian and three books he edited: What’s Wrong with the Law? published by the BBC, two editions of the 800-page Family Guide to the Law published by Readers Digest and Pears Guide to the Law.
One of the dictionary definitions of “academic” is “purely theoretical, divorced from practical considerations”. In Michael Zander’s case, academic has a completely different meaning. His main focus has always been the actual working of the English legal system. (A reviewer of his book Legal Services for the Community wrote in 1979, “Professor Zander in the last fifteen years has been a major influence in transforming the teaching of English Legal System from an uncritical description of the courts and their history into an empirically based study of the system’s actual operation”.) Moreover, as he stated in his Inaugural Lecture, he regarded his calling as a teacher of law not merely to describe that system, but actively to pursue changes in those parts of the system which in his view needed reform. As he also made clear in his Inaugural Lecture, the practical object was evolutionary, not revolutionary, change. The instruments of change which he recommended were research into the actual workings of the system, discussion, and persuasive argument directed not only to legislators but to the public at large. 

Michael Zander has pursued these objectives and these methods with unfailing dedication and with marked success over more than fifty years. In addition to his writing, his public lectures and his journalism and broadcasting on legal matters, he has organised and carried out practical research and has worked effectively in, and with, a variety of different bodies concerned with law reform. The Annotated Bibliography gives many examples:

During the years 1991-93 Professor Zander was a member of the Royal Commission on Criminal Justice (the Runciman Commission). While a member of that Commission he conceived, conducted, analysed and wrote up an empirical study of the operation of the Crown Court (published as The Crown Court Study in 1993). That study entailed the framing of questionnaires addressed to judges, barristers, solicitors, the CPS, police, court clerks, jurors and defendants covering in all some three thousand cases. It was probably the largest study ever carried out in the English courts. He has carried out some two dozen other empirical studies, a number of which had important practical effects - as is the case also with not a few of his other writings. It is widely known that publication of his study of legal aid fees in Crown Court cases, for instance, led to the setting up of the Benson Royal Commission on Legal Services. I believe, on what I think are good grounds, that his May 1977 Criminal Law Review article “The Criminal Process – a Subject Ripe for a Major Enquiry” led to the setting up of the Philips Royal Commission on Criminal Procedure which in turn resulted in the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 (PACE) and the establishment of the CPS. His writings had a seminal effect on the establishment of law centres and of duty solicitor schemes in magistrates’ courts. 
As indicated by his impressive Annotated Bibliography, Professor Zander is a prolific author. His Cases and Materials on the English Legal System was a standard text for law students for more than 30 years after its first publication in 1973. (The 10th edition was published in 2007.) A significant book for a different readership – The Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984, now simply Zander on PACE, is used mainly by practitioners and police officers. The first edition was published  in 1985 to coincide with the implementation of PACE. In his Foreword to the 5th edition Lord Woolf (then Lord Chief Justice) described it as “Michael Zander’s most authoritative work”. 
One of Professor Zander’s  most important books was A Bill of Rights?, first published in 1975. In it he cogently put forward the case for incorporating the European Convention on Human Rights into English law.  The 4th edition was published in 1997.  No further editions were needed as the desired incorporation took place the following year in the Human Rights Act 1998. He had himself been actively involved in persuading the Labour Party to adopt that policy. A Labour Party Discussion Paper proposing incorporation of the ECHR was launched at a press conference in 1976 by Shirley Williams, Peter Archer and Michael Zander.  The arguments put forward by the legislators who proposed the Human Rights Bill and carried it through were essentially those that had been advanced by Michael Zander nearly a quarter of a century earlier.

The Annotated Bibliography lists the many submissions he has made to official committees or in response to official reports. In regard to the Benson Royal Commission on Legal Services, Professor William Twining wrote: “Apart from Zander, there was almost no significant input from the academic community. . .[T]he academic community, Zander excepted, appears to have made a minimal impact on the approach, the analysis of particular issues or the recommendations of the Commission” (MLR, 1980).
An important part of his work has been print and broadcast journalism. In his Inaugural Lecture in 1978 he said: 
“There is still a feeling in some quarters that an academic demeans himself by engaging in journalism. My own view, precisely to the contrary, is that communication with the general public (quite apart from questions of reform) is part of one’s proper function as an academic. . . University teachers are paid out of public funds. If they have an expertise in a field in which the public has (or should have) an interest, it is right that it should be made widely available. Disapproval of communication by experts with the general public is mainly intellectual snobbery.”

In addition to his writings for non-lawyers he has over the years given innumerable lectures to a wide variety of audiences, including, notably, his Hamlyn Lectures, published as The State of Justice (2000). 
Most of his broadcasting was in interviews or comments on the current legal topic. But there have also been more considerable programmes. In 1972, after the Criminal Law Revision Committee recommended that the “right to silence” be abolished, Zander wrote and presented a 50-minute programme on the topic for BBC TV. The Daily Telegraph wrote of this broadcast: “Though he is himself strongly committed against many of the proposals, his report was a model of its kind – sober, lucid, authoritative and scrupulously concerned to give both sides of the question”. I believe that this comment would be a fair characterisation of Michael Zander’s style and manner in his writing and his lectures. 
Now aged 82, Professor Zander is as active and productive as ever. This year, so far, his publications are four articles in the Criminal Law and Justice Weekly, three written submissions to the Justice Select Committee’s inquiry on the CCRC and a new (7th) edition of his book The Law-Making Process. An article by him on the Justice Committee’s report has been accepted for publication in the July issue of the Criminal Law Review. He is currently preparing a new (7th) edition of Zander on PACE to be published later this year. 
Michael Zander’s career can be seen in two main parts. In the first twenty five or so years he built a reputation not only as a scholar who, unusually for a legal academic, conducted important empirical research of practical relevance, but also as a fearless critic of the legal profession’s monopolies and restrictive practices. 
His first book, Lawyers and the Public Interest published in 1968, can be seen as the forerunner of many reforms some of which are still in progress today. In 1978, Michael Beloff wrote: “If the public now regard the English legal system less as an ancient and immutable inheritance and more as a piece of living machinery, capable of change and improvement, Michael Zander can claim a special credit.  More than any other person or group he has in the last decade transformed the perennial but shapeless grumbles about lawyers and their services into an informed national debate. . .(New Society, 22 June 1978). 
His criticisms of the legal profession made him unpopular amongst some lawyers. The six-page Postscript to the Annotated Bibliography gives examples of what was being said and written about him, both con and pro.
 In that period he was a controversial figure. 
For the past twenty five or so years he has been acknowledged, respected and valued for the role that he plays. He engages in controversy on occasion just as before – for instance, in his opposition to the Woolf reforms of civil procedure which he thought would make a bad situation worse, especially in increasing costs. But he himself is no longer controversial. He was appointed a member of the Royal Commission on Criminal Justice; he was made a QC Honoris Causa (nominated, he was told, by the Bar Council); he became a Senior Fellow of the British Academy; the Home Office had him as one of the lecturers to celebrate its Bi-Centenary; Lord Woolf, when LCJ,  and in the current edition, Lord Judge, a former LCJ, wrote the Foreword to his book on PACE; consultant editor of “Courts”  and of “Contempt of Court” in Halsbury’s Laws of England ; he gave the Hamlyn Lectures; King’s College gave him an Honorary Degree. 

In 2009, Professor William Twining, speaking of the role of academic lawyers, said: “We have had a few significant public intellectuals: in my time these have included Robert Stevens, Michael Zander, Herbert Hart, Ronald Dworkin, Neil MacCormick and Conor Gearty.”

Looking back it is clear that Zander’ role has in fact always been consistent. The citation for the Honorary Degree summarised his career appropriately: 
“He has devoted a long and active career to the study, teaching, practice and improvement of the law, and has made outstanding contributions in both the academic and public spheres. There is no greater authority in the fields to which he has devoted himself: criminal procedure, civil procedure, legal system, legal profession and legal services. The central mission of his professional life has been to make the justice system work better.’

Many years ago an article in the Economist began, “Michael Zander (every profession should have one). . .”  
Michael Zander has a unique place in English legal life. He fully merits the further honour of the Halsbury Lifetime Contribution Award.
Sir Sydney Kentridge KCMG, QC
� See especially Marcel Berlins, Professor William Twining and Professor John Baldwin (pp.30-33).





