Departments

The Review introduces in this issue three new departments which will
appear at irregular intervals in the future. In each case, we have been
fortunate in finding scholars with special expertise who were willing to
take responsibility for commenting on a given area on a continuing basis,
These editors are located, moreover, at institutions where specific col-
leagues and the general milieu provide support to the editor in develop-
ing his department. Readers who have suggestions concerning any of
the several departments should write directly to the appropriate depart-
mental editor:

Legal Policy Issues in Social Science Perspective

CARL A. AUERBACH or SamueL KrisLov

Law School Department of Political Science
University of Minnesota
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55455

Methodological Issues in Social Science Research

HaNs ZE1sEL

Law School, University of Chicago
1111 East 60th Street

Chicago, Illinois 60637

Programs in Law and Social Sciences

H. Lawrence Ross

Law School, University of Denver
200 West Fourteenth Avenue
Denver, Colorado 80204
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A fourth department, established in the past issue, should similarly
be addressed directly:

Selected Bibliography on Law and Society

JoeL B. GrossMmaN, HERBERT JAcOB, or JACK LADINSKY
Program in Law and Social Science

Social Science Building

University of Wisconsin

Madison, Wisconsin 53706

This division of labor supplements but does not replace the central
editorial office of the Review, which will continue to receive manuscripts
and books for review, as in the past.

—The Editors

Now in Paperback

Caucasians Only

The Supreme Court, the NAACP, and the Restrictive Covenant Cases
Clement E. Vose

In the years after World War I, Negroes found themselves excluded from
most white neighborhoods in northern cities of the United States by the
judicial enforcement of privately drawn racially restrictive covenants. By
1953, largely as a result of sustained efforts of the NAACP and its allies,
five cases challenging the validity of judicial enforcement were carried to
the United States Supreme Court, which declared judicial support for such
covenants to be unconstitutional Caxcasians Only describes the sociological
and political events leading to these decisions, and appraises the practical
results of the Supreme Court’s rulings. cAMPUS 1, $2.95

in cloth, $7.50
Japar's Invisible Race: Caste in Culture and Personality.

George DeVos and Hiroshi Wagatsuma CAMPUS 2, $3.95

S (f;\ from California
@ UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA PRESS, BERKELEY 94720
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