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MICHAEL J. O'REILLY-COLLEAGUE AND FRIEND

"The business of a law school is not sufficiently described
when you say that it is to teach law or to make a lawyer. It
is to teach law in the grand' manner, and to make great
lawyers."

Oliver Wendell Holmes, Jr.

"The grand manner" in which Michael J. O'Reilly breathed life
into the law in his theater (read classroom) has been expertly re-
captured by Pat Parenteau. For those of us fortunate enough to
know Michael outside the classroom, it is obvious that Michael's
approach to life parallels his "grand manner" of teaching.

Few persons, I think, can equal Michael's intellectual genius
either in depth or in breadth. But even more than that absolutely
no one has the style and the grace, the verve and the vitality, the
wit and the warmth, the elocution and the elegance, that Michael
exudes. These characteristics of Michael's life style infect every-
one around him and they have made the Creighton Law School a
very special place for the past eighteen years. Perhaps the French
language is more expressive of Michael's qualities: au courant,
savoir faire and joie de vivre.

Creighton Law School has not been the sole recipient of
Michael's gifts. As befits the Renaissance man, Michael has ac-
tively supported the arts in Omaha, for, like Frankfurter, 'Michael
believes that

"No less important for a lawyer is the cultivation of
the imaginative faculties by reading poetry, seeing great
paintings in the original ... or listening to great music."

Michael's presence among us brought a bonus: the person of
Dorothy Clancy O'Reilly-as exuberant and free-spirited as her
husband. Michael is acutely aware of the contributions she has
made to his life and I would be remiss in failing to acknowledge
that her presence in our lives has greatly enriched us.

The mark left by an outstanding teacher may be described, as
Cardozo stated in another context, "as ... enduring as the inscrip-
tion upon a monument." As long as former students of Michael J.
O'Reilly live and breathe the inscription will endure. Thank you for
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sensitizing us and may you be in heaven half an hour before the
devil knows you are gone.

Ronald R. Volkmer
Professor of Law

Creighton University School of Law
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MICHAEL J. O'REILLY

My perspective on Michael O'Reilly is that of a friend and col-
league on the Creighton law faculty for ten years. As a friend, he
is many things, but two things stand out for me. He is a sort of
one-man intellectual entertainment center I can visualize him in
animated conversation, structuring wonderful mosaics of ideas in
his witty and incisive way. He is also a challenger: he pushes peo-
ple to think, to go beyond the obvious and ordinary, to be the most
that they can be.

As a colleague, Michael O'Reilly is again a challenger. He is
devoted to teaching and to participating responsibly in the process
of legal education. This devotion, I believe, challenges his col-
leagues to work harder at their own teaching and at performing
their other roles as faculty members. Michael is also a person of
great integrity, who lives his values and principles in a consistent
and honest fashion. Knowing him has been an intense, stimulat-
ing, sometimes hilarious experience. I wouldn't have missed it for
anything.

Theodore J. Clements
Professor of Law

Creighton University School of Law
Dean-elect

Gonzaga University School of Law
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MICHAEL J. O'REILLY: A STUDENT'S VIEW

"I thought it said 'Law' on the front of this building," he said,
skittering up the aisle of the Moot Court room towards a startled
first year student who had just mixed his replevins with his tro-
vers. "This isn't History 101!" he continued. "Where are your
materials?" "Are you sure you didn't wander in here by mistake,
looking for the college of business administration?" That was vin-
tage O'Reilly, and it was good stuff.

From those early days of "Remedies," I sensed that class with
Michael J. O'Reilly was going to be something special in my law
school career. I wasn't disappointed. Perhaps it was the amount
of information-useful as well as entertaining-which he was able
to deliver in those 50 minute lectures. Maybe it was his endearing
idiosyncrasies-like the frayed sheets of legal-size paper sticking
out between nearly every page of his textbook, or his casual refer-
ences to the legal philosophies of renowned jurists, as if he had
just come from breakfast with one of them. Or maybe it was his
infectious zeal for the study of legal concepts and their historical
and social roots. One thing, however, is certain: through a combi-
nation of comprehensive knowledge of his subject and sheer en-
ergy, Professor O'Reilly brought many a dead legal maxim to life.

Of course, not everyone shared the Professor's belief that
knowledge is its own reward. A few of the more lethargic students
would show up for class without having read the assignment. Such
indifference was likely to be picked up by Professor O'Reilly's un-
canny radar system, and to be dealt with harshly, in the form of a
stinging lecture of professional responsibility. One could not ex-
pect to learn by restful osmosis in an O'Reilly course. On the
other hand, those willing to do a little homework and to participate
in the discussions could expect a rich reward. Professor O'Reilly
was not one to hide his joy at an intelligent question (i.e., a ques-
tion which afforded him the opportunity to delve into some aspect
of the subject which may otherwise have been overlooked). Hav-
ing fielded such a question, it was not uncommon to see the good
Professor show his appreciation by executing a sort of rough pas
des deux across the room to hand deliver the answer to the lucky
inquisitor.

Still, there were those who complained that they were being
forced to learn "extraneous" material, that there was too much
chaff with the wheat. These individuals were hungry for bottom
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line answers and black letter law-knowledge which might trans-
late more readily into figures in a bank account. What these stu-
dents missed, in my view, was the opportunity being provided by
Professor O'Reilly to understand the soul as well as the corpus of
the law. Such opportunities rarely, if ever, present themselves
outside of law school.

Professor O'Reilly taught law in traditional fashion, painstak-
ingly analyzing appellate decisions, using the wisdom gained
through the resolution of past disputes to fashion remedies for fu-
ture controversies. There are those who would argue that this ap-
proach to legal training is on the wane, that it is rapidly being
displaced (or at least heavily supplemented) by clinical legal edu-
cation. Professor O'Reilly, of course, acknowledged the impor-
tance of such techniques, but not as substitutes for the basic
academic courses which he feels (and I agree) are still the founda-
tion of the profession. Notwithstanding the debate over the value
of "case exigesis" as the basic learning device, few would dispute
that Professor O'Reilly was a past master of the exercise. Each
case was treated like a birthday present; every student was given
the chance to help unwrap it. And, although it may have been the
hundredth or thousandth time, Professor O'Reilly always managed
to appear excited and a little surprised when the lid was finally off
the box.

The law, as any second semester law student knows, is a seam-
less web. So it was that Professor O'Reilly frequently found it
necessary to "borrow" material from other courses in the curricu-
lum in order to explain the conceptual and procedural relation-
ships between those subjects and the topic under discussion. It
was during these side trips that he was frequently at his best, pol-
ishing off an entire subject like Property Law in about ten minutes.
At no extra charge. Nowadays, this would be called an "interdisci-
plinary approach to teaching." For Professor O'Reilly it was sim-
ply standard operating procedure.

There are many other attributes I would associate with Profes-
sor O'Reilly: diligence, warmth, openness, friendliness, pride in his
profession, scholarship. If I were an educational psychologist, I
might call him an excellent role model for young attorneys. But
I'm not an educational psychologist, so I'll settle for calling him a
damn good law professor. And a man who taught me never to be
satisfied with minimum standards of performance.
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Postscript

I wrote this piece in the past tense because it deals with past
experiences. I hasten to point out, however, that the past tense
has nothing whatsoever to do with Professor O'Reilly's career as a
law professor; nor, for that matter, does the term "retirement"
have any relevance to Professor O'Reilly's future plans. Although
he is closing out a distinguished era of service to Creighton Univer-
sity, he is starting a new one with the University of Bridgeport in
Connecticut. And, if God and the Board of Regents are willing,
Professor O'Reilly will have many more years to work his magic in
the classroom.

Pat Parenteau
Class of 1972
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MICHAEL J. O'REILLY

A dozen years ago, when I joined the faculty of Creighton Law
School after more than a decade of law practice, I found that I was
stepping into, if not filling, the shoes of Professor Michael J.
O'Reilly. Like himself, I had begun my law school teaching career
in middle age, following years of the practice of law, and I assumed
the responsibility of teaching a course then known as Trusts and
Wills, which had the stamp of Michael's inimitable mark after his
having introduced class after class of Creighton students to the es-
oterica of "dependent relative revocation" and the "doctrine of
worthier title."

Not that Michael was leaving Creighton. He was simply per-
forming his classroom artistry in other areas, and he kindly offered
his wealth of experience in Trusts and Wills to this neophyte. A
few days before I met my first class at Creighton, Michael stopped
by my office to warn me of a few of the pitfalls that one encounters
in this field. Some two or three hours later, after glimpsing this
man's encyclopedic knowledge, I was of two minds about whether
I dared to set foot in a classroom as an instructor. But the force of
inertia, if nothing else, won the day and I remained to revel in the
delights of teaching law and in the friendship of Michael J. O'Reilly
and his lovely wife, Dorothy.

One cannot know Michael for long before he realizes that
everything that happens outside the classroom is, for him, largely
the grist which brings an added refinement, a new insight which
can enlarge the teaching experience. He is most vitally alive when
he is before a class, and no student can leave his course without a
new awareness of law and life. As important as is his pioneering
work in the area of Environmental Law, his contagious zest for ex-
ploring with succeeding generations of law students the wonders
of the legal system must constitute his greatest contribution to le-
gal education.

Yet, happily even those who had not the good fortune to be
one of Michael's students could and did learn from Michael. His
breadth of interest, often revealed with impish wit, is a refreshing
contrast to the narrow focus of the insecure pedant.

As much as Creighton Law School must regret his departure,
they and I can rejoice that Professor O'Reilly will continue to dis-
pense his particular wisdom to the students of law at the Univer-
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sity of Bridgeport in Connecticut. His talent cannot afford to be
lost to tomorrow's lawyers.

William A. Donaher
Professor of Law

Duquesne University School of Law
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MICHAEL J. O'REILLY

Professor Michael J. O'Reilly, "Mike" to all his friends, has a
long history of service and dedication to the Rocky Mountain Min-
eral Law Foundation. Mike first served as the designated Trustee
representing Creighton University School of Law commencing in
the late summer of 1965 and has held this position ever since. He
has served faithfully on the 1976 and 1977 Budget Committees; the
1970 and 1973 Resolutions Committees (as Chairman in the latter
year); the Nominations Committee in 1972, 1974, and 1978; the Stu-
dent Placement Referral Service Committee; the Scholarship and
Grants Committee, 1976-1978; the Credentials and Reorganiza-
tional Structure Committee, 1976-1978; and most significantly, the
Executive Committee from 1976 through 1978, serving as Secretary
of the Foundation this past year. Much of this Committee work has
entailed considerable traveling and countless trips to Denver and
other areas. His deep insight, ability to simplify complex issues,
foresight on educational matters, perceptiveness and dedication to
the Foundation have been and will continue to be deeply appreci-
ated by the officers, trustees, and staff of the Foundation. We look
forward to his continued service on the Scholarship and Grants
Committee, though his departure will be a deep loss to the Foun-
dation and his many friends.

David P. Phillips
Executive Director

Rocky Mountain Mineral Law Foundation
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