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STATE OF MINNESOTA 

IN SUPREME COURT 

Hearing on Proposed Amendments to 
Rules for Admission to the Bar ORDER 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that a hearing on the Minnesota Supreme 

Court's proposed amendments to Rules I through XII,inclusive,of the 

Rules for Admission to the Bar be held before this Court in the 

Supreme Court, State Capitol Building, St. Paul, Minnesota, on 

Wednesday, April 7, 1976, at 1O:OO o'clock A.M. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that true and correct copies of the 

proposed amendments be made available upon request to persons who 

have registered their names with the Clerk of the Supreme Court for 

the purpose of receiving such copies and who have paid a fee of 

$2.00 to defray the expense of providing the copies. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that advance notice of the hearing be 

given by the publication of this order once in the Supreme Court 

edition of Finance & Commerce, the St. Paul Legal Ledger, Bench and 

Bar, and the Hennepin Lawyer. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that interested persons show cause, if 

any they have, why the proposed amendments should not be adopted. 

All persons desiring to be heard shall file briefs or petitions 

setting forth their objections, and shall also notify the Clerk of 

the Supreme Court, in writing, on or before March 29, 1976, of 

their desire to be heard on the proposed amendments. 

Dated: February 25, 1976 

BY THE COURT 

-. - _. - 
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. * . RLJLE I - STATE BOARD OF LAW EXAMINERS 
. w 

L The State Board of Law Examiners shall consist of nine members 
who shall be appointed by the Supreme Court each for a term of three 
years oruntil his successor is appointed and qualifies. Two of the 
members shall be lay people. The terms of office may be staggered by 
the court by any method it deems appropriate. From among its members 
the board shall elect a president and the Supreme Court shall designate 
a secretary. The board shall be charged with the duty of administering 
these rules and shall.have authority to make its own rules not inconsistec 
herewith. 

RULE II - GENERAL REQUIREMERTS OF APYLlCANTS 

No person sl~nll be ndmitted to practice law rst~o tins not 
established to the satisf;xCion of the State i3oilrd of Lnw Es;ulliners: 

(I) Tlint he is at least 18 yc3rs of age; 

(2) That be is a person of good moral cli3rnctcr;* 

. 
(3) That he is a resident of this stn1.e; or moitttnins . 

3n office in this si.3i.e; or Iins clesicn;ti,etl the! 

Clerk of the Supreme Court 3s his ;Igerlt for the 
service of process for .a11 purposes; 

(4) That lie has gradu3ted I'rorn an approved 33~ 
school;** 

(5) That he has possad a written exnminution. 

*Char3ct,er trai1.s that 3rc rel ev3nt to 3 tloi.crmit~n t.j on 
of Root1 morn1 chnracter must have n r3l.ionnl connocl.ion 
with tile 'applic3nt's present fitness or C3pilCil.~ I o 
practice lilw, and accortlinrly must re1al.c to the Slal c’s 
3ecii.imnt.e interest in protectinji DrospecLive clients 
and the system of justice. 

**All i1pprOVCtt law SCl1001 iS il 1 ilh’ SCtlOOl 1 tint. iS 
provisj on;13 13' or firllv 3pprovcd 1~s Lhe Sccti011 01’ 

Lelral Educntion and Admissions to the Jsur of the 
American Dar Association. 

RULE III - ADbllSSlON DY EXAEllh'ATIOS 

A. Esccpl. as oI.hcrr~~ise provitlcd, 110 t)Cl-SOll Sllill 1 I)(? 3tlmi 1 1 (!tl 
to practice 131; until tie sii31 I IlilVC sati sfilctori 3 y pitsscfl ;I wril 1 en 
csniniiiut ion. l’lie csanlination sltltl I test tltc I'01 lowing sUt~,jccl.s: 

Cons1.i tuti 0n;ll LillC 
h-opcrty- Neal alid J’C!rSOllill* 
.CCaiil.r3cts 
Tor1.s 
Sill CS n)ltt h’Cr!OkjiltJlC ~llS~.rUtli~lil S 
Priv;il-c Corpr3r;;l ions 
l3t~i ly .Juri stfr-iiclc:~~c?f: 
Ki I I s nutI Atlu~ i II i s I.r;ll i on 
Pli iincso 1 ;t Prnc t i cc nncl 1’1 c;~tl i iiz 
Ilvi rlc*r,cc.- 
Crinii ii;11 Lnrs ai111 Procf!Ourc 
I,f’f.!;il El.hj cs ant1 Al f.ornev ilIl(l Cliel~t 
Fcclcral Toxntion 
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*ns of July 1, 1978, Person31 Property will be 
. eliminated and Administrative Liiw will be 

substituted. 

D. Two esnminations will he I~eld encli ye3r: 011e hcpi.nnin~ 
on the third Ploiiduy in PlilrClJ and one heginning tile third Elondily in 
July, and nt sucll place as the Board deems 3p[~ro[~riatc. 

C. An 3ppl icanl. WIIO fails to r)nSS 1.110 e?xinijiiiiLioii 1113) IsitIiC’ fi 
re-ex:~miniil.iott ill, ally regiil ilr f3Xilmi1~;~1,iorI tlil l,f! vi llij 11 I IIt? IlCSl I VO 
yenrs. At I ens 1 thirty (30) duys before the time for tile (?ommeuce- 

mcnt. of sucli examination the applicant ~I1311 give tlic Board not ice 
of his desire to t3lie such esaminati on by maliillr a new a[)[‘3 icn ti on 
on forms provided by the Board, accompanying the appl iciltion wil-II 3 
fee of $75.00 (payable to the State Board of Law Exilminers us pro- 
vided in Rule V), and presenting any addition31 int’ormcrtion 3s 1 lie 

Board may require. No applicant who has failed three examinntions 
shall be permitted to take a further examination. 

RULE IV - EDUCATIONAL QUALIFICATIONS 

The educational qualifications of all applicnnts desiring to 

take the examination shall-. be established by evidence satisfactory 
to the Board showing graduat.ion with 3 Bachelor of Laws or equira- 
lent degree, within a period of four years prior to mnking the 
application, from a law scliool which is approved by the Section of 
Legal Educntion and Admissions to the Bar of the American Bar 
Association. 

The four year limitation shall not apply t.o applicants pre- 
viously admitted to practice in another jurisdiction. 

RULE v - APPLICATION FOR EXAMlNATl ON 

A. Every person desiring permission to take the exnmination 
shall m3lte written application to the Board in the manner prescribed 
by the Board. Such application shall be filed in duplicate in the 
office of the Director .of Bar Admissi.ons at least 90 days prior to 
the first d3y of the examination for which application is being 
made, and shall be accompanied by: 

1. A fee of $75. 00 in the form of a check, bank draft., 
or money order payable to the State Board 01 La\\’ Examiners, which 
fee shall not be refundable if permission is denied. 

2. Affidavits of at le3st two persons uilrclated to .tlie 
nppl icant by 1~100i1 or mczrriage , setting i’orth t.11~ duration of time 
and tile circumstances under which they have known the appl icant, 
details respecting tile applicant’s habits 3nd generill rc?[)u131.i 011, 
and SJICIJ otller infornuition 3s mny be proper 1.0 euablc the Hoard to 
determine the moral character of the appl icant. 

3. If the applicant has been admitted to the pr3c[.icc 
of law in onotller jurisdiction tile Board ~I1311 require ii Charoctcr 

Investigation Report of the National Conference of U3r Esamiticrs. 
The npplication sl~nll be 3ccomp;tnied by an additional fee in that 
amount of the National Conference chcirge for conducting the invcs- 
tigation. 
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I1 . Every pft t-son flcsi rittc Iwrttti ss i ott 1.0 t.:tkf? 111~ csiwti t1;11 i ott 

Slt;11 1 ;ll SO Ti 10 01‘ f!illISC! I,0 tbC l’i 1 f?fl Wi 1.11 l.llf? IlO:l,‘fl ;I 1 1 (!i1S I. 10 
flays prior 1.0 1.110 OS;llllitlill.iott ii clcgrcc or curl i I’iCilI.f? I’t-Ctlll iltl 
npprovctl IilW SClt001 sliowittji that, he IlilS ~rufluatotl, or 111~11. Iln i.s 

Cl iciltle IjO Ile fir;lCll1ilLC?fl wi.l,ltin GO flil>7S ftI’ 1 I)(! l;iSl. flilv 01’ l.lif: 
exattiitt;1t.iott, witlt il IIilCltClOr Of LiJwS or Cflitjvillcttt. flf:t!J-Cf!. 

C. *If at1 nppl iant,iotl is f’i’ied liltf:, 1tlJt. IlOt. l:ltPl- i-lliltt IO 
dfi>‘S nftcr i.lt(! IilSl. flay for fil j tllL il I.ittlcl>- fi~lpl i rilti.Oll, ill) 
nfltli tiotinl 1ttt.e filing fee of $25.00 Sllill I Itc? flitill. NO illb1ll i flil l-iott 
will Ite iICCc?ltt.efl wlticlt is filed less tltatt HO flilyS iJr’l.(?r I.liC 1ilSl 
day for fil itig a titttely application. 

I). Att npjbliC0ttl. ltli1y wil.IlrlJ-au ltis i1lll’l .iCill.iOtl iJtlfl I)C 1‘cll‘llll~l- 
erl $25. 00 by giving n0J.j ce of Wi i,llfll~~l~iJl 1.0 1 lie I\OiirtI. SllCll 
notice shl.1 be iti wi-itilt?; aticl ttiits 1. be rcoeivcfl i ti 1.11~ 0 rficc 
0f the llourd Of LilW I%atiiitiers not 1 atcr t liati ‘1 (lilyS prior to I Itc 

esittttinat~iott. Ali nppliantti. vlio fails tn take or cotiiplete the 
exantinotioti shall not be etititlefl to atty rcl’ittttl. 

ILULJ.3 VI - ACCESS TO EXAIlIh’ATION DATA 

All nppl iCalli, XII0 t,:lkCS atlfl fails I.0 IliLSS hIIf! ltitr ~?Sillll~ttil~.~f~Jl 
ltns the ripltl, wi Lhitt 60 clays after tlte csattti tlill.i Ott resllll s Ilavc 
ltectt iitltiouticed, to inspect ltis answers and Lltc! rrt-atlcs assimtefl 
tIreret 0. No illjl)l icntit. shal I ltc allnwed Lo procure copies OI 1.11~ 
esntttittation questions or his answers. 

HULE VII - EXAMINATIONS--AUTJIOHITY 01> TIE I~OAlW 

1. For l.ltc purpose of aiding i.ltr! Still,C 130iltatl OI’ IAh! ESillllittCt-S 
in l.lic prepnrntioti, nf~ltli’ltiSi.rili~iOtl ntld prOlllpt jiJ-ilditt&! Of lti.lr 
esatttittntiotts , . the l~oarfl is authorized: 

(a) Sitl~jecl, to l.lte iipprOVil1 Of l.Itr: Sitpt-ettw C0111~1., 10 

eiaploy a Direci.or of Bar Aclttti.ssiotts ott it full-l.ilttc or Imrt.-Lime 
basis; to prescribe his duties; attfJ 1.0 fix ltis CClllpCtlsill~iOtt; 

(b) To secure CXi~lll~ll~~~iOJl qitestiotis, l.C~c~!l.l~et* wi I II 
iItl*Tlyses Of l.lie flllOS!,i Otts, * f.rottt Cjllill i I’iefl 1 U\s I CilPllC?rS 011 l.Si fir? 1 IIC 

Sl.i~t~ Of PlitlJlCSOtil, JtttCl to pay R J-eti?Sottnltl e ColtlltC~llStt 1.i 011 J’o~ ~1tcl1 
flucstions; 

(c ) TO c1ttp3 “3 I:roiti ilIllOll~ i.ltf? Illf?lill~ct~S 0 1’ Lllf? Itiit- 01 1 lt(l 
Sl.;li,O Of IIilltlCSOl~:l 1ilWyel’S Or Itigll illlil i1.y I.0 SCt’VO (1s l*f!iitl~?t’S I,0 
gr:t(lc! tllct ;1ltS\\‘Cl’S t.0 CSillllitl;lt.if~lls ltpf~tt 1 IIC ltasi S 0 1’ S I.illllI~lt~tlS 
rlf! l.etwii iietl by Llic bonrtl I’ot- cacl~ flttcstiott :11’1 Cl’ f~fttlS1l.l l.ill i Otl wj 111 
l.llc fl i i-tic l.or , 1 ltfr reilclcr coilcot-lic~1 wi 1.11 l.lir: liarI. i citl ar qtics 1.i Ott, 
Zllttl rC]~t’CSClltill.i VCS Ol’ LIIC il~~pI‘OVc?tl Ji1W Sf?llOf11 S wj 1 II i II I ilr? s lnil1.V 

((1) TO fix tllc tttitiitii~J~tt Sill.iSl’ilCl.or~ rt’:lflf? J’ot* SltC(:f:Ss 
011 l,lte Cxiltliitt;lt.ioti; 
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(e) To appoint. a Rcvicw Cotnmiti.ec WIIOSC? frtttcLiott wil I 
be to ‘rk;iew*i,lte exotitination papers of Jtot less tl)iltJ i.llC top !?(I 
perceJJt of 1.11~ applicants wlio fail to acttieve a passitir: crntle ott 
the exitmiJ-tation. Sriclr review sliall be ;iccoinl~l ished wi Lltout prior 
know1 edge of the gJ+iidi?S initially assigtlc!d. An ilt~}‘l iCilll1. Sllilll ’ 

be considered as having passed the t?XiifllilJiltiOll if ltis final SrilflC 
as determitted by tlte Review Committee is e(ltJtJl 1.0 or exceeds tlrct 
minimum passing grade fised by the State Boiird of Law EsamiJJcrs. 

RULE VIII - LINITED PRACTICE 

A. The Suprettie Court may, upon CertificiJtiOJJ by the l!OiJrd 
of Law Examiners, issue a Special Temporary LiceJtse to prnct.icc 
law in this state to any individual who ltas established to the 
SatiSfilctiOJl of the Board: 

(1) That he is duly admitted to practice in iIJIOtbelq 
state, territory, Dist,rict of Colttmltia or LIJJJ’ jurisdiction where 
tlJe common----law of England constitutes the basis of ,jurisprudeJJcc; 

(2) That’ he. is--at least 18 years of age; 

(3) Tltat he is a person of good moral cltaracter; 

(4) TlJat lie has graduated front an approved law sclJoo1 ; * 

(5) That he is a resident. of this state; or maintains 
an off ice in t.his state; or has designated the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court as his agent for the service of process for all purposes; 

(6) That tie is employed as hOuSe counscI by a person, 
firnt, associatiott, or corporation engaged in business in this 
state, which bnsiness does not include tlte selliJJg or furnishiJig 
of l.egal advice or services to others, or that he is employed as a 
full-tittte faculty ntcmbcr of an approved law school of this stale. 

B. Any person who has beeJl issued a Special. Tctttporary License 
shall limit lJis professional activities to couJJsel.iJlg and practice 
for his employer, and shall not offer legal services or advice to 
ttte pub1 ic. 

C. ApplicatioJi shall he tttade upon forms provided by the 

Board and shall be accompanied by the following: 

(I) A certified copy of his application for iltflllissjfJJl to 
the Itar i Ji the state, territory, District of Co1 itm1Ji.n 0)’ ,juri s- 
diction in which he ltas been admitted to tire practice of low. 

(2) A certificate of his admissioJi t.o tltc bar in sitid 
StCltC, territory, district or jurisdictioti. 

(3) A certificate tltitl. he is in good st.attditt!z ;Jtttl ttol. 
under pending charges of misconduct in said state, terJ*it.ory, dis- 
trict or jurisdiction. 

(4) A certificate of a judge of a court, of record attd 
affidavits of two practicing attorneys of said state, territory, 
district or jurisdiction, set,titJg forth tlic duratiott arid tltc cir- 
cumstances under wtriclt they have l;JiowtJ the appl icwti L ilIld flf? lili I S 



r(:spccl.itlC the illbpl iciint’s CIlilr~lCI.(?r illltl his csporj CllCf: j I1 l.IlC 

practice Of 1ilW. 

(5) 1\ I’er! of $!OO.OO iii I’orm or f~lif~ck Or ii~oilc*y ortl~i- 

rbXyillI1 (? t.0 1,IlC orilcr Of t,llC Still C Iloi~rfl 0 I’ IA\< I*:Silllli llf!l‘S, 110 1IilJ’l 
Of which Sll01 1 IJC refiriitled SllOllItl Llie illI}) i Ci1l.i 011 IIC? ll~:ll i Ctl. 

(6) An Zl?‘TfitlilVit, TrOllI his Clllployc?r St.illiIlE I8llilI. lllrt 

applicant is employed by lijni. 

D. Vl1en ill1 ib1Illl ici1l.iO11 for ilflllli SSiOll is IlliltlC lly il Jicrsoii 
under tliis see I.ioii I.llc l~oilrf.l lllily c:InIbl Oy 1.11(! Nil I i flllill co,, f’f~l’f!lICf~ 
of U;lr Es;lllti,\crs 111 III;II<~ invest.ig;ll,i 011 itlltl report. IIII~III SIli tl 
application, illl(l lll3y IIZly il l*eZlSOnabl e I’er? for S1lCll st!i*vi ccs. 

*All approved 1 il\r’ SCllOOl i-s il ZilW SCIIOOI t llil I i s Ill’fk- 
visional ly or fully approvcrl by tlic Scct~i’oii 01’ Lcrral 
Educat,ion nnd Adrrissions to the 13iilq of tile Amricnii 
Dar Associi~tion. 

I3C Core tile IlOi1rtl Sllall ClClIy ill1 aIbp1 ICi1l~j (Ill I’OI- pcrmissi 011 1.0 
l,nl<c? tllf? IIilr f?Xilllli tiat,iom, i L Slli11 I L’iVc! t.llC il1lpl i f!illl1. illl Olll~l~l’- 
t.lini t.y I.0 illlllf2ilr ;lllO nnswcr questions 0.l t.110 I~Oilrtl illlfl LO llliJl<C 
SUCll CXII] i~llilti.OJl nS IIC 1IIi.i)’ CllOOSC. 

If l.lie Ijonrtl i.liere0ftcr denies the appl j f?iI 1.i on i L Sll;ll I so 

notify tllr! appl j.Cilllt, by eel-tiflccl iiiail direcI.ctl 1.0 him at, t.l1c 
miiil iiig ;Idtlrcss nplbearing in his ill>I11 icat i.on, sp00 i. I’yilir I,ltC 
fzrouiitls of it,s d~teriiiinnl,ion. Witllin ten days 0I’ Iiis wcci.pl. 01’ 

sucll Ilot i fi cn I ion tlie ;ippYl iCiIl1 I. Iilny, lijl wrj l.t.cii w(~uf:s I di l’fxc l.cfl 
I.0 the 13Oilrfl ilt. I.llc ofrice of -I.Ibe Direcl~or of Ililr Atlnlissions, 

clemnt~tl n ~OJ-iiinl Ilcariiir. The lienring lllil~, aI IIIC tlis~i~cI.ioii 01’ 
tllC IlOilrll, IIC llcl tl IIerorc t.lie ih);1rtl Or IJCI’Ol*f: il Ilcilri IIE CSilllli IICJ 
appointed by the DOilrd to conduct. tile hcarirlg. 

At lensi. 1.Iiirt.y tl;kys prior t.0 the I)c;lrirllr lllc IlOill‘tl Sll:tl 1 
not.iIy t.llC Zlllpl icmil. O:T t,llC time illIf 1llilCC t.llCJ-COI’, iJIll 1 Ililt IIf: 
Inay be relbrseiil,ed IIy cOrJllsel aJJd prescJlt such wi I~Ilf:ssf~S ilS IlC lllil> 
choose. Siiiiilar notic sliull be givcil ilhc PresiOr?iil. 01’ lllc 
Iliiitiesol..a StilLe Ililr Association ~IICJ iil1y oI.lt(?r pcrsori .()I’ OrEill i Xii- 
t.ioil ~110 Or whi.cl1, i Jl tile jllfl~lllf?Jlt. 0:f tllr! IjOnl-tl, lllil)’ Itf! IlL’Cl‘i f!Lpf!tl 
1~~ i 1,s tic Lcrmi ,~al.i 011. 1’(1(3 IlOilrtl IlliJs rf>qlIj l’f? If’11 tl;l?S \il*i I If’11 
IlOI,iCC? of inl.elilioli to lli~rtici~ba1.c iI1 t,llc iior1riiig 0 I’ ;I I I (Iill‘ i (!s 

aggt-icvetl. 

LII~OJJ Llre COncllrsion 0.C sucll IJciJrille l.lIf? IlOiJl’ll Sllill 1 III‘PIlill’f! 
011d fil c with I Iir! Cl crlc of I.110 Snpwmf: CoIlI-I. 01’ lllr! 8lnlr! 01’ 
Ni lJI1CSOl.i1 i t.S I’i 1111 i llfs or’ I’ilCt., c0tlrlJJsiftlls 01’ Iik\s illltl tic!1.Pl’Ill i lI;I- 
I i 011. A COlly 0 I’ t.llr I’iiicl i tics 0 I’ I’il(‘1. ililtl tic-cb i s i 011 sll;! I I IIf! sl*l’\~f*fl 
11p011 l.llCl illl[Il i Cilll I. illlfl ill1 1li1t‘l.iCS t,O t.llC lll‘Of!f:f’fI illrs. SIB J-IT i (-6% 
ll~lOll lsll(! ~ll~~ll i CiLJl1. SllZll 1 Ilf? llliltlf? in l.llC? Sitllf’ Illilllll~!l‘ ilS Sf!l’\‘icc! 01’ 
l.llr! SlJlIllII01Is iii ;I ci vi 1 ilf?t,iOlJ. Scrvicc llpotl ill 1 oI.llor Ililrt. i (!s 
slinll l)c by refiisl.crecl wail. 



I 
. 

, I’ “ 
, Q -(;- 

l 

, 
I . 

- . 

TllC :ljlIll icalll. lllil~ iIlblbf?e21 1.0 I.llf? Sll~ll~f!lllf~ COlll~l. I’I’f)lll ill13 
. , ;l,lverse clccisi 011 01’ i.l1C h;lrtl Iry serviurr up011 :ii10 I’i 1 .iiie wil Ii 

tl1c I)ircctor of llnr A1liiiissions i]Jld Siljtir! in lI1fD oI’I’iCf! OT Illc! 
Cl crlr Of l.lle S\lI~l‘f?lllC COUrt, 0-l’ t.lle Sl i1l.C Of Iii llllCSOl.il, Wi t.l\i II 

i.wCllty days ol’ reccipl. l)y tlte nIbpI j Cillll, 01’ I.11~ I’ilbfl-iitcrs ( cf~llftlll- 

siOrls or 1;1v a~lcl tlccisiou Of' tlic IlO;trtl, il IWI.iI.jOll TOI* I-(!rir?W. 
Tlw proccclurc tipon i l1c fil inr, 0f such il I’(? 1 i 1. i 011 Sllill 1 f:OII ~01~111 IO 

l.IiC rules of this Court, SO far i1S ;tlbpl ici!;\l)lc, 1’01’ rf?\-if’w 01 

chnr.f~Cs of i.l~C Ikmrtl of I~rofessioi~;~l Rcspoiisi hi 1 i.l y. 'J'IIC' llO;ll*tl 

of Law Esn1niiicrs m;iy cmlbl0~ counsel I.0 prcsc:iit. c?\-idt!u(*c iliid 

al-g~~nicl~t 1-e1ill.ii~~ 1.0 l.Iie issues raisclfl by 1.11(! pf2i.i i.ioll I’0r l-fbt-if?w 
in 1 Ire siinie iniwicr, withi tllfz S~IIIC times null lo !.IIc 5;11nc osl pill. 

as tlic S1.ilI.C Atl111i,iisti-nl.ive Director 011 I’1-O1’f~SSiOllill Co11tll1cI jI1 
pr0ceecli IIL’S ~lllrSllillll. l.0 tlie rules Of Clris court 011 1’1’0 I’CSSi OIlill 
Hesponsi\)ility inny do. 

RULE x - ADDITlONAL INVESTItiATZON OF AI’I’L.lC~\NTS 

As 1.0 any aud a.1 1 lu?rsons WIIO nl~pl y I.0 l.;lliC l.lle f:Siltllillili i.Oll, 
01‘ who apl11 y for admission witlrau l, esiuUillal~ioi1, I lkc third lll;ly lllili<C 
sucl1 -further iliquiry aiid illvestigilki 011 i and rcqui-rc .strclr fur4 lif*r 
evitleucc! rcg:lrrliir~ morn1 Cllnrilcl.er Xlltl f?dllCil LiOll:ll f/llill i I’iCilLj 011s 
as it. ‘deems ltropcr. 111 obtninitig t.hc rcqui t-cd or rlf!sirotJ i ii.I’or- 
matia11, tire -Board wi 11 -0lttnitl t.he ilid 0I’ the offj ccl-s 01 or cum- 
mittees of bnr associntious- wlieuever I~V~ili~l~lc. 

RULE XI - STATE l-Ml2 ADVISOILT COUNCIL 

The State Ihr Advisory Couucil Sllilll c011Sist. of lllc follorsiiiy: 

1. Tl1e chuir111;lll OT l.l10 LCKLLI J3luc:;iI.i oli Co111m.l. 1. Lao of I I~c 
Mi1~nesOLa State l)ilr Association. 

2. A I’itSl. presidclil, 0.T I.llC Iliniiesol :I SI i1t P Ililr ASSOCiil- 
iiou, I,0 be tlesiguntetl ii1111 appoi ti1.ec.l lly tlic Presi deli1 of I.lrc 
Iliniiesota State Dar Associatioa. 

7. _. Two III~III~~~~~ of l,liC State Ilo:krtl 0 (’ Law Ils;uililtcrsI I0 
be cles igrtuted ri~ltl appoin Led by Llie SII~~CIII~ Cour 1. 

4. The deiltls (or I,cl’rcser1t.nl.ivcs :ll1l10iul cd hy tllcm) 01 

CaCll 01 i.llC approved 1ilW SChOOlS wil.liiii l.lle Stili.t? 01’ klillllCSOl~il. 

5. Tl1e SCCJ-C I.nry Of ~,IIc! S1 it1.C Ho:I~~ o I’ l.:l\~ I’Sillltittfnl’s, 
who sl1al 3 scrve as l.lie secrclory Of l,hc St.iltsC Ijill- Aflvisory cflIlllci I . 

Said courici 1 sllill .I coiisi flCl- lllil I I (:1’S 0 I’ ~f!ll~l~ill (101 if’)’ f’flllf’f!l’ll- 
iiir: ilflllli SS i.011 10 tllc 11:11*, i 11c1 iitli lirz ~t~-ol~os~:d illllf!lldllll~Il I..S I 0 1.llC I’ll 1(‘S 

for ilflnljssiOtl 1.0 tllC 1lill-, illlfl Ol.llCl* m;il.l crs f? i l.I1ftlm SlIeC il’i Gill 1 ?’ 1‘f’- 
rf?l-l*Ctl I.0 i 1 01‘ lIf?f:lllCfI I~*Ol-i Ily 0.I‘ COllS i tlf’l-il1. i oli Ijp i I., ;fiifl SlliLl I Ill;ilCf? 
sunli rcoommf:~~~I;11. i 011s Lo I.lir: Sirprcmc C01ct.l. f:ollf:f! 1.11 i 11q IIKII I f!~*s it~rtl~!i’ 

Collsific?rilti01i ilS i I. tll.?f!IllS iIf!Vj Sill11 f:. 

TIIC Sccrc Lnry iI I’ i.llf? Si iltC HAnl*fl 0 I’ 1,:lW ESillll i 11f:l’S Sl1;ll 1 I:;11 I 
a joint mceliu:: Of Llle couucil UIld 1llC Ikorrrti ilL. 1f!ilSI 0llf:C CilCll 
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c I yral-. JII rlrlrli l..i 011 I Itrrch, I.lrc? c011IIc: i 1 Sltit I I IJII!~ 1 it 1 Sttc*lt 0 I It4bt* 

i.ittte it!3 it ttt;ty lte eitl3efl t.oget.lictr lty t.lte Sttl~rf:titf: Cottrl , l.Itt? SlillC 
Iloitrfl ol L;IW Ksittttitter~, or 011 i t.s OWJJ tttohi OJI. 

Tilt? tttf~ttlI1Ct’s Or l.ItC Stit1.e )Iillq Advi SOry COllttI~i I Sltitl 1 t’f!c’f’i VI! 1 
no coittlicttsit-Lion Ity way of .Tces or cslwttsos. 

RULE x11 - AIM’11 SSl ON Ok’ ATTORNI:YS LN LEGAI, SlX\‘l Cl:!5 I’llOC;ll;\l\l 

A. A11 at 1.01-11r:y who, ilr I.er gritllll;I I j.oti I’1~Ottl ;I11 i1lllll’lJ\~I?Il 1 iI\i 
sf~llool , is CIJI~‘~ O)-rtl 1)~ 01’ associatctl rSt 1.11 iItI Ot*$ittt i XVII I C!lLit.I SCI’- 
vi CCS lIt‘OLL1‘i\IlI prov~flj JlrL 1 t?tZitl itSSiS I~ilttCC~ t-0 itttlirottls itt civil or 
crimittal ttliltt,erS, atlfl wlto is atltttj tletl I.0 ltl’i1CI.:iCC! irt :I coirr-I. 01 
lilS t. resort 01’ it1lOl lint- Sl.;1l.e, Sltill 1 ItC ilflltt i 1.1 c?tl I.0 lJt-itf! l i (!f,! ilt! I’0 I’f% 
tltc? Cf11Iri.s Of ~lit1JlI?SO~.il ill ill 1 CIILISCS ill wltif~lt Itc is itSSflPiilf.~*tl 
wi t.It ill1 Ol’gilJliXCtl I egill service ltrOtZl~ilttt wltj r?It i S Sll0tlS~Jt‘f?d, il ll- 
proved, 01’ recoqni.zetl lty l,llI? 3 Ocill C0tltll y 11ilI- ;lssoCi ilt i 011. Atl- 
tttissiott t.0 prad:icc ~~ttflcr tltis rul e sli:tl 1 I)c 1 imil,f!rt t.0 I Itc iIllO~-C 
causes nttrl slt:il I be cl’rective upon Til inlr w-i LIJ 1.t1c Clc:rk 0J‘ k1ti.s 
Court; (I) it cerl.ific;tt,e Of the court- 0I 1ilSt rcsf*t-t. of’ iIlly Sl.;ilC 
certi cyi 111’ tllilt. bite riI.tort~ey i.S a tttf?Ittt+er i.tt -~fI,ofl S.~~illltl i 11L’ 0 I’ I.lIe 
I1ilr OT tltttt court, iiiifl (2 ) :I s l.nl.ctitc11t. s i ettcttl Iiy in 1-f: 11 wsc11 l,;I1. i vc 
Of the orrrnni xetl lecnl services llrO~l~iltIl LlIat. 1111: ;il.~1.0rrtc?y is cur- 

ren t,l y assoeiikted with the prograttt. 

D. Afltttission lo prncl.ice untla~ this nil c sl\;tl 1 cf’asc 1.0 IJV 
ef’Tec Live wltcticver Llte ;~I,i.oritcy ceases 1.0 Itc iissocj ilLPI r\*i l It S1lClt 
It t+Og l’i\lll . Wlten iiii al.t.orney afltitit,t.efl uttflc1 1Ili.s rttl t!s CCilSCS 1.0 IJf: 
SO ‘nssociatctl il Sl~ilt~~IltC?lll~ I.0 l.lln1. erfect Sllill 1 Ilf? 1’i lctl rsi 1 II I.ltf: 
Clerk OS this Court 1ty n rel)i-esettl.;t.l,i\,e 0-T I.ltc! 1 PEill sf~rvjfrs pro- 
~~ittlt. 111 110 eve~~l. ~11071 iultttissiott IO ltt*;Ici.it?~ 111ttlc1‘ Lhis 1-111~ 
Y%tt1i1itl $11 C?rfC?Cl. longer CltDtt 24 years TOi- ilJ1y jtt~livifltJitl iltltllj I.1 (!(I 
uufler LItis nil e. 

C. ‘rite t.entp0ri~ry 1 icense grntt I.ed Itcri! i It tllit~ be rcvolif~tl ill. 
any tittte by order of tltis court. 

D . This rule is it~iplicnl~le ttol~r~~il~ltsl.rititliii~ (1 ) iltt~ rule 01’ 

l.ltis Court govertii11g ;itltttissiot1 to I Ite Ililr wlticlt is itt cl’f’ccl. oit 
t.llc! fli1t.C tltis rule llccon1cS cffect.ivc, ill1fl (2) iitty i-IIIC <)I’ I ltis C0llt-l 
govert~itir i1fltt1issiOt1 t.0 l,lte bill- wltjclt I1~?C0111(3S -C.l’I’Oc! I i L-t* ilI’l.C!l’ 1 IIt> 
tmmt.ivc flnte of Lhis rule, eSCC[it il ritlc! ult.i.clt csllr~SSl y t-4: I’crs 
1.0 tltis rule. 



1509 SOUTH MACEDONIA AVENUE, MUNCIE, INDIANA 47302 (317) 284-8441 

GEORGE A. SISSEL 
Assistant Secretary 
and Associate General Counsel 

April 29, 1976 

Mr. John McCarthy 
Clerk of the Supreme Court 
230 State Capitol 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55155 

Dear Sir: 

Enclosed are ten copies of my comments on proposed Rules 
for Admission to the Minnesota Bar. I would appreciate 
your making these comments available to the members of 
the Court for their consideration. 

Associate General Counsel 
and Assistant Secretary 

rj 

Enc. 



1509 SOUTH MACEDONIA AVENUE, MUNCIE, INDIANA 47302 . (317) 284-8441 

GEORGE A. SISSEL 
Assistant Secretary 
and Associate General Counsel 

April 29, 1976 

Minnesota Supreme Court 
230 State Capitol 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55155 

To the Honorable Court: 

The Minnesota Supreme Court's proposed Rules for Admission to the 
Minnesota Bar have only recently come to my attention through "The 
Bench and Bar of Minnesota" magazine, and I trust that my comments are 
not too late to be considered. 

I am the Associate General Counsel of Ball Corporation, headquartered 
in Muncie, Indiana. I am admitted to practice in Colorado and Indiana 
but not in Minnesota, although I did graduate from the University of 
Minnesota Law School in 1966. My employer, Ball Corporation (having 
domestic operations in 14 states), is the parent company of a wholly- 
owned Colorado subsidiary, Ball Brothers Research Corporation (BBRC), 
which operates a manufacturing and sales division in Minnesota. Both 

. Ball Corporation and BBRC have qualified to do business in Minnesota. 
Ball Corporation's legal department employs eight attorneys as "house 
counsel", each of whom is admitted to practice in one or more states 
but not Minnesota and who anticipate making periodic trips to Minne- 
sota to provide legal counsel and advice to both Ball Corporation and 
its subsidiary BBRC. Thus, because of my previous affiliation with 
the University of Minnesota and my corporation's continuing relation- 
ship with Minnesota, it seems appropriate to offer my comments and 
observations on the proposed Rules. 

A. In my opinion the exclusion of any provision for admission 
based on reciprocity between Minnesota and other states seems 
most unfortunate. Certainly, the major detrimental conse- 
quence of that exclusion would be to inhibit relocation to 
and from Minnesota of qualified practicing attorneys, in- 
cluding attorneys which a corporation might wish to relocate 
as house counsel. 
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B. The following points highlight my concerns about the proposed 
Rule VIII: 

1. It appears that proposed Rule VIII could cover our 
attorneys since each of them could satisfy each of 
elements (1) through (6) of paragraph A. I doubt that 
any of our attorneys has "designated" the Clerk of the 
Supreme Court as his agent for service of process, but I 
assume this could be done to satisfy the disjunctive 
element #(6). Is it intended or not that proposed Rule 
VIII apply to non-resident house counsel such as the 
Ball Corporation attorneys? As the Rule is now drafted, 
the answer is not clear to me. 

2. Paragraph A of proposed Rule VIII provides that the 
Supreme Court may issue a Special Temporary License. 
Would this authority of the Supreme Court mean that 
we now would be required to obtain a Special Temporary 
License before being permitted to visit Minnesota for 
the limited purpose of providing legal assistance to 
our employer or its subsidiary or affiliate? I would 
hope not, but the answer is not clear to me. 

In the past, attorneys for Ball Corporation have assumed 
that they were perfectly free (under the spirit of In- 
formal Opinion No. 973 of the Standing Committee on 
Professional Ethics of the American Bar Association 
dated 8/26/67 entitled "Practice of Law by Corporate 
Employees for Affiliated Corporations and Subsidiary 
Corporations") to appear in any jurisdiction to provide 
legal counsel and service to Ball Corporation and/or 
any of its subsidiaries or affiliates. 

3. Paragraph B of proposed Rule VIII states that a Special 
Temporary Licensee shall limit his professional activities 
to counsel and practice for his employer. In the case 
of our corporate attorneys, their employer is Ball Cor- 
poration-- the subsidiary BBRC, technically speaking, is 
not their employer. Is this proposed Rule intended to be 
construed literally--i.e. to mean that even with a 
Special Temporary License we would be precluded from 
providing legal counsel and advice to a subsidiary? 
Again, I would hope not, but the proposed Rule unfortu- 
nately raises that question. 
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4. In reading paragraph B of proposed Rule VIII, it is not 
clear whether the words "counsel and practice" encom- 
pass only formal court appearances or whether they in- 
clude all forms of legal advice and counsel such as 
negotiations, settlement proceedings, contract discussions, 
licensing arrangements, leases, municipal bond financing, 
etc. 

5. The title, “Special Temporary License", suggests that the 
license is "temporary". The proposed Rule, however, does 
not specify an expiration time or renewal period, nor 
does it state whether the fee of $200 is payable only 
once, periodically, or on a per occurrence basis. We 
would find it most extraordinary for a foreign corpora- 
tion to be required to pay a fee for the privilege of 
having its attorneys visit a state for the limited pur- 
pose of resolving the corporation‘s legal matters. 

In conclusion, the proposed elimination of reciprocity and the sub- 
stance of proposed Rule VIII seem to be drastic departures from the 
customary practices followed and relied on by "nation-wide" corpora- 
tions and their house counsel. Therefore, I urge their rejection. 
Failing that, however, proposed Rule VIII at least should be clarified 
to eliminate barriers to non-resident house counsel acting for their 
companies and subsidiaries. 

Thank you for considering my comments. 

Respectfully submit,tFd, 

Associate General Counsel 
and Assistant Secretary 



LEO DORFMAN 
DONALD I-. RUDQUIST 

R. w. DUFOUR, JR. 
THOMAS D. TEWS 

ALAN DORFMAN 

LAW OFFICES 

DORFMAN,RUDQ~IST SC DUFOUR 

April 5, 1976 

MIDWEST PLAZA BUILDING 

MINNEAPOLlS,MINNESOTA 55402 

335-7871 
AREA CODE 612 

The Honorable Robert J. Sheran, 
Chief Justice 
Supreme Court of Minnesota 
State Capitol 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55155 

Re: Hearing on Proposed Amendments to 
Rules for Admission to the Bar 

. Dear Chief Justice Sheran: 

Upon returning from out of town Icame across the notice published 
in Finance & Commerce with respect to the above. Although I 
would not have desired to file a brief or petitqn, or be heard 
on this matter, I do feel that a letter is in order since reci- 
procity is apparently being abolished by these new rules for ad- 
mission. *I 

Although it is possible, it seems inconceivable to me that any 
number of lawyers from other states seek admission to‘the Bar 
of Minnesota by way of reciprocity. On the other hand it would 
seem more reasonable that Minnesota attorneys are seeking admission 
to other states by way of reciprocity. 

I am seriously considering a move to South Texas. At the present 
time admission by reciprocity is still available. I am hopeful 
that the reciprocity provision of our admission rules will be re- 
tained. If this change is made, I would hope that the effective 
date thereof would be delayed three to six months so that all 
members of the Bar who may be considering a change be given an 
adequate opportunity to make the same before the effective date 
of the rules. 

Thank you for your courtesies. 

Very truly yours, 

DORFMAN, RUDQ&JIST & DUFOUR 

DLR:la 



LAW DEPARTMENT 
NORTHERN AREA OFFICE 

MISSABE BUILDING 
DULUTH, MINNESOTA 55802 

April 5, 1976 

Supreme Court 
State of Minnesota 
230 State Capitol 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55155 

Re: File 46727 
Proposed Amendments to Rules for Admission to the Bar 

Sirs. 

There has just come to my attention the March 5, 1976 issue of 
Finance and Commerce, containing the Proposed Rules for Admission to 
the Bar. These rules would eliminate the admission by reciprocity 
of out-of-state attorneys. I comment on that issue. 

Personal History .--- -- 

I am a graduate of Harvard Law School ('53) and a member of the 
bars of Pennsylvania, New York and Massachusetts. I took the bar 
examination in each of those states and passed it in each state on 
the first attempt. In August 1974 my employer, United States Steel 
Corporation, transferred me to Duluth, Minnesota. About b4arch 1, 
1976 I filed my application for admission to the Minnesota bar under 
the existing rules, which as you know, permit practicing attorneys 
from other states to be admitted by reciprocity." 

A Non-Vocal Constituency -__------.- - -.- - 

Since you are not likely to receive many comments from those in 
my shoes you may be interested in my comments. Like the anti-abortionists, 
who remind us that only the living believe in abortion, I speak for a 
non-existent, or at least non-vocal, constituency. Precisely because 
the majority has the power to impose any rule on outTof-state attorneys 
who would move to Minnesota, the majority should bear their plight in 
mind, marshalling, sua sonte amicus fashion,the arguments that could --- .--- --- 
be raised on their behalf. 

n I have no objection to proposed Rule VIII, which permits house 
counsel to become a member of the bar with his practice limited to work 
for his employer. (Of course, even without being admitted to the bar, 
a person can do legal work for his employer.) Admission under that rule 
would, however, be too confining for me. If I were to serve on a 
committee at church or in a service club or a civic association, and 
wanted to provide legal counsel, if I wished to do pro bono work, if I 
wished to do legal work for a secretary or a friend, I could not do so 
if I were admitted under Rule VIII - Limited Practice. 
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Analysis 

Obviously one can argue that requiring a practicing attorney from 
another state to take the Minnesota bar examination will tend to make that 
attorney more competent. In addition to looking at the matter from the 
standpoint of competence, however., one should also look at it from the 
standpoint of incompetence. Has experience shown that out-of-state 
attorneys tend to be less competent? Presumably with the state records 
at your disposal you would be able to ascertain the facts or your experience 
would give you a feel for the matter. 

An Alternative ---_- -- - 

Surely the question must be asked: what is the nature and cause 
of incompetence in an attorney? Recent articles suggest that incompetence 
may be principally a function of personal defects (work attitude, quality 
of mind, carefulness) rather than of passing another bar examination. If 
this is so, the public would be better served by an inquiry directed to 
this area rather than requiring the out-of-state attorney to pass another 
bar examination. 

If the reason for the rule is to require competence among lawyers, 
the new rule goes too far. The most that should be required is that 
the practicing attorney from another state pass those portions of the 
bar examination dealing with the peculiarities of Minnesota law. 

Even that may go farther than necessary. Many lawyers moving from 
one state to another will be associated with other lawyers or with one 
employer, who are in a good position to see to it that the out-of-state 
lawyer will learn what he needs to know before he acts. As a practical 
matter the charge of incompetence is not generally levelled against 
attorneys associated with the larger law firms or employed by a single 
employer, normally a large corporation. 

Even among sole practitioners, an out-of-state attorney, like a 
Minnesota attorney who has not handled a legal problem in a new area, 
knows that he does not know and is likely to fill the gaps in his knowledge 
before handling a given matter for his client. 

One of the concerns these days is whether the benefit justifies the 
cost. What is the cost/benefit ratio? Is the public benefit sufficiently 
clear to justify the cost? 

If Minnesota discontinues its policy of admitting out-of-state 
attorneys by reciprocity, other states may do likewise, to the detriment 
of Minnesota attorneys. 
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S-wary 

To summarize, the concern about incompetence of attorneys may be 
overstated. To the extent incompetence exists, it may not either as a 
matter a logic or experience be related to passing another bar examina- 
tion. If incompetence is of sufficient concern to warrant some action, 
the public might be better served by addressing the specific reasons 
for incompetence rather than requiring the practicing attorney to pass 
another bar examination. 

Respectfully submitted, 

C. Laurence Stevens, Jr. L 

Attorney 

CLS:l 
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DONALD E. HORTON, JR., P.A. 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

%‘,.$.., 
%. : SUITE 1160 

.,:;.., NORTHERN FEDERAL BUILDING 
s. Jr ST. PAUL, MINNESOTA 55102 

c 
Q ,,j 

(612) 291-1588 

.:” 

SUITE 206 
590 BAYFIELD STREET 

ST. PAUL DOWNTOWN AIRPORT 
ST. PAUL, MINNESOTA 55107 

March 29, 1976 

f ,’ John McCarthy 
&Clerk of the Supreme Court 

Sta,te of Minnesota 
State Capitol 
Saint Paul, Minnesota 

Dear Sir: 

Pursuant to the Order of the Court dated February 25, 1976, please 
be advised that the following named Attorneys of the State of 
Minnesota desire to be heard on April 7, 1976, in regard to the 
proposed Amendments to the Rules for Admission to the Bar; 

Donald E. Horton, Jr. 
Attorney at Law 
1160 Northern Federal Building 
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55102 

Honorable John Larson 
Commissioner of Securities for 

the State of Minnesota, 
Acting in his own behalf and not 

as Commissioner of Securities. 

A Petition stating the objection of the above-named parties and 
proposed Amendments to the proposed Amendments will follow shortly. 

Very truly yours, , / 

DONALD E. HORTON, JR. - - 
Attorney at Law 

DEH:se 



DONALD E. HORTON, JR., P.A. 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

SUITE 206 
590 BAYFIELD STREET 

ST. PAUL DOWNTOWN AIRPORT 
ST. PAUL, MINNESOTA 55107 

April 1, 1976 

Robert J. Sheran 
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court 
of the State of Minnesota 
State Capitol 
Saint Paul, Minnesota 

Re: Proposed Amendments to Rules 
for Admission to the Bar 

Dear Chief Justice Sheran: 

Please find enclosed under cover of this letter the Proposed Amend- 
ments to the Proposed Rules for Admission to the Bar which your 
correspondent and The Honorable John Larson have prepared and re- 
spectfully submit for your review. 

We look forward to discussing the matter with you further on April 7th. 

Attorney at Law 

DEH:se 
Encl. 



i STATE OF *MINNESOTA 

c IN SUPREME COURT b 

Re: Hearing on Proposed 
Amendments to Rules 
for Admission to the 
Bar 

PETITION 

RULE I - Unchanged. 

RULE II - (4) That he has graduated or is a senior in good 
standing from an approved law school;** 

(5) That he has passed a written examination covering 
those topics outlined in Rule III below in which 
the applicant failed to achieve a passing grade. 

RULE III - Unchanged. 

RULE IV - The educational qualifications of all applicants desiring 
to take the examination shall be established by evidence 
satisfactory to the Board showing graduation with a 
Bachelor of Laws or equivalent degree, within a period 
of four years prior to making the application, from a 
law school which is approved by the Section of Legal 
Education and Admissions to the Bar of the American Bar 
Association, or good standing and senior status in an 
approved law school. 

RULE V - B. Every person desiring permission to take the examina- 
tion shall also file or cause to be filed with the 
Board at least 10 days prior to the examination a 
degree or certificate from an approved law school 
showing that he has graduated, or that he is e&:igib&e 
te-be-greda~te~-witk~~-6e-~ay3-e~-t~e-~agt-~a~-e~-t~e 
exetPRina*feaT- witk-a-B~eke~er-e~-b~wg-e~-e~u~~~~ent 
degrees in good standing as a senior. 

RULES VI 
thru XII, 
inclusive- Unchanged. 

Respectfully submitted, 

DONALD E. HORTON, JR. 
Attorney at Law 
1160 Northern Federal Building 
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55102 

The Honorable John Larson, 
Commissioner of Securities for the 
State of Minnesota acting in his 
own behalf and not as Commissioner 
of Securities 



FAMILY COURT REFEREES 

EDWARD P. DIETRICH 
DANIELS W. MCLEAN 
MILTON G. DUNHAM 
DORIS 0. HUSPENI 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 
DISTRICT COURT OF MINNESOTA 

FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

March 26, 1976 

John McCarthy 
Clerk of Minnesota Supreme Court 
525 Federal Building 
316 North Robert 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101 

Dear Mr. McCarthy: 

Re: April 7, 1976 Supreme Court Hearing on 
the Proposed Rules for Admission to the 
Minnesota Bar 

At its March 20, 1976 meeting the Board of Governors of the 
Minnesota State Bar Association, voted unanimously to oppose the 
termination of admission upon motion to the Bar in Minnesota, 
which termination would be effected under the Proposed Rules. 
Additionally the Board of Governors voted unanimously to support 
an alternative rule that would prohibit an individual from applying 
for admission to the Minnesota Bar upon motion if that individual 
previously failed the Minnesota Bar Examination. 

As chairperson of the Legal Education Committee of the Minnesota 
State Bar Association, I have been designated to appear at the April 
7, 1976 hearing and to express to the Board of Law Examiners and to 
the Supreme Court the position of the Minnesota State Bar Association. 

Ourcpposition to termination @I? admission upon motion is based 
upon the following considerations: 

1. If Minnesota terminates admission upon motion the 
several states with true reciprocity would almost surely 
revoke the right of Minnesota attorneys to apply for 
admission upon motion; 

2. If, in fact, the paramount "evil" to be overcome is 
that created when an individual fails the Minnesota Bar, 
goes to a neighboring, state and is admitted there, and 
after five years applies in Minnesota for admission upon 
motion, the narrower rule outlined above would seem 
preferable to a blanket termination; 
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3. In an era in which more legislatures are enacting 
uniform laws each session, and in which a multi-state 
bar examination becomes more probable each year, termi- 
nation of admission upon motion appears to be a step 
backwards into parochialism. 

The Young Lawyers Section of the Minnesota State Bar Association 
also voted to oppose terminatinn of admission upon motion and intends 
to send a representative to the April 7, 1976 hearing. Mark Haggerty 
of the Young Lawyers Section spoke with you earlier this week, and 
it is our understanding that this letter will serve as official 
notification of our intention to appear on April 7, 1976 and in 
addition will serve as the brief or petition which is required by the 
Minnesota Supreme Court in this matter. 

If there are further procedural requirements which we should meet, 
I would appreciate hearing from you at your earliest convenience. 

With best wishes. 

Very truly yours, / 

Referee Doris 0. Huspeni 

DOH:kac 

cc: C. Allen Dosland 
Attorney at Law 
One South State Street 
New Ulm, Minnesota 56073 

William Lloyd 
State Board of Law Examiners 
200-A Minnesota State Bank Bldg. 
200 South Robert Street 
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55107 

Mark Haggerty 
Attorney at Law 
6441 University Avenue N.E. 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55432 
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