STATE OF MINNESOTA

i IN SUPREME COURT

ﬁearing on the Brief of Amicus of the

. s gorporate Counsel Association re.

«. Restrictive Status of Corporation

i ! Lawyers Under the Rules of Continuing
“mwProfessional Education Promulgated by
~the Minnesota Supreme Court on April 3,
'y 1975 ORDER

.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that a hearing on the Brief of Amicus of
the Corporate Counsel Association addressed to the restrictive status
of corporation lawyers under the Rules of Continuing'Professional
Education promulgated by the Minnesota Supreme Court on April 3,

1975 be held before this Court in the Supreme| Court, State Capitol
Building, St. Paul, Minnesota, on Wednesday, | April 7, 1976, com~
mencing at 11:00 o'clock A.M.
 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that advancg notice of the hearing be
given b? ﬁhe publication of this order once iﬁ”fhe“Sup@anvﬁogxt
edition of Finance and Commerce, the St. Paul Legal Ledger, Bench
and Bar, and the Hennepin Lawyer. |

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that all persons desiring to be heard
shall file briefs or petitions and shall also| notify the Clerk
of the Supreme Court, in writing, on or before Monday, March 29,
1976, of their desire to be heard in this matter.

Dated: February 25, 1976

ief Justice

SUPREME COURT

" FILED

FEB 271978

JOHN McCARTHY

CLERK




CORPORATE COUNSEL ASSOCIATION OF MINNESOTA
AFFILIATED WITH THE MINNESOTA STATE BAR ASSOCIATION 45 35

100 Minnesota Federal Building « Minneapolis, Minnesota 5540

March 24, 1976

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

Dear Sir:

» 370

The Corporate Counsel Association of Minnesota has received

notice of the hearing on its Brief of Amicus to be
April 7, 1976. While the Association certainly wou
bhearing if so requested by the Court, it is our det
nothing to add in an oral presentation to that whidg
Brief, Accordingly, please be advised that we will

held on Wednesday,

desiring to be heard at the hearing unless our participation is requested

by the Court.

CORPORATE COUNSEL ASSOCIATION OF MINNESOTA

Donald Herbert

- President

Gl DIRAR AL

Mithel A. LaFond - Secretary
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FREDRIKSON, BYRON,COLEBORN, BISBEE & HANSEN

HAROLD M. FREDRIKSON
JOHN P, BYRON

EARL F, COLBORN, JR,
BERTIN A, BISBEE, JR,
JOHN M, PALMER
RICHARD R, HANSEN
JEROME B. PEDERSON
ROBERT G, WEBER
ROBERT P, SANDS
KEITH A, LIBBEY
JERDME S, RICE
TERENCE M, FRUTH
THOMAS C. HUNT
JOHN H, STQUT
JAMES L. BAILLIE
DARRELL B, JOHNSON

A PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATION

4744 1 DS CENTER

MINNEAPOLIS, MINNESDOTA 55402

TELEPHONE (B12) 339-8331

April 5, 1976

R.BERTRAM GREENER
WARREN E.MACK
JOHN L, POWERS
JOMN A, CAIRNS
"RICHARD P, KELLER
QUENTIN T, JOHNSON
TIMATHY M. HEANEY
JDEL §. NEWMAN
FREDERICK E. FINCH
THDMAS W, GARTON
PATRICIA R, JOHNSON
JUDITH L.OOWDLE
JOHN A, SATORIUS
MICHAEL A, STERN
NEIL A.WEIKART

The Hon. Chief Justice Robert J. Sheran

Minnesota Supreme Court

State Capitol

St. Paul, Minnesota 55155

Re:
Education -
of Minnesota

Petition of Corporate

The members of the Board of Cont
have instructed me to communicate to the C
respect to the petition submitted by the C
ation of Minnesota to amend Rule 3 of the
ing Professional Education, in order that
benefit of these comments at the time of t
Wednesday, April 7, 1976,

Dear Chief Justice Sheran: E

All members present at the April
Continuing Legal Education expressed thems
pect to the change in the Rule requested b
Association. The Board members feel that
a lawyer electing restrictive status (and
educational requirements) should be narrow
members are impressed with the logic of th
Counsel Association.

However, a number of attorneys a
tricted status. It is probable that some
understanding that they could continue to
employers", where appropriate. Therefore,
that the Rule should be changed, the Board
be prospective, and delayed somewhat, perh
Any lawyers who have previously elected re
have sufficient time to reconsider their d
Rule change. Presumably any restricted at
active status would be assigned to Categor

ounsel Association

Supreme Court Rules Relating to Conti#uing Professional

nuing Legal Education
urt their feeling with
rporate Counsel Associ-
ules Relating to Continu-
he Court might have the
e hearing scheduled for

meeting of the Board of
lves favorably with res-
the Corporate Counsel
he scope of activity by
ence exempted from the
y restricted. The Board
brief of the Corporate

ready have elected res-
ttorneys did so with the
epresent "full-time

if the Court determines
recommends that the change
ps until July 1, 1976.
tricted status would then
cision in light of the
orney then returning to

1, and subject to the

requirement of 45 hours credit prior to June 30, 1979.




FREDRIKSON,BYRON,COLBORN, BISBEE &

The Hon. Chief Justice Robert J. Sheran
Page Two
April 5, 1976

The Board members have requested
that our Board would be pleased to consult
in the consideration of this matter, or in
changes directed by the Court.

Yours very ti

¢

ate Board
Education

JPB/cms

cc Dean Douglas Heidenreich

HANSEN

me to advise the Court
further with the Court
the implementation of any

ruly,

Jokn P. Byron,cétjfi;;;

of Continuing Legal
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