
As of August 5, 2019 

Select the reform option you would like to comment on from the list below:

Position Indicated 

Support Oppose 
State No 

Preference 

1.0 - Redefining the “Practice of Law” is Not Recommended 7 45 0 

1.1 - Entity Models Include Individuals and Entities Working For Profit and Non-Profit 0 10 0 

1.2 - Affirm the Regulation of Lawyers under the Judicial Branch and Encourage the Use of Technology to 
Improve Access 

0 14 0 

1.3 - Develop Metrics for Measuring the Impact of Recommended Regulatory Changes 1 7 1 

2.0 - UPL Exception for Individual Nonlawyers to Provide Specified Legal Services 12 125 1 

2.1 - UPL Exception for Entities Composed of Lawyers, Nonlawyers or a Combination of the Two 1 43 0 

2.2 - UPL Exception for Entities Composed Using Technology-Driven Legal Services Delivery Systems 1 32 0 

2.3 - Defining “Artificial Intelligence” is Not Recommended 1 10 0 

2.4 - Approved Entities Using Technology-Driven Legal Services Delivery Systems Must Establish Ethical 
Standards 

2 10 0 

2.5 - Client Communications with Technology-Driven Legal Services Delivery Systems Should Receive Equivalent 
Ethical Protections 

1 6 1 

2.6 - Regulatory Process of Approved Entities Should be Funded by Application and Renewal Fees 0 9 0 

3.0 - Adopt a New Comment to Rule 1.1 Stating that Competence Includes a Duty to Keep Abreast of Changes in 
the Law and Technology 

1 6 0 

3.1 - Amend the Fee Sharing Rule to Expand Fee Sharing with Nonprofits and Allow Nonlawyer Ownership 5 33 1 

3.2 - Amend the Fee Sharing Rule to Permit Fee Sharing with a Client’s Informed Consent 4 15 1 

3.3 - Adopt a Version of ABA Model Rule 5.7 That Fosters Investment in and Development of Technology-Driven 
Delivery Systems 

0 9 0 

3.4 - Adopt Revised Rules 7.1-7.5 to Improve Communication Regarding Availability of Legal Services Using 
Technology 

0 5 0 
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