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The meeting began at 2:30 pm. 

The committee approved the minutes of the November 9, 2020 meeting and the subcommittee 
minutes. 

John Stewart reported that at the meeting to be held via Zoom on January 14, 2021, the 
committee will vote in concept on any changes proposed by the subcommittees and begin 
constructing a sandbox.  He also reported that subcommittee 6 has offered to draft the report. 

The committee then heard reports from the subcommittees: 

1.  Review of RRTFB 4-5.4 Professional Independence of a Lawyer & accompanying 
Ethics Opinions  
 

Josias Dewey reported that the subcommittee discussed 4 concepts: 
• Amending the rule to allow fee sharing.   
• Amending the rule to allow active nonlawyer ownership with safeguards such as 

requiring lawyers to have a majority ownership interest. 
• Amending the rule to allow passive nonlawyer ownership. 
• Amending the rules/ethics opinions to address nonlawyer involvement with not-

for-profit law firms/legal aid. 



The subcommittee is not convinced that the restrictions of rule 4-5.4 are necessary to protect the 
independence of the lawyer’s professional judgment.  The subcommittee believes there is benefit 
to relaxing the rule or allowing active nonlawyer ownership.  A rule change would be better than 
an ethics opinion.  The subcommittee did not see a compelling reason to allow passive 
investment at this time.  This could be reconsidered when discussing the concept of a sandbox.  
All agreed that the issue of not-for-profit law firms needs to be addressed. 

John Stewart asked that Mr. Dewey circulate the matrix he prepared.  He also requested that the 
subcommittee start crafting language for any rule changes to be discussed at the January 
meeting. 

 
2.  Review of Pertinent Advertising Rules as found in RRTFB Chapter 4-7  
 

Santo DiGangi reported that the subcommittee is recommending that the advertising rules be 
streamlined to get to the heart of prohibiting misleading and deceptive advertising.  The 
recommended changes include moving some rule language to the comments.  Some required 
content that does not address whether the advertisement is misleading or deceptive is deleted. 
 
Mr. DiGangi reported that the subcommittee is proposing that filing of the advertisements be 
voluntary rather than mandatory.  A lawyer who voluntarily files an advertisement and receives a 
letter of compliance will have a safe harbor from grievance prosecution when using that 
advertisement.   
 
It was agreed that the changes meet the mission of the committee as requested by the Court.  The 
committee did not have any initial reservations about the changes.  A redlined version of the 
changes will be circulated and there will be more discussion in January.   

 
3.  Review of 4-7.17 relating to payment of referral to persons other than lawyers 
(including related rules and ethics opinions)  
 

Cesar Alvarez reported that the subcommittee is not recommending any changes.  This will be 
discussed again in January. 

 
4.  Review of Lawyer Referral services including 4-7.22 (For Profit) and Chapter 8 (Not-
for-Profit) of the RRTFB and related rules and ethics opinions  
 

Adriana Gonzalez reported that the subcommittee is not recommending any changes. 
 

5.  Review of Regulatory Framework including entity regulation, regulatory sandbox and 
related concepts  
 

John Stewart reported that the committee will discuss this in January and start constructing the 
sandbox. 

 
6.  Member and Public Engagement & Data collection and review 



Sarah Sullivan reported that the subcommittee has submitted questions to be included in the bar’s 
survey which is now going to be more of an opinion survey rather than an economic survey.  The 
subcommittee will also be working on the structure of the report.  Ms. Sullivan also reported on a 
presentation the subcommittee heard from Lawrence Alexander of Legal Tech Lab of Canada 
regarding British Columbia’s sandbox. The PowerPoint of Mr. Alexander’s presentation will be 
posted on the website. 

John Stewart encouraged the other subcommittees to develop questions to include in the survey.  
He also asked that is any member wishes to hear from other experts or invite anyone back to let 
him know.   

The meeting adjourned at approximately 4:00 pm.   

 

 

 

 


