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The Standing Committee on Professionalism is charged with responsibility for administration and ongoing
oversight of the Mandatory Course on Professionalism, which is required of all newly admitted active members of the
Virginia State Bar. The purpose of the course is to encourage attorneys to uphold and elevate the standards of honor,
integrity and courtesy in the legal profession. Since institution of the program in 1988, over 22,000 new admittees
have taken the course—more than 80 percent of the current practicing bar in Virginia. 

The course faculty is distinguished lawyers and judges who represent a broad cross section of the legal
profession in Virginia. Faculty members are nominated by their peers and invited by Chief Justice Leroy R. Hassell Sr.
to accept appointment for a three-year term. 

The course was offered eight times in Northern Virginia, Richmond, Roanoke, Chesapeake and Charlottesville
during the 2005–2006 bar year. Due to the Virginia corporate counsel admissions, the course attendance jumped to
1,595 attendees this year. An additional course was provided to focus on corporate counsel practice in Virginia, to
meet the needs of the new category of admittees. The committee hopes that the number of corporate counsel
registrants will decrease after the initial influx and that additional courses will be unnecessary. 

Both the Chief Justice and Senior Justice Harry L. Carrico—who was instrumental in founding the course—
continue to demonstrate enthusiastic support. One of the two served as luncheon speaker at each course. 

The committee continues to oversee the administrative functions of the course, including faculty selection, course
material updates and faculty training activities. 

Finally, the committee continues to work with the Professionalism for Law Students program cosponsored by the
VSB Section on the Education of Lawyers. This program has become a fixture at all the Virginia law schools, thanks to
diligent work by Judge J. Martin Bass.
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The Standing Committee on Unauthorized Practice of Law is charged with two duties. It investigates allegations
that individuals or business entities are engaged in the unauthorized practice of law, and it renders opinions to
Virginia-licensed attorneys as to whether specific conduct constitutes unauthorized practice of law.

During the 2005–2006 fiscal year, seventy-nine new investigations were opened in addition to the twenty-three
investigations remaining on the UPL Committee’s docket from previous years. Of those open investigations, fifty were
closed during the year. During fiscal year 2006, five investigations were referred to a commonwealth’s attorney for
prosecution. The UPL Committee also has the option of referring matters to the Attorney General and eight
investigations were referred to that office. 

One new opinion, UPL Opinion 210, was requested this fiscal year. This proposed opinion addresses whether it
is the unauthorized practice of law for a non-Virginia licensed attorney who is a registered U.S. patent attorney and a
member of a Virginia law firm to render legal advice and legal opinions in Virginia to clients who may be located
anywhere in the world on matters relating only to patent law. The proposed opinion finds that this conduct would
not be the unauthorized practice of law, and the controlling authority is found in Sperry v. Florida ex rel. Florida Bar,
373 U.S. 379 (1963); Virginia Unauthorized Practice of Law Rule 9 (UPR 9); Unauthorized Practice Consideration 1-1
(UPC 1-1); and Unauthorized Practice of Law Opinions (UPL Opinions) 158 and 201. Based on this authority, an
attorney who is licensed other than in Virginia, who is registered and authorized to practice before the U.S. Patent
Office and who is a member of a Virginia law firm can provide all legal services and representation related to a
patent law practice to all clients needing such services and representation regardless of where the clients are located. 

Two opinions were carried over from prior fiscal years. UPL Opinion 209, carried over from fiscal year 2005, was
approved February 28, 2006, by the Supreme Court of Virginia. This opinion addresses the issue of whether it is
unauthorized practice of law for an attorney licensed to practice law in a jurisdiction other than Virginia to represent
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