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The Standing Committee on Budget and Finance met on August 1, 2005, to review the Virginia State Bar’s
submission to the commonwealth for the 2006–2008 biennium budget. The requested appropriations of $10,554,397
for fiscal year 2007 and $10,676,669 for FY 2008 were approved by the state Department of Planning and Budget and
included in the Governor’s budget for consideration by the General Assembly. The General Assembly also approved
the appropriation amounts requested by the bar. 

The committee met again on March 23, 2006, to review the staff’s proposal for the 2006–2007 operating budget.
Immediately following the meeting, the proposed budget was sent to the Supreme Court for review and approval.
The proposed budget was reviewed by the VSB Executive Committee on April 27, 2006, and recommended to the
VSB Council for approval. In June, the Supreme Court informed the bar that the proposed budget was approved,
except that a grant item of $50,000 to Legal Services Corporation of Virginia should not be made until further study.
On June 15, 2006, the council approved an operating budget for fiscal year 2006–2007 totaling $12,276,360. This
budget includes $705,000 of one-time expenses for set-up costs for proposed new employees, including set-up costs
related to the rental of additional office space, and the ongoing computer project. The $50,000 previously included for
LSCV was set aside as a contingency item.
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The Standing Committee on Lawyer Advertising and Solicitation (SCOLAS) monitors lawyer advertising and
solicitation in Virginia, responds to inquiries about the propriety of certain lawyer advertising, and issues advisory
opinions. The SCOLAS meets every other month at the offices of the Virginia State Bar in Richmond. 

The committee and assistant bar counsel review in detail selected broadcast media and yellow-page and other
printed advertising material to determine compliance with the Rules of Professional Conduct. If the committee finds
an ad is in violation of a rule, a letter is written to the responsible lawyer pointing out the problem and requesting
that the advertisement be modified. This fiscal year, fifty such letters were sent to lawyers who, in all cases,
voluntarily complied with the committee’s request. None of the matters were referred for disciplinary action. 

On July 14, 2005, the SCLOAS submitted to the Supreme Court of Virginia a proposed amendment to Rule 7.4(d)
concerning a lawyer’s ability to advertise practice certifications and accreditations. The Court rejected the proposed
amendment on February 28, 2006. The amendment would have incorporated the American Bar Association’s position
in its current Model Rules that if an attorney has been certified by an ABA-accredited organization, the attorney may
advertise the certification without any disclaimer. Because the Court rejected this amendment, attorneys need to
continue to use a disclaimer for all certifications not recognized by the Supreme Court of Virginia. 

Legal Advertising Opinion A-0114 was carried over from FY 2003. The Supreme Court approved LAO A-0114 on
August 26, 2005. In the LAO, the committee opines that an attorney may advertise the fact he or she is listed in a
publication such as The Best Lawyers in America, or a similar publication, and include additional limited statements,
claims or characterizations based upon the lawyer’s inclusion in the publication, provided such statements, claims or
characterizations do not violate Rule 7.1. Also, attorneys recognized and listed in The Best Lawyers in America may
properly note that they are among those lawyers “whom other lawyers have called the best.” The opinion cautions,
however, that lawyers should be mindful to exercise discretion when communicating this information, and that the
communication should be objective and not misleading. For example, although an attorney may properly characterize
inclusion in the book The Best Lawyers in America, the attorney cannot characterize that inclusion into statements
such as, “Since I am included in the book, that means I am the best lawyer in America.” Nor can the attorney impute
any such endorsement to others in the law firm not so recognized or to the firm itself.

The work of the SCOLAS could not be done without our volunteer members. I thank them for the inspiration,
time and energy they bring to our work. They are Cochair Alison P. Landry, Alan S. Anderson, Gina M. Burgin,
Jeffrey H. Krasnow, Susan R. Salen, William Miller, William L. Schmidt, Roscoe B. Stephenson III, David R. Selig, 
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