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On order of the Court, this is to advise that the amendment of Rule 5 of the Rules
for the Board of Law Examiners is adopted, effective immediately. Concurrently,
individuals are invited to comment on the form or the merits of the amendment during the
usual comment period. The Court welcomes the views of all. This matter will also be
considered at a public hearing. The notices and agendas for public hearing are posted on
the Public Administrative Hearings page.

[Additions to the text are indicated in underlining and
deleted text is shown by strikeover.]

Rule 5 Admission Without Examination
(A)-(C) [Unchanged.]
(D)  An attorney

(1) [Unchanged.]

(2)  practicing law in an institutional setting, e.g., counsel to a corporation or
instructor in a law school, may apply to the Board for a special certificate of
qualification to practice law. The applicant must satisfy Rule 5(A)(1)-(3),
and comply with Rule 5(B). The Board may then issue the special certificate,
which will entitle the attorney to continue current employment if the attorney
becomes an active member of the State Bar. The special certificate permits
attorneys teaching or supervising law students in a clinical program to
represent the clients of that clinical program. If the attorney leaves the
current employment, the special certificate automatically expires; if the
attorney’s new employment is also institutional, the attorney may reapply for
another special certificate.

(E) [Unchanged.]


https://www.courts.michigan.gov/rules-administrative-orders-and-jury-instructions/public-administrative-hearings/

Staff Comment: The amendment of Rule 5 of the Rules for the Board of Law
Examiners specifically allows attorneys who are teaching in a clinical program to represent
individual clients of that program.

The staff comment is not an authoritative construction by the Court. In addition,
adoption of a new rule or amendment in no way reflects a substantive determination by this
Court.

A copy of this order will be given to the Secretary of the State Bar and to the State
Court Administrator so that they can make the notifications specified in MCR 1.201.
Comments on the proposal may be submitted by July 1, 2022 by clicking on the “Comment
on this Proposal” link under this proposal on the Court’s Proposed & Adopted Orders on
Administrative Matters page. You may also submit a comment in writing at P.O. Box
30052, Lansing, MI 48909 or via email at ADMcomment@courts.mi.gov. When filing a
comment, please refer to ADM File No. 2021-40. Your comments and the comments of
others will be posted under the chapter affected by this proposal.

I, Larry S. Royster, Clerk of the Michigan Supreme Court, certify that the
foregoing is a true and complete copy of the order entered at the direction of the Court.
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