
COMMENTS re PROPOSED RULES APRIL 2008 

Dean L. Patrick Piggott 
Humphreys College 

Laurence Drivon School of Law 

Chapter 4, Rule 4.160 (H) Multiple Locations. 

The Rule does not define "Multiple Locations". We presently have CBE approval 
to teach occasional Law classes on the Modesto campus of our undergraduate program. 
That location is approximately 29 miles away. As 35% of our students drive from 
Modesto the few classes save them money and time and are quite successful. The cost to 
title this activity as a separate Law program would be prohibitive. 

I believe the rule should apply only to the situation where the school is teaching a 
majority of classes in two locations. Our situation is covered as a "major change" and the 
CBE gave us approval to teach two classes per quarter (out of our usual 1 lor 12 classes). 
Additionally if any class is taught in Modesto it must next be offered in Stockton. 

The Rule might be modified to add the sentence: "If the school proposes to offer 
less than 20% of classes at a location more than ten miles apart by the most direct 
vehicular route it is not a separate law school but must be approved under the Major 
Change section." See Rule 4.165 (F) 

This would allow for the occasional MCLE course offerings and special event 
classes such as Trial Preparation at a Court House as well as cover Humphreys College's 
situation. 

Additionally, I actually believe 10 miles is too short a distance in the metropolitan 
areas where the school may want to offer a class to take advantage of a particular 
location. 20 miles would seem more appropriate. 
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MONTEREY COLLEGE OF LAW 
100 Col. Durham Street 

Seaside, CA 93955 

Mitchel L. Winick 
Dean and Professor of Law 
83 1-582-4000 
mwinick@montereylaw.edu 

April 21,2008 

George Riemer 
Director for Educational Standards 
Office of Admissions 
State Bar of California 

Dear Mr. Riemer, 

Please accept the following comments related to the proposed changes of the Accredited Law School 
Rules. 

Rule 4.105 (K) 
Comment: The proposed Guidelines for Accredited Law School Rules, Section 11.1 address 
additional professional law degrees such as "Executive Juris Doctor," "Life-time Learning Juris 
Doctor." These degrees should be added to the definitions of Rule 4.105(K). 

Rule 4.164 Prior approval of major changes 
Comment: This rule addresses the notification process for obtaining approval of a major change. 
However, the rules do not define the process that the Committee will take in consideration of the 
request, including; a) whether a hearing before the Committee is allowed, b) the schedule or 
timetable for a response, c) the process for amending an initial request, d) the process for appealing a 
decision, and e) the process for re-submitting a modified request. The modified rules should include 
clear definitions of these processes. 

4.1 65 (E) Major Changes 
Comment: The addition of the terms "or otherwise" at the end of this rule is overly broad and 
undefined. It should be removed or additional types of programs should be specified. 

4.165 (F) Major Changes 
Comment: There is no commentary provided by the Committee supporting the need to change the 
current rule that requires approval to offer a program or class that will meet more than 55 miles from 
the law school. The proposed rules arbitrarily changes the distance to 10 miles. As an example of the 
impact of this rule change, Monterey College of Law would need to submit a major change request 
(and pay a substantial fee) every time that it intended to offer a clinical program or a practice skills 
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From: Riemer, George

To: Lavelle, Ray; 

CC:

Subject: FW: Comment on Proposed Revisions Governing the 
Accreditation of Law Schools in California

Date: Tuesday, June 10, 2008 11:56:37 AM

Attachments:

FYI. 
-----Original Message----- 
From: ADMSF  
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2008 3:07 PM 
To: Riemer, George; Murphy, Gayle 
Subject: FW: Comment on Proposed Revisions Governing the Accreditation 
of Law Schools in California 
 
FYI.... 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Grace Suarez [mailto:gracels@sbcglobal.net] 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2008 1:25 PM 
To: ADMSF 
Subject: Comment on Proposed Revisions Governing the Accreditation of 
Law Schools in California 
 
Please forgive the lateness of this comment, but I was not aware of   
the deadline previously. 
I wish to comment on Rule 4.160(i): 
(I) Library. The law school must maintain a library consistent with the 
minimum requirements set by the Committee. 
My understanding is that the minimum requirements currently set by the   
Committee require that many of the library resources be maintained in   
the form of paper documents, i.e., books. 
I believe that this is an old-fashioned requirement that is out of   
step with the realities of modern law practice, fails to prepare law   
students for practicing in the real world, and imposes a financial   
burden on law schools, forcing them to waste money that could be much   
better spent on computers and other tools better suited to the 21st   
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century. 
Please let me know if my comments about libraries might be better   
communicated to another person or entity. Thanking you for your kind   
attention, I am, 
Yours truly 
 
Grace L. Suarez 
SBN 067736 
508 Liberty St. 
San Francisco CA 94114 
888.825.8748 
gracels@electric-law.com 
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