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PRESS RELEASE

The New York Court of Appeals and the State Board of Law Examiners announced today
the amendment of the Court’s educational requirements for U.S.-educated graduates of
ABA-accredited law schools to sit for the New York State bar examination. After consulting
with law school administrators and representatives of the State bar and reviewing the current
American Bar Association Standards for Approval of Law Schools (ABA Standards), the State
Board of Law Examiners proposed changes to the rules which have been approved by the Court
of Appeals.

The changes to section 520.3 of the Rules of the Court of Appeals for the Admission of
Attorneys and Counselors at Law (22 NYCRR Part 520) are intended to reflect the realities of
current legal education, provide greater flexibility to students for scheduling classes and promote
clinical legal education to better prepare law school graduates for the practice of law. To further
these objectives, the changes address instructional requirements, clinical credits and residency

week requirements.



There were several compelling reasons for amending these requirements. The Court’s
eligibility requirements for domestically-educated applicants from ABA-approved law schools
were last modified in 1998 and the rules needed to be updated to take into account current
technology and practices in legal education. The former standards were also no longer
consistent with some of the current ABA accreditation requirements and, to the extent
practicable, the new rule comports with many of the ABA requirements.

One major change that should have a significant impact on legal education is allowing an
increase in the maximum number of credit hours permitted for clinical education, field
placement courses or externships, which may be counted towards the total credit hours required
for graduation. The requirements will also allow clinical courses to be counted toward the
classroom credit hour requirement, provided certain requirements are met. These changes are
intended to address the growing concern that graduates of law schools are insufficiently prepared
to enter practice. Representative of these views are the reports of the New York State Bar
Association Special Committee to Study the Bar Examination and Other Means of Measuring
Lawyer Competency, issued in September 2010, and the New York State Bar Association Task
Force on the Future of the Legal Profession, issued in April 2011, which emphasized the need
for expanded clinical experiences in law school to improve the skills of new lawyers. The new
rule will hopefully lead to the expansion of practice opportunities for law students.

In conformance with accreditation standards, the new rule increases the minimum
number of credit hours required for graduation from 80 to 83, 64 credits of which must be earned

by attendance in regularly scheduled classroom courses at the law school. And to encourage



high ethical standards in the practice of the law, the new rule requires a course in professional
responsibility.

The former requirements mandating specified days and weeks of instruction have been
replaced with more generalized program and academic calendar requirements: A law school’s
academic calendar must consist of no fewer than 130 days over an eight-month period and the
degree must be completed in no fewer than 24 months and no later than 60 months after the
program is commenced. These provisions are generally consistent with current ABA standards,
and are less restrictive than the prior rule that contained minimum requirements for the number
of days per week that classes are scheduled and the number of weeks in residency during the
entire law school program. The amendments will also bring New York in line with other
jurisdictions, and reflect the realities of modern day legal education. More options should be
available for students who want to pursue non-traditional class schedules because they need to
work in order to pay for the increasing tuition costs. The Court and the Board are mindful that
access to legal education is a concern given the continuing rise in the cost of legal education.

The Court and the Board are confident that these changes will provide more flexibility to
law students and law schools, while continuing to meet the needs of the legal profession and the

public.
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