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Amendment to N.D.A.P. Rule 1 and N.D.R. Ct. Rule 3.5

Dear Ms. Miller:

I have several concerns with the Supreme Court's adoption of the requirement that an e-mail be
published on the Supreme Court web page as a condition to licensure to practice law and that
attorneys must include their e-mails in any pleadings. I have not complained about publication of
my business address or my fax number, both of which I would prefer not be made public, but I
draw a line at my e-mail address.

My first concern is with the change to rule 1.1 recognize that this may present a problem for the
administration of your new system, but I wonder if anyone has addressed the question of whether
the change of conditions on a license after the license has been issued is appropriate. I believe the
Court can change conditions for licensure for those who have not yet obtained a license this year,
and for licenses issued in the future. However, I question whether imposing an additional
condition after a license is issued affects an existing property right to the extent that
constitutional questions arise. 1propose that in those cases where an individual has already been
issued a license to practice for 2013, the new condition may only be enforced when the license is
issued for another year.
My next concern relates to both the changes to Rule 1 and Rule 3.5 and stems from the scope of
my practice as a part time administrative lawjudge and the fact that I neither practice before the
courts nor do I hold myself out to provide legal services to the public.
As an individual who works from home as an administrative law judge, I take great care in

protecting my contact information including my address. I do not advertise and I do not even
publish my business information in the phone book. I do not represent parties in court and thus
do not access your electronic case management system. I do not file pleadings; however I do
issue decisions and orders and thus am concerned that rule 3.5 may now require that I include my
e-mail in my signature block.

Just as I keep my home address and other information separate from my business, I do not
publish my e-mail address. I believe doing so will not only increase my need to be diligent about

