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Rule 3.6 Trial Publicity. 
 [Sorted by Commenter] 

No. Commentator Position1 
Comment 
on Behalf 

of 
Group? 

Rule  
Paragraph Comment RRC Response 

1 San Diego County Bar 
Association Legal Ethics 
Committee 

A Yes  Support as drafted. No action required. 

2 Public Defender of Los 
Angeles County 

M Yes Comments [7] 
& [8] 

Comments [7] and [8] seem duplicative.  

3 Office of Chief Trial Counsel M Yes  
 
 
 
 

Comment [8] 

There are too many Comments, many are 
too long, and they cover subjects and 
discussions best left to treatises, law 
review articles, and ethics opinions.  
 
Comment [8] is identical to Comment [7] 
and should, therefore, be stricken. 

 

4 COPRAC A Yes  Support as drafted. No response required. 

       

       

       

 
 

                                            
1 A = AGREE with proposed Rule  D = DISAGREE with proposed Rule M = AGREE ONLY IF MODIFIED  NI = NOT INDICATED 

TOTAL =_4_   Agree = _2_ 
                        Disagree = __ 
                        Modify = _2_ 
            NI = __ 
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Rule 3.6 Trial Publicity 
(Commission’s Proposed Rule – Clean Version) 

 
 
(a) A lawyer who is participating or has participated in the investigation or 

litigation of a matter shall not make an extrajudicial statement that the 
lawyer knows or reasonably should know will (i) be disseminated by 
means of public communication and (ii) have a substantial likelihood of 
materially prejudicing an adjudicative proceeding in the matter. 

 
(b) Notwithstanding paragraph (a), and to the extent permitted by Rule 1.6 

and Business and Professions Code section 6068(e), a lawyer may 
state: 

 
(1) the claim, offense or defense involved and, except when 

prohibited by law, the identity of the persons involved; 
 

(2) information contained in a public record; 
 

(3) that an investigation of a matter is in progress; 
 

(4) the scheduling or result of any step in litigation; 
 

(5) a request for assistance in obtaining evidence and information 
necessary thereto; 

 
(6) a warning of danger concerning the behavior of a person 

involved, when there is reason to believe that there exists the 
likelihood of substantial harm to an individual or to the public  
but only to the extent that dissemination by public 
communication is reasonably necessary to protect the individual 
or the public; and 

 

(7) in a criminal case, in addition to subparagraphs (1) through (6): 
(i) the identity, residence, occupation and family status of 

the accused; 
 
(ii) if the accused has not been apprehended, information 

necessary to aid in apprehension of that person; 
 
(iii) the fact, time and place of arrest; and 
 
(iv) the identity of investigating and arresting officers or 

agencies and the length of the investigation. 
 
(c) Notwithstanding paragraph (a), a lawyer may make a statement that a 

reasonable lawyer would believe is required to protect a client from the 
substantial undue prejudicial effect of recent publicity not initiated by 
the lawyer or the lawyer’s client.  A statement made pursuant to this 
paragraph shall be limited to such information as is necessary to 
mitigate the recent adverse publicity. 

 
(d) No lawyer associated in a law firm or government agency with a lawyer 

subject to paragraph (a) shall make a statement prohibited by 
paragraph (a). 

 
 
COMMENT 
 
[1] This Rule prohibits a lawyer who is participating or has participated in 

an adjudicative proceeding from making public statements that the 
lawyer knows or should know will have a substantial likelihood of 
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materially prejudicing the adjudicative proceeding.  The Rule is 
intended to strike a proper balance between protecting the right to a 
fair trial and safeguarding the right of free expression, which are both 
guaranteed by the Constitution.  On one hand, publicity should not be 
allowed to adversely affect the fair administration of justice.  On the 
other hand, litigants have a right to present their side of a dispute to 
the public, and the public has an interest in receiving information about 
matters that are in litigation.  Although a lawyer involved in the litigation 
is often in an advantageous position to further these legitimate 
objectives, preserving the right to a fair trial necessarily entails some 
curtailment of the information that may be disseminated prior to trial, 
particularly where trial by jury is involved.  The Rule applies only to 
lawyers who are, or who have been involved in the investigation or 
litigation of a case, and their associates.   

 
[2] Paragraph (b) identifies specific matters about which a lawyer’s 

statements would not ordinarily be considered to present a substantial 
likelihood of material prejudice, and should not in any event be 
considered prohibited by the general prohibition of paragraph (a).  
Paragraph (b) is not intended to be an exhaustive listing of the subjects 
upon which a lawyer may make a statement, but statements on other 
matters may be subject to paragraph (a). 

 
[3] Whether an extrajudicial statement violates this Rule depends on many 

factors, including, without limitation: (1) whether the extrajudicial 
statement is made for the purpose of influencing a trier of fact about a 
material fact in issue and presents information clearly inadmissible as 
evidence in the matter; (2) whether the extrajudicial statement presents 
information the lawyer knows is false, deceptive, or the use of which 
would violate Rule 3.3 or Business and Professions Code section 
6068(d); and (3) the timing of the statement.   

[4] Another relevant factor in determining prejudice is the nature of the 
proceeding involved. Criminal jury trials will be most sensitive to 
extrajudicial speech.  Civil trials may be less sensitive.  Non-jury 
hearings and arbitration proceedings may be even less affected.  The 
Rule will still place limitations on prejudicial comments in these cases, 
but the likelihood of prejudice may be different depending on the type 
of proceeding. 

 
[5] Under paragraph (c), extrajudicial statements that might otherwise 

raise a question under this Rule may be permissible when they are 
made in response to statements made publicly by another party, 
another party’s lawyer, or third persons, where a reasonable lawyer 
would believe a public response is required in order to avoid prejudice 
to the lawyer’s client. When prejudicial statements have been publicly 
made by others, responsive statements may lessen any resulting 
adverse impact on the adjudicative proceeding. Such responsive 
statements must be limited to information necessary to mitigate undue 
prejudice created by statements of others. 

 
[6] See Rule 3.8(f) for additional duties of prosecutors in connection with 

extrajudicial statements about criminal proceedings. 
 
[7] Special rules of confidentiality may govern proceedings in juvenile, 

family law and mental disability proceedings, and perhaps other 
matters. See Rule [3.4(f)], which requires compliance with such rules. 

 
[8] Special rules of confidentiality may govern proceedings in juvenile, 

family law and mental disability proceedings, and perhaps other 
matters. See Rule 3.4(f), which requires compliance with such rules. 
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(a)
A lawyer who is participating or has participated in the investigation or litigation of a matter shall not make an extrajudicial statement that the lawyer knows or reasonably should know will (i) be disseminated by means of public communication and (ii) have a substantial likelihood of materially prejudicing an adjudicative proceeding in the matter.


(b)
Notwithstanding paragraph (a), and to the extent permitted by Rule 1.6 and Business and Professions Code section 6068(e), a lawyer may state:


(1)
the claim, offense or defense involved and, except when prohibited by law, the identity of the persons involved;


(2)
information contained in a public record;


(3)
that an investigation of a matter is in progress;


(4)
the scheduling or result of any step in litigation;


(5)
a request for assistance in obtaining evidence and information necessary thereto;


(6)
a warning of danger concerning the behavior of a person involved, when there is reason to believe that there exists the likelihood of substantial harm to an individual or to the public  but only to the extent that dissemination by public communication is reasonably necessary to protect the individual or the public; and


(7)
in a criminal case, in addition to subparagraphs (1) through (6):


(i)
the identity, residence, occupation and family status of the accused;


(ii)
if the accused has not been apprehended, information necessary to aid in apprehension of that person;


(iii)
the fact, time and place of arrest; and


(iv)
the identity of investigating and arresting officers or agencies and the length of the investigation.


(c)
Notwithstanding paragraph (a), a lawyer may make a statement that a reasonable lawyer would believe is required to protect a client from the substantial undue prejudicial effect of recent publicity not initiated by the lawyer or the lawyer’s client.  A statement made pursuant to this paragraph shall be limited to such information as is necessary to mitigate the recent adverse publicity.


(d)
No lawyer associated in a law firm or government agency with a lawyer subject to paragraph (a) shall make a statement prohibited by paragraph (a).


COMMENT


[1]
This Rule prohibits a lawyer who is participating or has participated in an adjudicative proceeding from making public statements that the lawyer knows or should know will have a substantial likelihood of materially prejudicing the adjudicative proceeding.  The Rule is intended to strike a proper balance between protecting the right to a fair trial and safeguarding the right of free expression, which are both guaranteed by the Constitution.  On one hand, publicity should not be allowed to adversely affect the fair administration of justice.  On the other hand, litigants have a right to present their side of a dispute to the public, and the public has an interest in receiving information about matters that are in litigation.  Although a lawyer involved in the litigation is often in an advantageous position to further these legitimate objectives, preserving the right to a fair trial necessarily entails some curtailment of the information that may be disseminated prior to trial, particularly where trial by jury is involved.  The Rule applies only to lawyers who are, or who have been involved in the investigation or litigation of a case, and their associates.  


[2]
Paragraph (b) identifies specific matters about which a lawyer’s statements would not ordinarily be considered to present a substantial likelihood of material prejudice, and should not in any event be considered prohibited by the general prohibition of paragraph (a).  Paragraph (b) is not intended to be an exhaustive listing of the subjects upon which a lawyer may make a statement, but statements on other matters may be subject to paragraph (a).


[3]
Whether an extrajudicial statement violates this Rule depends on many factors, including, without limitation: (1) whether the extrajudicial statement is made for the purpose of influencing a trier of fact about a material fact in issue and presents information clearly inadmissible as evidence in the matter; (2) whether the extrajudicial statement presents information the lawyer knows is false, deceptive, or the use of which would violate Rule 3.3 or Business and Professions Code section 6068(d); and (3) the timing of the statement.  


[4]
Another relevant factor in determining prejudice is the nature of the proceeding involved. Criminal jury trials will be most sensitive to extrajudicial speech.  Civil trials may be less sensitive.  Non-jury hearings and arbitration proceedings may be even less affected.  The Rule will still place limitations on prejudicial comments in these cases, but the likelihood of prejudice may be different depending on the type of proceeding.


[5]
Under paragraph (c), extrajudicial statements that might otherwise raise a question under this Rule may be permissible when they are made in response to statements made publicly by another party, another party’s lawyer, or third persons, where a reasonable lawyer would believe a public response is required in order to avoid prejudice to the lawyer’s client. When prejudicial statements have been publicly made by others, responsive statements may lessen any resulting adverse impact on the adjudicative proceeding. Such responsive statements must be limited to information necessary to mitigate undue prejudice created by statements of others.


[6]
See Rule 3.8(f) for additional duties of prosecutors in connection with extrajudicial statements about criminal proceedings.


[7]
Special rules of confidentiality may govern proceedings in juvenile, family law and mental disability proceedings, and perhaps other matters. See Rule [3.4(f)], which requires compliance with such rules.


[8]
Special rules of confidentiality may govern proceedings in juvenile, family law and mental disability proceedings, and perhaps other matters. See Rule 3.4(f), which requires compliance with such rules.
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