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II. THE IMPORTANCE OF NETWORKS 

Networks are powerful. 3 Even if an individual does not fully 
understand network science,4 “most individuals will intuitively understand 
the power of networks. They understand that the value of certain physical 
objects they own may depend on the size of the network to which those 
objects are attached.”5 For example, in the early days of the telephone, 
individuals who used one telephone provider, such as AT&T, were not able 
to contact individuals who used a phone owned by a different provider. 6 

https://perma.cc/A826-KMPJ
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facilitating global legal profession networks.11 In the author’s view, these 
TLP Summits played a critical role in helping develop the global networks 
that facilitate international cross-border legal practice and have had a 
lasting impact. 

III. HOW THE ABA’S SUMMITS FACILITATED GLOBAL LEGAL PROFESSION 
NETWORKS AND INTERNATIONAL CROSS-BORDER LEGAL PRACTICE 

This Article examines fourteen gatherings that were held between 2004 
and 2014 that were organized in whole or in part by the ABA Section of 
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categories reflects ITILS’ expanding scope and network. The author has personal knowledge of 
the contents of the ITILS Rosters from 2003-04 through 2021-22 and the information contained in 
this paragraph. This brief history of ITILS is set forth on its webpage: 

The Task Force on GATT Negotiations Regarding Trade and Services Applicable to the 
Legal Profession (later referred to as the Task Force on GATS Legal Services Negotiations) 
was created by the [ABA] Board of Governors in 2003, to be composed of six presidentially-
appointed members, four of whom were to be designated representatives from the following 
ABA entities: Section of Administrative Law and Regulatory Practice; Section of Business 
Law; Section of International Law; and Section of Litigation. The other two positions were 
for at-large members. In August 2003, the Board increased the size of the Task Force from 
six members to eight members, in order to “to ensure that appropriate diversity is created and 
maintained among the current entity membership.” In February 2007, the Board approved 
changing the name to the Task Force on International Trade in Legal Services (ITILS), to 
more accurately reflect the range of issues and initiatives that the Task Force was being 
asked to address in relation to multilateral and bilateral trade negotiations that impact the 
U.S. legal profession. In June 2009, the Board approved then President-Elect Carolyn 
Lamm’s request to revise the jurisdictional statement of the Task Force to increase its 
membership from eight members to twelve members. The additional seats were designated 
for the president of the National Conference of Bar Presidents, a liaison to the Commission 
on Ethics 20/20, and two state bar association presidents. This constitutes the current 
structure of the Task Force. In addition, because of the global professional ethics and 
regulatory issues inherent in the matters under study by the Task Force, the Center for 
Professional Responsibility has been and continues to be an invaluable partner in the work of 
the Task Force.  In 2016, the Task Force became a Standing Committee. 

ABA Standing Comm. on Int’l Trade in Legal Services, About the Standing Committee: History, 
(last visited Oct. 10, 2022), https://perma.cc/AX3H-W2YN. 
The 2003-04 ITILS Roster was entitled “Task Force on GATT Trade & Services Agreement 
Negotiations”; this Roster contained three columns and listed, for each individual on the Roster, 
their name, contact information, and section representation. Some individuals, such as the author, 
were listed as liaisons. (In my case, I was one of two liaisons from the ABA Center for 

https://perma.cc/AX3H-W2YN
https://perma.cc/DSM8-YLW7
https://www.americanbar.org/content/dam/aba/directories/policy/annual-2016/2016_hod_annual_11-7.docx
https://www.americanbar.org/content/dam/aba/directories/policy/annual-2016/2016_hod_annual_11-7.docx
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Section III(A) explains where published information about these 
Summits can be found.  Section III(B) provides a brief chronologic and 
thematic overview of the Summits.  Section III(C) is a lengthy section that 
contains detailed information about each of the Summits, many of which 
Professor Lutz helped organize and all of which he participated in. 

A.  Prior Publications about the ABA’s TLP Summits 

Notwithstanding this Article’s thesis about the importance of the 
ABA’s Summits, there is relatively little discussion about these Summits in 
the existing literature.15  The documentation that does exist is primarily 
found in the Transnational Legal Practice articles found in the 
International Lawyer’s annual “Year-in-Review” issue.16  (These will be 

 
name is retained on the roster.  As a result, the list of Liaisons, Advisors, & Former Members has 
grown significantly over the years of ITILS’ existence. Moreover, unless the context requires 
otherwise, when this Article refers to “ITILS Members,” it is referring to anyone who is listed on 
the ITILS Roster, regardless of whether that person is a member, liaison, advisor, or former 
member. 
As noted above, all of the ITILS Rosters have listed the ABA lawyers who staff the committee. 
From its inception to the present, Kristi Gaines, Esq. from the ABA Office of Legislative Affairs, 
has served as ITILS Staff. See generally ITILS Rosters, supra note 14.  Starting in 2005-06 and 
continuing through the present, the ITILS Rosters have also listed as ITILS staff Ellyn Rosen, 
Esq., from the ABA Center for Professional Responsibility. Id. Starting in 2005-06 and continuing 
through 2011-12, Becky Stretch, Esq.
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referred to as the TLP Year-in-Review articles].  At the time they were 
published, these TLP Year-in-Review articles provided useful transparency 
about the activities of the ABA’s TLP and ITILS Committees, as well as 
other TLP-related developments. 

 
(1998) (regarding events in 1997) [hereinafter Rivkin, Vol. 32]; Donald H. Rivkin, Transnational 
Legal Practice, 33 INT’L LAW. 825 (1999) (regarding events in 1998) [hereinafter Rivkin, Vol. 
33]; Ellen H. Clark, Transnational Legal Practice, 36 INT’L LAW. 955 (2002) (regarding 2001 
developments; developments in 1999 and 2000 were not addressed) [hereinafter Clark, Vol. 36]; 
Robert E. Lutz et al., Transnational Legal Practice: Cross-Border Legal Services: 2002 Year-in-
Review, 37 INT’L LAW. 987 (2003) (regarding 2002 developments) [hereinafter Lutz et al., Vol. 
37]; Robert E. Lutz et al., Transnational Legal Practice Developments, 39 INT’L LAW. 619 (2005) 
(discussing selected developments in 2003 and 2004) [hereinafter Lutz et al. Vol. 39]; Laurel S. 
Terry et al., Transnational Legal Practice 42 INT’L LAW. 833 (2008) (discussing selected 
developments between 2005 and 2007) [hereinafter Terry et al., Vol. 42]; Laurel S. Terry et al., 
Transnational Legal Practice, 43 INT’L LAW. 943 (2009) (discussing 2008 developments) 
[hereinafter Terry et al., Vol. 43]; Laurel S. Terry et al., Transnational Legal Practice 2009, 44 
INT’L’W
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Professor Lutz is one of reasons why this transparency exists. In 1997, 
Professor Lutz initiated the International Lawyer’s tradition of having an 
annual Year-in-Review issue that summarized international developments in 
multiple areas of law.17  In the author’s experience, the TLP Year-in-Review 
articles not only provided useful transparency, but they encouraged 
participation in TLP-issues and helped promote the development of a global 
network of TLP stakeholders.18 

Although the TLP Year-in-Review articles are useful, they can be 
extremely confusing to work with, and I therefore decided to elevate the 
information in this paragraph from a footnote to the text.  The first reason 
why the TLP Year-in-Review articles are confusing is because many of 
them have the identical title and start on similar page number in the same 
publication—the International Lawyer.19 In addition to the confusion that 
arises from having identical journal titles, confusion exists because of 
disagreements about how to cite the publications in which these 
Transnational Legal Practice articles appear. This journal name confusion 
exists because the ABA decided to launch a new annual publication in 
2012—i.e., a new series or “n.s.”—in which it would publish its Year-in-
Review articles, rather than including the Year-in-Review 
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later Year-in-Review articles, authorities such as HeinOnline continue to use 
the International Lawyer journal name when recommending the proper 
Bluebook citation form.21  The third source of confusion comes from the 
shorthand footnote references that appear within the TLP Year-in-Review 
articles.  For example,  some TLP Year-in-Review article footnotes have 
used a shorthand reference that includes the title of the article 
Transnational Legal Practice and the activity year(s) discussed in the 
article, even though the activity y  Fr7.4eTc -0.002 Tw 0.609 0 65 Tw [( (i)6.3 (v)10.58<)-4.6 ( .58<( (i)6.3O6(t)-4.6 (y9(l)-4.6 5(, e)-1.6 )-4.E Td
[(a)-1.6 (r)-4 (t)9-820.9 (.6 ( f)-u6 (he)9.2 e66)10.9 (t)-4.6 (i24.6 (c)-1.6 (m)-4.6 (e)9.’66)10. (us)8.  us)]TJ
-06f
0 Tc386141 T* Tdo)-62.9 (f02.9 1)-4 (10s)8.6 (7)-4.7a (7)-4.l (10s)8.1.6 10sr
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discussed in this Article are listed below, along with the name of the 
gathering as it appeared on the agenda: 

 
�” Aug. 2004: CCBE-U.S. State Bar Leaders Roundtable 
�” Nov. 2004: Domestic Roundtable with USTR and State Regulators 

(Washington, D.C.) 
�” Aug 2005: CCBE-ABA Summit II (Chicago) 
�” Aug. 2006: European-US Bar Leader Summit (Honolulu) 
�” Aug. 2006: Asian Summit on Legal Services (Honolulu) 
�” Aug. 2007: 2nd Asian Summit of Bar Leaders on Legal Services 

(San Francisco) 
�” Aug. 2007: 4th Annual US-EU Summit of Bar Leaders on Legal 

Services 
�” Aug. 2008: Korea-US Summit 
�” Aug. 2008: India-US Summit (New York) 
�” Aug. 2008: Large Law Firm Summit 
�” March 2009: Cancelled Domestic Summit but see the [substitute] 

May 2009 CCJ Conference 
�” May 2009: ABA CPR Conference for the Conference of Chief 

Justices (Chicago) 
�” Aug. 2013: CCBE-US Roundtable (San Francisco) 
�” Aug. 2013: Trans-Pacific Bar Leaders’ Summit (San Francisco) 
�” Aug. 2014: EU-US Legal Services Roundtable (Boston) 
 
As this list shows, the ABA’s TLP-related Summits can be divided into 

five categories.  The ABA held multiple Summits that focused on the U.S.-
European relationship. 25 It also held several Summits that focused on the 
relationships among the legal professions in Asia and the United States. 26 
A third set of Summits focused on a single country, such as India or 
Korea.27  Fourth, there were TLP Summits designed for U.S. 
policymakers.28  Fifth, there were Summits designed to facilitate 
communication with U.S. law firms engaged in the export of legal 

 

 25. See generally infra notes 32-43 and 167-186 and accompanying text for a discussion of 
the 2004-2007 and 2012-2013 EU-US Summits). 
 26. See, e.g., infra notes 86-93 (2006 Asian Summit), 102-103 and 114-24 (2007 Asian 
Summit), and 156-167 (2013 Trans-Pacific Bar Leaders’ Summit) and accompanying text. See 
also infra note 27 (citing the 2008 Korea and India Summits). 
 27. See infra notes 128-134 and accompanying text (describing the 2008 Korea-US Summit 
and the India-US Summit). 
 28. See infra notes 45-55 and 141-146 and accompanying text (describing the 2004 Domestic 
Roundtable and the May 2009 CPR conference for the CCJ). 
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services.29 Information about each of the 
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another, and to review TLP issues.37 The Summit was scheduled to last two 
hours.38  Before the meeting, the participants were sent a list of the 
attendees, as well as the agenda and background material.39 The CCBE 
attendees included individuals with whom ABA members continue to 
interact.40 

 In addition to helping establish relationships among the U.S. and 
EU representatives, the 2004 Summit led to follow-up action. For example, 
after the August 2004 Summit, State Bar of Georgia General Counsel and 
NOBC member Bill Smith, who had attended the Summit as an observer 
from Georgia, renewed a request to NOBC members to submit contact 
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As the Bar Examiner’s 
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During its August 2006 Annual Meeting, the ABA coordinated an Asian 
Summit and a third summit with the CCBE. These summits addressed a 
wide range of topics, including lawyer discipline cooperation, possible 
mutual recognition initiatives, and other issues related to global 
multijurisdictional practice. Those attending the summits included 
representatives from the ABA, state bars, the CCJ, the NOBC, NCBE, and 
other law-related organizations.73 
The Letter of Invitation for the 2006 US-EU Summit contained 

additional information beyond that contained in the published reports 
quoted above.  The 2006 US-EU Summit was scheduled for two-hours and 
was held on August 5, 2006, during the ABA’s Annual Meeting in 
Honolulu. Professor Lutz’s invitation letter explained that the Summit 
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should be priorities for liberalization,” and indicated that “next steps will be 
identified in the near future.”93 

Although the ITILS Committee has not consistently circulated minutes 
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Legal Consultants. 98 (Chief Judge Bell had been one of the invitees to the 
2006 Summits.)99 Professor Lutz also reported on meetings he participated 
in during October 2006 with staff from the USTR, Department of 
Commerce, and CSI.100  During the February 2007 ITILS meeting, Tom 
Edmonds, who was the ITILS liaison from the National Association of Bar 
Executives [NABE] and was a 2006 Summit invitee, reported that Professor 
Lutz had been invited to speak at the NABE business meeting at the 2007 
ABA Midyear Meeting and was well-received by the group; he also noted 
that there was a realization that the bar must work with the courts and that 
there is a general need for education on TLP issues.101 

The following summer, in August 2007, the ABA held two more 
summits.  As noted above, Volume 42 of the International Lawyer provided 
the same description for all four summits held in 2006 and 2007;102 it stated 
that the 2006 and 2007 US-EU and Asian Legal Services Summits were 
convened “to discuss differences in legal services regulation and to identify 
areas of agreement and disagreement about goals and approaches.”103 
Although the reported descriptions of the 2007 Summits is sparse, 
additional information is available. 

 Unlike the invitations to the prior Summits, the letter of invitation to 
the 2007 4th Annual US-EU Summit was signed by both EU and ABA 
representatives.104  The invitation letter indicated that the August 11, 2007 
Summit would be two hours long and would be held in connection with the 
 

 98. See 
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ABA’s Annual Meeting in San Francisco.105  The invitees were 
substantially similar to the invitees to the 2006 US-EU Summit.106 

The content of the 2007 US-EU Summit letter of invitation was similar 
to the content from the prior year.107  It noted that the purpose of the 
Summit 
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India, Indonesia, Japan, Korea, People’s Republic of China, and Thailand, 
as well as the Inter-Pacific Bar Association and various international bar 
associations, such as the IBA and UIA.117 

 The informal minutes of the 2007 Asian Summit show that 
Professor Lutz chaired the meeting and that the topics of discussion 
included: 1) Baseline Data on U.S. Outbound Legal Services, led by 
Professor Carol Silver; 2) Baseline Date on U.S. Inbound Legal Services, 
led by Professor Carol Needham; 4) GATS and Bilateral Negotiations and 
Agreements, led by Tim Brightbill, who was the ABA’s current 
representative to the statutorily-required U.S. Industry Advisory Committee 
on Services; and 5) Significant C
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Summit include a summary of U.S. rules regarding inbound foreign 
lawyers.122 

 In a Committee meeting held after the Summit, ITILS Chair Lutz 
“reported on the success of the second annual Asian Summit on Legal 
Services” noting that he hoped to continue the summits and “pursue other 
efforts to engage in a dialogue with foreign bar leaders on transnational 
legal practice issues.”123  The meeting minutes pointed out that “the 
Australian Law Council is having considerable success at consulting 
directly with various states and the group would like to hear from them 
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additional details about the 2008 Korea Summit, but it is worth noting that 
in 2007, Korea and the United States signed a free trade agreement in which 
Korea had agreed to open up its market to legal services, and thus the 
conversation likely included this topic.135 

As noted above, the third Summit in 2008 was for large U.S. law firms. 
The minutes of the August 2008 ITILS Business Meeting provide greater 
detail about the conversations that occurred during this large law firm 
Summit.136 For example, the minutes explain that the participants 
commented on “the difficulties in bringing foreign lawyers into the firms’ 
U.S. offices,” identified the countries that were their outbound areas of 
priority, and noted ongoing issues of association and mobility in the EU.137 
There was consensus that the document on barriers to legal services 
produced by the Coalition of Service Industries should be updated and the 
attendees agreed to help with that effort.138 

Some of ITILS’ activities during 2008-2009 were related to topics that 
came up during these three 2008 Summits. For example, ITILS members 
were involved in several follow-up activities concerning the U.S. and India; 
ITILS considered whether and how to update the CSI Legal Services 
Barriers Chart; and ITILS began actively monitoring, and later participating 
in, the Asia Pacific Economic Cooperation [APEC] Legal Services 
Initiative.139 During the December 2008 ITILS meeting, two USTR 
officials joined the ITILS monthly conference call to “give an update on the 
proposed APEC Legal Services initiatives.”140 ITILS members were also 
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involved in, and reported back about, the newly-formed Special 
International Committee of the ABA Section of Legal Education and 
Admissions to the Bar, as well as numerous other activities.141 

Volume 43 of the International Lawyer, which published the short 
report referenced above about the three 2008 Summits, included a sentence 
in which it referred to an upcoming 2009 “Domestic Summit.”142 Although 
there was significant discussion during ITILS meetings about a Domestic 
Summit that would be held during the 2008-09 ABA year, this Summit did 
not go forward.143 Nor were there any other gatherings hosted by ITILS that 
were directly or indirectly referred to as a Summit. 

On the other hand, despite the lack of any 2009 gatherings labeled as a 
Summit, there were numerous places where “summit-like” TLP legal 
services conversations happened during 2009 and 2010 and many of these 
involved ITILS members. Many of these opportunities were described in 
Volume 44 of the International Lawyer.144 For example, Professor Lutz 
attended an APEC Legal Services Initiative workshop in Singapore during 
July 2009 and exchanged information and perspectives with representatives 
from other countries.145 There were conversations among global actors that 

 

 141. See, e.g., 
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took place at the ABA Section of International Law Spring 2009 meeting, 
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At the time this Article was written, the ABA Center for Professional 
Responsibility continued to maintain on its website information about this 
CPR/CCJ conference, along with the extensive materials that were prepared 
for the conference and a news article about the conference.150  Thus, 
although the ABA did not sponsor any Summits in 2009, during 2009 global 
TLP conversations occurred in multiple settings.151 

Similar to the situation in 2009, during the years 2010-2012, the ABA 
ITILS did not organize any meetings that it denominated as a Summit.  On 
the other hand, as two articles in Volume 47 of the International Lawyer 
demonstrate, there were numerous global TLP conversations that occurred 
during 2010, 2011, and 2012, including sessions at a Conference of Chief 
Justices’ meeting and at events hosted by the ABA’s Commission on Ethics 
20/20, whose mission included evaluating whether, as a result of 
globalization, the ABA should recommend changes to the ABA Model 
Rules of Professional Conduct.152 Many of these conversations took place 
among individuals who had met each other at the Summits or deepened their 
relationships there. 

After going five years without a meeting designated as a Summit, the 
ABA ITILS decided in 2013 that it would host two Summit meetings. 
Accordingly, during the August 2013 ABA Annual Meeting in San 
Francisco, U.S. and European stakeholders met for a fourth US-EU Summit, 
which they also referred to as a 2013 CCBE-ITILS Roundtable.153 (This 
2013 Summit was also referred to as the Transatlantic Trade and 
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Volume 49 of the International Lawyer, which was published in 2015, 
contains a summary of these two 2013 Summits, as well as a 2014 
Summit.157 Its summary was brief and consists of the following: 

The ABA ITILS also has been a key factor in generating information, 
facilitating discussions and negotiations, and drafting model regulatory 
proposals related to TLP. It convened three summit meetings in the last 
two years—the Trans-Pacific Partnership Summit, held in August 2013, 
and the Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership Summits held in 
August 2013 and 2014—each of which was designed to bring together 
legal profession stakeholders from the countries involved in these trade 
negotiations in order to facilitate communication among these groups.158 
Altho

https://perma.cc/45QL-T47J
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1. whether a foreign law firm may open an office in the jurisdiction; 
2. provide services to clients through temporary entry (fly-in/fly-out); 
3. the conditions, if any (including residency), under which a foreign 

lawyer may provide services on to clients more frequently than on a 
“temporary” basis; 

4. the permitted scope of practice for a foreign lawyer; 
5. the manner in which a foreign lawyer may associate with a local 

lawyer, including the possibility of fee sharing, employment and 
partnership; 

6. the law firm name under which the foreign lawyer may practice; 
and 

7. the ethics, discipline and regulatory rules to which a foreign lawyer 
should be subject.161 

 
Professor Lutz provided the introductory remarks at the 2013 Trans-

Pacific Summit and began by noting that “we are trying to build bridges.”162 
One of the questions he posed during his introduction was “whether there is 
someone or someplace in your jurisdiction that we can turn to when 
questions arise.”163 The jurisdictions that had attendees present included the 
United States, Australia, Japan, Mexico, and Singapore, but the one of the 
attendees also served as President of the Law Associations for Asia and the 
Pacific. (LAWASIA).164 The 2013 Trans-Pacific Summit participants 
exchanged contact information to facilitate future communication.165  As 
the subsequent ITILS agendas show, the ABA ITILS continued to follow 
TPP developments and found the Summit helpful for understanding the 
perspectives and issues of the other attendees and for participating in 
developments related to the TPP and other initiatives in the Asia-Pacific 
region.166 

Similar to the 2013 Trans-Pacific Summit, the 2013 US-EU Summit 
was held in San Francisco during the August 2013 ABA Annual 

 

 161. 2013 TPP Summit 
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Meeting.167 The agenda for the 2013 US-EU Summit was shorter than the 
agenda for the Trans-Pacific Summit, but the language quoted below shows 
that, in comparison to the Trans-Pacific 
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jurisdiction and the next nine columns represented various TLP-
questions.170  The table was based on data contained in the not-yet-final 
2014 IBA Global Legal Services Report.171  Because ITILS thought some 
of the data about the United States was inaccurate, especially with respect 

https://perma.cc/Y57R-V46K
https://perma.cc/UB5M-CW4P
https://perma.cc/UB5M-CW4P
https://perma.cc/UTV2-N8Z9
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ITILS sponsored one last Summit during 2014—the US-EU Summit 
that was held in Boston on Aug. 9, 2014.175 Although the published report 
of this Summit does not contain any additional information beyond the date 
and the fact that there was an agenda,176 there is quite a bit of information 
available about this Summit. The agenda distributed at the meeting was two 
pages long and included the topics for discussion, speaker names, and time 
allotments.177 This two-page agenda also contained the CCBE’s TTIP trade 
requests to the United States, as well as the ABA’s TLP policies and trade 
requests.

https://perma.cc/FJ96-LZH7
https://perma.cc/JJ8E-ADWZ
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formally responded to CCBE regarding its TTIP “requests,” noting that 
ABA policy was consistent with all of the CCBE’s TTIP “requests.”184 
Other follow-up activity included CLE sessions and ongoing  
conversations,185 as well as a January 2015 resolution by the Conference of 
Chief Justices urging state courts to consider adopting each of the ABA’s 
policies about inbound foreign lawyers.186 

The 2014 EU-US Summit is the last official meeting that the ABA 
ITILS designated as a Summit. Despite the lack of additional Summits, the 
final two TLP Year-in-Review articles show a continuation of the type of 
international and ITILS-related conversations that the Summits began.187 
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including conversations among CCJ and 
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opportunities.”197 This goal is now part of the mission of ITILS, which was 
converted to an ABA Standing Committee in 2016.198 

I agree with Professor Lutz that the establishment of relationships is an 
important way to measure the success of ITILS.199 In my view, ITILS has 
been extremely successful in this regard and the Summits that are the 
subject of this Article played an indispensable role in helping create these 
relationships and networks. 

The Summits that are the subject of this Article promoted conversations 
among a wide variety of stakeholders. For example, some of the Summits 
focused on Europe, whereas other Summits focused on India, Korea, or the 
Asia-Pacific region more broadly.200 Some of the Summits focused on U.S. 
lawyers and firms engaged in “outbound” U.S. legal services, also known 
as legal services exports,201 whereas other Summits included discussion of 
issues related to foreign lawyers and legal services “inbound” to the United 

 

 197. Minutes, ABA ITILS, August 8, 2008, Business Meeting, supra note 127. 
 198. See supra note 14 (citing the Resolution that converted ITILS to a Standing Committee 
and the pertinent portion of the discussion in Terry, Vol. 50, supra note 16); Resolution 
Converting ITILS to a Standing Committee, supra note 14, at 1, which stated that the ITILS 
Standing Committee shall: 

1) monitor the negotiations of international trade agreements that involve the United States 
and the provision of legal services; 2) coordinate the Association’s positions on issues 
relating to the access by U.S. lawyers to the legal services markets of other countries and 
access by lawyers from foreign jurisdictions to the U.S. legal services market; 3) advise the 
U.S. Government of existing Association policies relating to these issues and of the 
Association’s position on relevant aspects of the negotiations; 4) develop policy 
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States,202 and some 
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individuals came to the United States for an ABA Annual Meeting.206 
While the author believes that there is a benefit from having regularly 
scheduled meetings, and supports trade agreements that include provisions 
that require a meeting, if not an outcome, such as the U.S.-Australia FTA 
Professional Services Annex, it is possible to view the lack of follow-up 
Summits 
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should provide a flavor of the deep global connections that exist and that 
the Summits helped facilitate. 

  These kinds of connections are one reason why I believe that the 
global networks that the Summits helped establish will have a lasting 
impact. In a recent article, I offered the following observation about global 
legal profession networks: 

In sum, global networks have affected and will continue to affect lawyers 
around the world. These networks affect the topics of discussion inside 
and outside the United States, who participates in the discussions, and 
ensure that ideas do not remain within the physical confines or borders of 
a particular jurisdiction. Despite the global trend towards nationalism and 
changes in the way that globalization is sometimes discussed, I believe 
that globalization—and global networks—
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five ways in which these lawyer regulation stakeholders could participate 
directly or indirectly in global networks: 

1. Through in-person meetings or conferences; 
2. Through virtual meetings or conferences; 
3. Through law reform initiatives; 
4. as a result of reading literature; and 
5. as part of the information that is delivered by the “domestic” 

affiliation groups to which the U.S. lawyer regulation stakeholder 
belongs.219 

The ITILS Summits were an example of the first method of creating 
networks—through in-person meetings or conferences.  In my view, the 
Summits laid the groundwork for the other kinds of interactions listed in 
items 2-5, above.  The network connections or nodes have continued to 
expand since the fourteen Summits described in this article, as individuals 
who participated in the Summits have expanded their connections, interest, 
and knowledge. In other words, the Summits had a significant “spillover” 
effect and there are now many more connections among lawyer 
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reform efforts,221 by reading literature from one another,222 and by 
dispersing global perspectives through seemingly domestic channels.223 

In sum, the Summits played a critical role, but a rarely acknowledged 
role, in helping establish and deepen the relationships that allow global 
lawyer regulation stakeholder networks to flourish. The fourteen Summits 
that were held from 2004-2014 were important events that have had a 
lasting impact.  This Symposium provides the opportunity to recognize the 
work that Professor Lutz did to make these Summits happen and to thank 
him for his efforts. 

 

 221. See, e.g., IAALS, Unlocking Legal Regulation Knowledge Center, 
https://perma.cc/634Q-R93G (includes international lawyer regulation reform initiatives, as well 
as U.S. law reform initiatives, on this page monitoring current developments); see also Laurel S. 
Terry, Regulatory Developments Related to Innovation, Technology, and the Practice of Law, 
Law Soc’y of Ontario Special Lectures Conference Paper (2019-2020), 
https://works.bepress.com/laurel_terry/99/ (explaining how lawyer regulatory initiatives in 
California, Arizona, and Utah relied on developments that had occurred in Australia and England 
and Wales). 
 222. See, e.g., Robert E. Lutz, The Regulation of the Transnational Legal Profession in the 
United States, 50 INT’L LAW. 445 (2017) (sharing the U.S. perspective in a Symposium issue); 
Robert E. Lutz, An Essay concerning the Changing International Legal Profession, 18 SW. J. 
INT’L L. 215 (2011); Robert E. Lutz, Reforming Approaches to Educating Transnational 
Lawyers: Observations from America, 61 J. LEGAL EDUC. 449 (2012). 
 223. See, e.g., Lawyer Regulation Stakeholder Networks, supra note 11, at 1087-88 (noting 
that “Because the documents [the NOBC committees] produced were posted on the NOBC’s 
“Global Resources” public webpage for a number of years and are still available in the members 
only section, the information this global network assembled was broadly dispersed among U.S. 
lawyer regulation stakeholders.” Although these documents are no longer available, they illustrate 
the ways in which connections that were created or deepened in the Summits continue to be 
important. For example, Alison Hook attended the first EU-US Summit and also served as an 
NOBC Committee member.). 


