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Federal Judges provide procedural, other 
pointers for practitioners

Brittany Lamb 
joins Bar staff as 
Communications/ 
Marketing Manager

On January 3rd, Brittany Lamb joins cur-
rent staff members, Sharon Potter and Lee 
Martin, in the Bar office.  As Communications/
Marketing Manager,  Lamb will be responsible 
for managing the Bar’s social media, website, 
newsletter and marketing efforts. 

Ms. Lamb recently received her degree in 
Mass Communications from Virginia Com-
monwealth University and has previously 
worked with Hanover Habitat for Humanity 
and JDRF, Central Virginia Chapter.

Please welcome Brittany when you see 
her at an event!

Trio of programs 
will focus on needs 
of solo/small firm 
practitioners

This past Summer, the RBA’s Board of 
Directors appointed a Membership Task Force 
to explore ways that the Association could 
further assist its members in their practices.  
In looking at practice demographics, the Task 
Force identified a specific need to assist solo 
and small firm lawyers and, subsequently, 
hosted a focus group to discuss topics of 
interest to them.  Based on those discussions, 
in the first half of 2017 the RBA will sponsor 
three programs catering to the specialized 
needs of solo and small firm practitioners in 
the areas of marketing, technology and law 
office personnel.  The first program, focusing 
on social media, websites and attracting new 
clients, is tentatively set for February 23rd at 
4:00 p.m.  Details and registration informa-
tion will appear in the February newsletter.

In its continued effort to promote the 
administration of justice in the Richmond 
area and to facilitate cooperation between 
the bench and the bar, the Administration 
of Justice Committee recently concluded 
its annual interviews with the Honorable 
Judges for the Eastern District of Virginia, 
Richmond Division.  As in years past, the 
Judges were gracious with their time and 
spoke with candor to Committee members 
regarding settlement conferences, discovery 
matters and familiarity with Local Rules.

The Honorable Henry E. Hudson

As Judge Hudson enters his 15th year on 
the federal bench, he continues to observe 
that the local bar is a model for collegiality 
and professionalism in terms of attorneys’ 
interactions with each other and with the 
Court.  He regularly sees practitioners act as 
both friends and cordial adversaries, which 
makes him proud to sit on the local bench.

Judge Hudson has observed a significant 
decrease in the number of trials over the last 
15 years.  After assuming office in 2002, 
Judge Hudson oversaw approximately 25 
trials during his first year.  Today, he oversees 
approximately four criminal trials each year 
and one civil trial every two years.  

Judge Hudson attributes the continued 
decline in the number of civil trials to the 
ability of local practitioners to resolve their 
clients’ differences through settlement.  He 
further believes that there is a direct correla-
tion between the increased use of alternative 
dispute resolution (ADR) and the decreasing 
number of civil trials.  Judge Hudson noted 
that the Eastern District of Virginia provides 
civil litigants with a number of resources de-
signed to foster early settlements, including 
free neutral case evaluators who frequently 
assist parties with settlement discussions.  

In general, Judge Hudson is pleased with 
the caliber and work quality of the attorneys 
who appear before him.  The briefs he reviews 

are typically well-written, and the Clerk’s 
Office reports broad adherence to the Local 
Rules, with most violations being inadvertent 
and easily corrected.  Judge Hudson encour-
ages brevity and conciseness with respect 
to all filings.  He also noted his preference 
to rule on Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6) motions 
without oral argument.

With respect to the limited number of tri-
als that Judge Hudson oversees, he reports 
that most local attorneys do very good trial 
work.  Judge Hudson cautioned against the 
use of PowerPoint presentations (or similar 
technology) during trial, unless the trial in-
volves highly complex issues.  Judge Hudson 
further discouraged the practice of providing 
the judge with a trial outline.

Judge Hudson strives to keep his docket 
progressing efficiently and recently updated 
his standard Pretrial Order.  If necessary, 
and upon a showing of good cause, he will 
sometimes grant counsel some flexibility and 
latitude to modify discovery schedules to fit 
the circumstances of a given case.   

Judge Hudson urges more lawyers to get 
involved in pro bono work.  Although he 
sometimes calls upon certain local attorneys 
to accept pro bono matters, he expressed an 
interest in having a list of local attorneys 
who are willing to provide pro bono services, 
organized by subject matter.  With trial oppor-
tunities so diminished these days, he views 
pro bono matters as one of the best ways for 
younger practitioners to develop and sharpen 
their legal skills through motions practice, 
oral argument, and occasionally trial.  

The Honorable John A. Gibney, Jr.

Judge Gibney reports that he has “the best 
job in the world.” He maintains that attorneys 
from the Richmond Bar generally are very 
cooperative, very well prepared, and do a very 
good job for their clients.  He states that the 
attorneys, for the most part, cultivate civil-
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If you’ve recently landed a new job or plum  promotion, share the good news with the 
Richmond Bar.  Include your full name, your company’s name and location, your new title 
and your areas of concentration in your letter, press release, fax or e-mail.   Announcements 
can be e-mailed to lmartin@richmondbar.org or mailed to Lee Martin, at P.O. Box 1213, 
Richmond, VA 23218.

Share the news

Richmond attorneys Hunter Jamerson and Alexander Macaulay have established a 
new firm, Macaulay & Jamerson, that focuses on government affairs and health care law.  
The firm lobbies the General Assembly and state agencies across all subject areas, and it 
provides compliance advice and legal representation to health care providers.   For additional 
information about the firm, visit www.macjamlaw.com. 

The Committee on Awards and Honors is accepting nominations for 
the  Liberty Bell Award.  The Award is based on criteria established 
by the American Bar Association to recognize persons outside the 
legal profession who have served to promote a better understanding 
of our government.  The award is given to persons who:

1)  Promote a better understanding of our form of government,   
     especially the Bill of Rights;

2)  Encourage a greater respect for law and the courts;

3)  Stimulate a deeper sense of individual responsibility to the
      end that citizens recognize their duties as well as their 
     rights;

4)  Contribute to the effective functioning of our institutions
      of government; and

5)  Inculcate a better understanding and appreciation of the 
      rule of law.

Recipients include S. Buford Scott (2013), Thomas A. Silvestri 
(2011), the Hon. Susan Clark Schaar and the  Hon Bruce F. Jamerson 
(2010), Laura Sanchez-de Solar (2008), Sister Cora Billings, Rev. 
Benjamin Campbell, Dr. Jack Spiro (2006), Dr. Warren Stewart 
(2005), Vernard W. Henley (2002), James E. Ukrop & Robert S. 
Ukrop (2001), Charlie McDowell (1999), Susanna M. Capers (1992).

Nominations should be submitted no later than 4:00 p.m. on Janu-
ary 27th to Terrence Graves, Chair of the Committee on Awards & 
Honors at tgraves@sandsanderson.com.

Nominations being accepted 
for Liberty Bell Award

Laura G. Griffin. Clerk of Juvenile & Domestic Relations District Court of Chesterfield 
County would like for members to be aware of the following:

Effective January 1, 2017, the mailing address for the Chesterfield J&DR District Court 
will change.  We will no longer use a post office box for mail, rendering  P.O. Box 520 
invalid.  Please begin using our PHYSICAL ADDRESS, which is 7000 Lucy Corr Boule-
vard, Chesterfield, VA  23832, for all mail and packages.  As a courtesy, the post office will 
deliver any mail addressed to P.O. Box 520 for 30-60 days after 1/1/17; however, after that 
period of time has lapsed, mail addressed to P.O. Box 520 will be returned to the sender. The 
Court and CSU have been sending staff to deliver and pick up mail twice daily, for years.  
As an effort to streamline efficiencies and save money, we are abandoning this practice.  
Please continue to send mail addressed to P.O. Box 520 until 12/31/16.

Chesterfield J&DR District Court 
announces mailing address change

FindLaw

Halasz Court Reporting

Minnesota Lawyers Mutual Insurance Company

Old Republic National Title Insurance, Co.

Park Sterling Bank

Protiviti, Inc.

Superior Document Services

Tranzon Fox

The Richmond Bar apppreciates the patronage of its 
                   2016-2017 Select Sponsors:

On November 16th, RBA President Vern Inge presented 
the Association’s John C. Kenny Pro Bono Award to Chris 
Malone.  Mr. Malone, a partner at ThompsonMcMullan, 
was recognized for his pro bono legal service to organiza-
tions providing assistance to the homeless and disabled in 
the metropolitan area.

http://www.richmondbar.org/
mailto:lmartin%40richmondbar.org?subject=
mailto:tgraves%40sandsanderson.co?subject=
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ity and notes that it can hurt a case to spar 
with one another simply for sparring’s sake.   

Judge Gibney requests more feedback 
from the Bar and invites lawyers to come and 
see him and let him know how he is perform-
ing.  He states that he would like to know if 
and when he is making things difficult and 
invites attorneys to call his chambers.  He 
also is willing to provide feedback to counsel. 

When asked about problem areas, Judge 
Gibney notes that he has seen an increase in 
unnecessary motions to dismiss.  He finds 
that these motions are often not helpful—they 
are not going to educate the Court about the 
issues of the case and they waste the Court’s 
and counsel’s time.   Judge Gibney does not 
typically refer discovery matters to the mag-
istrate judges.  Upon receipt of a discovery 
motion, he will usually request that counsel 
have a conference call with him to discuss 
the dispute, or, if he is able to understand 
the root of the problem from the motion, he 
may enter an order immediately. 

In discussing motions practice, Judge 
Gibney states that most motions are now 
decided on the papers, unless they involve 
complicated issues.  He added that, if counsel 
wants oral argument in order for a young 
attorney to get experience in federal court, 
counsel should call his chambers and he 
will allow the argument.  He also wants to 
remind attorneys that when oral argument 
is allowed, he has read the briefs submitted 
by counsel, identified the issues that trouble 
him, and knows what he wants counsel to 
address during argument.  He stated that a 
good starting point for any argument before 
him is to ask what questions the Court has 
regarding the parties’ positions.  Additionally, 
he noted that counsel should be nimble with 
their oral argument script or PowerPoint and 
be able to move to the point he asks about.

Judge Gibney recognizes that, because the 
vast majority of cases settle, it can be difficult 
for your lawyers to get trial experience.  He 
recommends that lawyers volunteer for court 
appointed cases in state court in order to gain 
trial experience.

Judge Gibney suggests that lawyers de-
fending criminal cases before him propose a 
sentencing plan that does not involve incar-
ceration or that supplants part of a defendant’s 
incarceration.  In appropriate cases, he will 
consider such alternative plans and options. 

Lastly, Judge Gibney believes the Court’s 
technology aids the trial process.  He stated 

that attorneys can make an appointment with 
his courtroom clerk to learn about the various 
technologies available to them in the court-
room and to practice with those technologies.  

The Honorable M. Hannah Lauck

Judge Lauck continues to speak highly of 
our local federal bar, viewing the “Rocket 
Docket” as striking an appropriate balance 
between maintaining a swift litigation pace 
and a prevailing attitude of professionalism 
by practitioners.  The Court fosters these 
dynamics through a hands-on approach in 
which the Court is meaningfully involved in 
litigation.  To that end, Judge Lauck expects 
both local and lead counsel to attend hearings 
and pre-trial scheduling conferences.  While 
many out-of-state lawyers are used to par-
ticipating telephonically in hearings, Judge 
Lauck strongly prefers live attendance, with 
telephonic participation being the exception, 
not the rule.  

Judge Lauck understands that flying 
across the country to attend a brief schedul-
ing conference is a burden and an expense 
to which non-Virginia counsel may not be 
accustomed.  She feels, however, that in a 
jurisdiction that typically sets trials to oc-
cur just months after Rule 16 conferences, 
requiring live appearances sets the proper 
tone early on in the litigation.  Aside from 
affording counsel an opportunity to meet 
each other face to face, this approach also 
allows counsel to meet law clerks and other 
chambers personnel with whom they will 
be working.  In addition, it gives counsel 
the chance to discuss case-management 
concerns with the Court, and Judge Lauck 
finds that face-to-face dialogue is often more 
transparent and productive.  

Regarding discovery disputes, Judge 
Lauck would like to remind counsel of Local 
Civil Rule 26(C), which requires counsel to 
serve objections to written discovery within 
15 days of service of the discovery requests.  
She views this Rule as serving two key pur-
poses.  First, distinguishing between objec-
tions and responses should be a reminder 
of the obligation to respond substantively 
to discovery separately from serving any 
objections a party might have.  This discour-
ages the practice of “resting on objections” 
in a jurisdiction in which efficient discovery 
progress is critical.  Second, the Rule forces 
parties to identify discovery disputes early, 
which, in turn, should promote meet-and-
confer efforts that might eliminate—or at 

least narrow—objections before the deadline 
for serving substantive responses.

In the event counsel are unable to resolve 
a discovery dispute after good-faith efforts, 
Judge Lauck generally handles discovery 
motions herself and, again, prefers a collab-
orative, hands-on approach.  In her standard 
scheduling order, Judge Lauck requires par-
ties to file a “Joint Statement” within 11 days 
after a discovery motion is filed.  The Joint 
Statement must be submitted in chart form, 
with the parties detailing and itemizing: (1) 
each discovery request in dispute, (2) the 
objecting party’s specific objection/answer 
(along with the factual basis, relevant rule 
citations, and associated legal support, with-
out “boilerplate” language), (3) the request-
ing party’s response to each objection (with 
factual and legal support), and (4) a separate 
column for the Court’s ruling.

In Judge Lauck’s experience, the process 
of jointly creating a chart to illustrate all 
disputed issues not only saves time and ef-
fort associated with a full set of discovery 
briefing, but also facilitates compromises 
between counsel.  When counsel step back 
and think hard about the basis for each 
discovery request and objection, they will 
often re-think their request/objection and 
identify alternative requests (or narrowed 
objections) to which the other party will be 
more receptive.  To the extent disputed issues 
remain after the Joint Statement is submit-
ted, having all of the information presented 
in a chart aids the Court in preparing for a 
hearing and conveying its rulings.  

In the rare occasion that a discovery 
dispute proceeds to a hearing, Judge Lauck 
encourages counsel to arrange for a client 
representative to attend.  Judge Lauck finds 
that this gives clients a better appreciation 
for the importance of discovery obligations.  
Having clients present to hear the Court’s 
perspective (and rulings) can limit future 
discovery disputes and result in more active 
client participation in the discovery process. 

Judge Lauck also shared thoughts on 
motions to seal.  She recognizes that certain 
types of documents or information may be 
genuinely commercially sensitive to the point 
that a business would likely be harmed in its 
competitive position if a public disclosure 
were made.  With that said, it is important 
for practitioners and clients alike to appreci-
ate that what might qualify as “confidential” 
under the terms of a protective order does 
not necessarily meet the standard for sealing 

under Fourth Circuit law.  Particularly in a 
jurisdiction like the Eastern District of Vir-
ginia (which has had a number of high-profile 
terrorism cases involving matters of national 
security with extreme sensitivity), judges 
will not simply “rubber-stamp” a request 
for sealing, particularly if the only apparent 
basis for the request is that public disclosure 
would be embarrassing to a party.  Rather, 
the material must legitimately qualify for that 
treatment given the general presumption in 
favor of the public’s access to court records 
and due process considerations. 

Lastly, Judge Lauck shared a pointer about 
written submissions.  Generally speaking, 
she is widely impressed with the caliber of 
briefs submitted to the Court.  Counsel are 
almost always sensible in the facts, case law, 
statutes, rules, and other authority they cite.  
Although a fine line exists between effective 
advocacy and not “hiding the ball,” she does 
urge counsel to err on the side of directly ad-
dressing adverse case law (particularly cases 
in the Fourth Circuit or Eastern District of 
Virginia) or bad facts.  Doing so proactively 
is far more beneficial than it is risky.  

The Honorable David J. Novak

Judge Novak appreciates that the Richmond 
Bar continues to show professionalism and 
courtesy when practicing before him.  Judge 
Novak relies upon local lawyers who serve as 
local counsel to advise out-of-state lawyers on 
the practices of the Eastern District.

Many members of the bar that regularly 
practice in the Richmond Division of the 
Eastern District of Virginia already know 
about Judge Novak’s approach to conducting 
settlement conferences.  Nevertheless, Judge 
Novak has a few remarks that he believes will 
aid all practitioners who appear before him 
for court-ordered settlement conferences.

Judge Novak stresses that counsel should 
educate their respective clients about the 
nature of his settlement conferences.  First 
and foremost, it is crucial for clients to 
understand that the magistrate judge’s role 
in such conferences differs from a private 
mediator’s role.  The magistrate judge’s role 
is to settle cases quickly and efficiently to 
lighten the dockets of district judges.  The 
process is time-sensitive, as magistrate judges 
must allocate a limited amount of time be-
tween leading settlement conferences and 
managing their daily criminal docket.  As 
Judge Novak explains, there is not much 
time for the usual introductory ”dance” of 

unrealistic settlement offers and demands. 
Counsel should prepare their clients for the 
settlement conference-equivalent of speed 
dating.   Judge Novak expects the parties to 
get to the point.

To facilitate the process, Judge Novak 
often employs what he calls the “nuclear op-
tion” when the parties reach a logjam.  Judge 
Novak often develops a sense of where a case 
will, or should, settle.  To break a standoff, 
Judge Novak will state to a party the settle-
ment amount that he believes will resolve the 
case and then tell one of the parties that, if 
they move to that number, he will give them 
his word that he will not ask them to move 
another penny and that it will be a “take it 
or leave” number for the other side.  Judge 
Novak emphasizes that this promise is backed 
by his word and that he will keep it.  Should 
the party agree to move to the amount pro-
posed by Judge Novak under the “nuclear 
option,” Judge Novak will then work with 
the other party to resolve the matter at that 
amount without any more compromising or 
counteroffers.    

Judge Novak also indicated that lawyers, 
who have not regularly appeared in federal 
court, should feel comfortable doing so, 
because the Court is user friendly.  Counsel 
should, though, appreciate its speed as com-
pared to state court litigation.  Judge Novak 
also emphasizes the importance of written 
submissions in federal court, as they typi-
cally require more detail and time than state 
court pleadings. 

Finally, Judge Novak adds that Local Rule 
37’s meet and confer requirement requires a 
legitimate conference held in good faith 
before filing a discovery motion with the 
Court.  Judge Novak has little tolerance for 
discovery hearings when the parties have 
not truly and sincerely conferred in good 
faith to narrow the area(s) of disagreement 
beforehand.  

The Honorable Roderick C. Young

Judge Young is pleased with the caliber 
of the attorneys that appear before him 
from the Richmond Bar, stating that the 
attorneys are professional, treat one an-
other with civility and are well-prepared.  
He states that attorneys have been help-
ful to him on the bench by preparing 
thoughtful and well-written submissions.    
  Judge Young recommends that attorneys 
come to his courtroom having read his pre-
trial order.  Particularly, Judge Young points 

to the portion of his pretrial order governing 
settlement conferences and the requirement 
for the parties to make a demand and/or 
counter-offer. 

Judge Young would like to remind attor-
neys that when his law clerk contacts them, 
they should consider that a direct contact 
from him and should respond accordingly.

Judge Young also states that the better 
prepared attorneys are for settlement confer-
ences and other matters before the court, the 
better those appearances will go.  Particu-
larly with regard to settlement conferences, 
Judge Young believes attorneys need a good 
memorandum, a good understanding of the 
law, a clear understanding of the strengths 
and weaknesses of their case, and to have had 
a good conversation with their client regard-
ing realistic expectations for the settlement 
conference. 

Judge Young cautions attorneys regard-
ing discovery motions.  He believes that 
counsel for both sides should be able to work 
out most discovery disputes between them 
without resorting to motions practice.  Where 
possible, he attempts to assist the parties in 
resolving discovery disputes without a court 
ruling using the tools available to the parties 
in the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, such 
as protective orders. 

The latest version of the RBA’s pro se 
education pamphlets, “Your Guide to Civil 
Litigation in General District Court” and 
“Your Guide to Landlord-Tenant Disputes,” 
are now available.    These pamphlets, which 
were produced by the Bar’s Pro Bono Com-
mittee,  are available in both English and Span-
ish and are designed to help a pro se litigant 
understand the basic rules and procedures of 
civil litigation in the General District Court.  

The pamphlets are provided free of charge 
to court personnel, law enforcement officials, 
legal aid societies, libraries, and other not-for-
profit organizations.  They are also available on 
the RBA website at https://www.richmondbar.
org/court-rulesresouces/pro-bono-resources/. 
The Association appreciates WilliamsMullen 
for its generosity in providing the printing of 
the pamphlets.

Pro se education 
pamphlets 
available

Federal Judges meet with, provide feedback to members of Association’s Administration of Justice Committee
continued from page 1

https://www.richmondbar.org/court-rulesresouces/pro-bono-resources/
https://www.richmondbar.org/court-rulesresouces/pro-bono-resources/
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Announcements

The Richmond Bar Association welcomes 
the following new members:

Jessica E. Barile         
Alexander Boyd    
Frances Caruso         
Mackenzie Clements
Tyler Klinl   
Charles Matthews
Robin McVoy      
Sarah Patras
Charles Petran
William Reisinger
Scott Siegner
Joseph Spruill
Dawn Sterling
Elizabeth Tyler    
Stephanie Uzel
Geoffrey Ward
Timothy Watson
Christopher Yakubisin

Welcome new 
members

The Litigation Section’s annual Reception Honoring the Judiciary will take place on 
Wednesday, January 25, 2017 from 6:00 to 8:00 p.m. at The Boathouse at Rocketts Land-
ing (4708 E. Old Main Street, Richmond, VA 23231).  The event will feature heavy hors 
d’oeuvres and an open bar.  Cost to attend is $50 for Section members and $65 for non-
Section members.  Register using a credit card by visiting http://www.richmondbar.org/
sections/litigation/ or calling 780-0700.  Payment by check can be made by returning the 
form on the flyer that will be mailed to all Section members. Reservations must be received 
by January 19th; no refunds will be given after this date.

Litigation Section to host Reception 
Honoring the Judiciary on January 25th

Next Bankruptcy Section luncheon/
CLE program set for January 10th

The Bankruptcy Section will host a luncheon/CLE seminar on Tuesday, January 10, 2017 
beginning at 12:30 p.m. at the Hilton Downtown Hotel, 501 E. Broad Street, Richmond, 
VA  23219.  The program will feature a presentation by Bruce H. Matson of LeClair Ryan, 
Lynn L. Tavenner of Tavenner & Beran, and William H. Schwarzschild III of Williams 
Mullen entitled “For Settlement Purposes Only? The Use of Rule 9019 in Modern Bank-
ruptcy Practice.”  It is anticipated that the program will be approved for 1.0 hour of MCLE  
credit.  The Section member and government rate to attend is $30; the non-Section member 
rate is $45.  Register using a credit card by visiting http://www.richmondbar.org/sections/
bankruptcy/ or calling 780-0700.  Payment by check can be made by returning the form 
on the flyer that will be mailed to all Section members. Reservations must be received by 
January 6th; no refunds will be given after this date.

The Section appreciates the generosity of Tranzon Fox the sponsor of the event.

Principle of Professionalism #3
To guard jealously the privilege and the obligation to accept representations involv-

ing controversial and unpopular causes and to make the public aware that legal 
services should be accessible to all persons.

Located on the first floor of the Richmond 
Public Library at 101 East Franklin Street, the 
public law library serves the legal research 
needs of the general public and the legal 
community. The collection includes state 
and federal reported opinions, statutes, ad-
ministrative regulations, and resources such 
as form books, treatises, loose-leaf services, 
legal newspapers, and reference materials 
oriented towards both the practitioner and 
the self-represented. The law library also 
offers free Westlaw, Lexis, and legal research 
classes for the public. 

Hours of operation are: Monday-
Wednesday, 10am-7pm; Thursday-Friday, 
10am-6pm; and Saturday, 10am-5pm. 

For more information, visit their website, 
http://rvalibrary.org/law-library/ or e-mail 
them at lawlibrary@richmondgov.com.

Law Library serves 
as legal resource 
for community

The 15th annual Government and Public 
Interest Interview Program, co-sponsored 
by the law schools at the College of William 
& Mary, the University of Richmond, and 
Washington and Lee University, will be held 
on Friday, February 10, 2017. Interviews will 
be conducted from 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. at 
the University of Richmond campus. There 
are significant advantages to employers who 
interview at this program:

There is no fee to register. 
• Lunch is provided for all attendees.
• Employers pre-screen resumes to se-

lect  candidates they want to interview.  
• Interview first- and second-year students 

for summer positions and third-year 
students for entry-level positions from 
all three law schools in one location.  

• Not available to attend the program? 
Request a resume packet and receive 
applications via email.

To register or for more information, please 
visit the program website (http://www.vaclsc.
org/government--public-interest-interview-
program.html). Register by Monday, January 9.

Metro Pro Bono Sampler
Legal Aid Justice Center Housing Law Program   Marcel Slag  643-1086
Provides pro bono legal assistance with housing issues ranging from eviction notices to unlawful detainers

Hunton & Williams Churchill Office    Cassandra Reynolds 775-2248
Provides pro bono services to financially limited persons in the areas of family law, housing & real estate, guardianships and 
domestic violence.

Pro Bono Clearinghouse     Ali Fannon  780-2600
A service of the Greater Richmond Bar Foundation that provides pro bono legal services to non-profit organizations

Legal Information Network for Cancer (LINC)   Denise Kranich  562-0371, ext. 6
Information, counseling and referral for legal assistance with issues arising from the diagnosis and treatment of cancer

Richmond Domestic Violence Project    Catharyn Oroszlan   521-7293
Represents victims of domestic violence in obtaining protective orders in Richmond J&DR Court

Harry L. Carrico Center for Pro Bono Services (UR Law) Tara Casey  287-1207
Pro Bono services provided by law students and attorneys

No Fault Divorce Program     Tara Casey  287-1207
Pairs volunteer attorneys with law students who together represent clients seeking no-fault divorces

Central Virginia Legal Aid Society Emergency Lawyer Program Steve Dickenson 648-1012
Provides volunteer attorneys to assist CVLAS in emergency cases

For a comprehensive list or organizations and opportunities, visit the Bar’s Pro Bono Resources page at http://www.
richmondbar.org/court-rulesresouces/pro-bono-resources/.

Real Estate Section Dinner scheduled 
for February 9th at Willow Oaks CC

The Real Estate Section will host an evening with Rick Gregory, a principal of Fountain-
head Properties, developer of a 16-story mixed use project on the Manchester riverfront, on 
Thursday, February 9, 2017.  The program, entitled “A New Day in Manchester: Working 
with the City to Develop the Southern Riverfront” will take place at Willow Oaks Country 
Club, 6228 Forest Hill Ave, Richmond, VA 23225.  The event will kick-off with a beer and 
wine reception at 5:30 p.m., followed by Mr. Gregory’s presentation on the process for 
obtaining City approval for the Fountainhead project, and conclude with dinner.  If you 
represent developers in the City, this is an evening you won’t want to miss.  

Cost to attend is $50 for Section members and $60 for guests.  Reservations and pay-
ment can be made on line at http://www.richmondbar.org/sections/real-estate/ or by mail 
by returning the form on the flyer that will be mailed to all Section members.  Reservations 
must be received by February 6th; no refunds will be issued after this date.  

The Section thanks Fidelity National Title Insurance Company for its sponsorship of 
this event.

Law schools to host 
government and 
public interest 
interview program

*  *  *  *  *

On October 27th members of 
the Young Lawyers Section 
gathered at Buskey Cider for 
their annual Fall Social & 
Happy Hour.  Balmy weather 
allowed the giant doors to be 
open while members enjoyed 
local libations and great con-
versation.  As you can see, a 

great time was had 
by all who attend-
ed.  The Section is 
currently making 
plans for its Winter 
Social.   See the 
February newslet-
ter for details.  You 
won’t want to miss 
it!
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  2 Bar office closed for the holiday
  3 Executive Committee meeting, 12:30 p.m., Bar office
  5 Board of Directors meeting, 12:30 p.m., Hunton & Williams
  9 Pro Bono Committee meeting, 12:30 p.m., 2nd floor conference  
  room
10 CLE Committee meeting, 12:30 p.m., 2nd floor conference room
10 Bankruptcy Section luncheon, 12:30 p.m., Hilton Downtown Hotel
18 Membership Committee meeting, 12:00 noon, 2nd floor conference  
  room
25 Finance Committee meeting, 12:30 p.m., 2nd floor conference  
  room
25 Litigation Section Judges’ Reception, 6:00 p.m., The Boathouse
30 Executive Committee meeting, 12:30 p.m., Bar office

  2 Board of Directors meeting, 12:30 p.m., Hunton & Williams
  9 Real Estate Section Dinner, 5:30 p.m., Willow Oaks Country   
  Club
20 Bar office closed for the holiday
22 RBA Luncheon, 12:30 p.m., Omni Hotel
  Speaker:  Taylor Reveley, President of the College of 
  Williams & Mary
23 Solo/Small Firm event, 4:00 p.m., 2nd floor conference room
27 Executive Committee meeting, 12:30 p.m., Bar office

  1 Nominating Committee, 12:30 p.m., Bar office
  2 Board of Directors meeting, 12:30 p.m., Hunton & Williams 
13 Pro Bono Committee meeting, 12:30 p.m., 2nd floor conference  
  room
14 CLE Committee meeting, 12:30 p.m., 2nd floor conference room
16 RBA Luncheon, 12:30 p.m., Omni Hotel
  Speaker:  TBA
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