As Charles Dickens wrote in A Tale of

Two Cities: “It was the best of times, it
was the worst of times.”

The thriving economy and the demand
for legal services have indeed brought
record prosperity to parts of the legal
profession. As The American Lawver
recently reported:

it's the same happy storv. New
records galore: Gross revenue up
1 1.4 percent, profits per parmer up
13.4 percent. . . . Times are so good
for the men and women who own
Am Law |00 firms that those who
snared profits of a mere miilion dol-
lars were below par: The mean was
$1.2 million; the average among
firms headquartered in New York,
an astonishing $2.05 million.

Aric Press & John O'Connor, “Lessons

of the Am Law 100" The American

Lawvyer, May 2007, at 127.

The increase in partner profits is
reportedly also reflected in the increase
in associate salaries. According to the
2006 Associate Salary Survey released
by the MNational Association for Law

lacement, the median first-year associ-
ate salary at firms with more than 500
lawvers rose to 5135.000 a vear, the first
increase in five years, and the median
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starting salary for firms of all sizes was
$105.000, slightly more than the previous
year. The prevailing starting salary in
MNew York was reported to be 5145,000,
although the starting salary without
bonus for associates in New York's
largest firms is now reported 1o
be 35160.000. Press Release. NALP
“Salaries Up at Largest Firms for First
Time Since 2000." N.Y. L.J Magazine,
Sept. 2007, at 16.

The substantial profits and starting
salaries are fueled not onlv by the
demand for legal work bur also by the
astounding increase in hourly rates, A
headline in the Wall Sireer Journul
recently reported: “Lawyers Gear Up
Grand New Fees, Hourly Rates Increas-
ingly Hit 51.000, Breaching a Level
Once Seen as Taboo.” Nathan Koppel,
Wall St. J., Aug. 22, 2007, at B1.

And these signs of financial success
generally do not even include the sub-
stantial fees obtained by lawvers fortu-
nate enough to obtain contingent fees
from significant recoveries.

However. this rising tide has not raised
all boats. Indeed. a substantial segment
of the population, namely the poor and
the lawyers who serve them, has been
left behind. Public funding and pro bono
efforts have not kept up with the prosper-
ity of the profession.

Mew York's Chief Judge Judith Kaye
appointed a Commission on the Fumre
of Indigent Defense Services to study the
status of indigent defense in New York.
The commission engaged the Spangen-
berg Group to conduct the study. Its con-
clusion, issued in June 2006, was that
“New York State is currently failing o
provide a substantial number of indigent
defendants with adequate and meaning-
ful representation as required by the
state and federal constitutions and the
laws of New York State.” Starus of Indi-
gent Defense in New York: A Study for
Chief Judge Kave's Commission on the
Future of Indigent Defense Services iv
(2006) (Spangenberg Report). Specifi-
cally with respect to New York City, the
report concluded:

The indigent defense providers in
MNew York City suffer from inade-
quate resources due to a failure of
the state and city government to

sufficiently fund them. . . . [The
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