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Part Two of the Trilogy on Legal Services focuses on policy statements 

and position papers published by national legal and judicial organizations
opposing the practice of judges running legal services programs – especially
when they involve attorneys who will be appearing before judicial officers
of the court that is managing and directing the program.  These policies and

papers are premised on the need for legal services programs to have independence – not to be
influenced by the judiciary to any greater extent than judges are allowed to influence privately-
retained attorneys.  Problems with court-run legal services programs – such as the PVP program in
Los Angeles – include favoritism, conflicts of interest, a desire by attorneys to please bench officers,
and the lack of judicial impartiality.  
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