
Supreme Court of Texas  
 

════════════════════ 
Misc. Docket No. 22-9011 

════════════════════ 
 

Order Amending Comment 10 to Rule 7.01 of  
the Texas Disciplinary Rules of Professional Conduct 

 
════════════════════════════════════════════════════ 

 
 
ORDERED that:  
 
1. The Court approves the following amendments to Comment 10 to Texas 

Disciplinary Rule of Professional Conduct 7.01. 
 
2. The amendments take effect immediately. 
 
3. The Clerk is directed to: 
 

a. file a copy of this Order with the Secretary of State; 
 
b. cause a copy of this Order to be mailed to each registered member of the 

State Bar of Texas by publication in the Texas Bar Journal;  
 

c. send a copy of this Order to each elected member of the Legislature; and 
 

d. submit a copy of this Order for publication in the Texas Register. 
 
Dated:  January 31, 2022. 
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__________________________________ 
Nathan L. Hecht, Chief Justice 

   
 
      ______________________________________ 
      Debra H. Lehrmann, Justice 

 
 
__________________________________ 

      Jeffrey S. Boyd, Justice 
 

 
__________________________________ 

      John P. Devine, Justice 
 
 
__________________________________ 

      James D. Blacklock, Justice 
 

 
__________________________________  
J. Brett Busby, Justice 

 

__________________________________ 
Jane N. Bland, Justice 
 
 
_______________________________________ 
Rebeca A. Huddle, Justice 
 
 
_______________________________________ 
Evan A. Young, Justice 
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VII. INFORMATION ABOUT LEGAL SERVICES 
 
Rule 7.01. Communications Concerning a Lawyer’s Services 
 
*** 
 
Comment: 
 
*** 
 
Past Success and Results 
 
10. A communication about legal services may be misleading because it omits an 
important fact or tells only part of the truth. A lawyer who knows that an advertised 
verdict was later reduced or reversed, or never collected, or that the case was settled 
for a lesser amount, must disclose those factsthe amount actually received by the client 
with equal or greater prominence to avoid creating unjustified expectations on the part 
of potential clients. A lawyer may claim credit for a prior judgement or settlement only 
if the lawyer played a substantial role in obtaining that result. This standard is 
satisfied if the lawyer served as lead counsel or was primarily responsible for the 
settlement. In other cases, whether the standard is met depends on the facts. A lawyer 
who did not play a substantial role in obtaining an advertised judgment or settlement 
is subject to discipline for misrepresenting the lawyer’s experience and, in some cases, 
for creating unjustified expectations about the results the lawyer can achieve. 
 
*** 
 
  


	Rule 7.01. Communications Concerning a Lawyer’s Services

