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DISCIPLINARY SYSTEM

I nquiry/Complaint
ACAP/Intake

Branch offices (5)

Forward case to Branch Office Dismissal by Intake counsel

Forward case to Grievance Committee Dismissal by Bar Counsel

Probable Cause Found Dismissed if No Probable Cause
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ATTORNEY CONSUMER ASSISTANCE
PROGRAM




ACAP/INTAKE STAFF REVIEW







BAR COUNSEL




BAR COUNSEL con’t...
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Confidentihiey of Trformation




CONFIDENTIALITY







ROLE OF THE GRIEVANCE
COMMITTEE CHAIR







GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE
INVESTIGATIONS




REPORTING CASES TO THE
FuLL COMMITTEE




OPTIONS




\Grievance Committe Hearin




GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE
HEARINGS




PRIOR TO CONDUCTING
HEARINGS




DAY OF HEARING




POST HEARING
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GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE
FINDINGS
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POSSIBLE SANCTIONS




DIVERSION ELIGIBILITY




TYPES OF DIVERSION







DESIGNATED REVIEWER




DESIGNATED REVIEWER CONT...




Board Of (Governors



BOARD OF GOVERNORS ROLE




BOARD OF GOVERNORS ROLE con’t...




SUPREME COURT OF FLORIDA

Pleadingsfiled directly with the Florida Supreme
Court:
« Bar Complaints

« Emergency Suspensions

« Contempt Proceedings
= Noticesof Felony Conviction







TRIAL PROCESS




APPEAL & SUPREME COURT ACTION

= Petition for Review
« May befiled by either the Bar or the Respondent

= The Board of Governors decides whether the Bar will
seek review
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= Court defers to referee on factual findings
= Court strictly scrutinizes discipline




BEDOYA V. AVENTURA, 861 F. SUPP. 2D 1346 (S.D. FLA. 2012)
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 estate was ordered to dep081t funds in the court registry.

# © When the funds were not deposited, the beneficiary’s attorney

repeatedly attempted to contact the attorney, who at first said
that the funds had “slipped through the cracks.” The attorney
_then refused to take the beneficiary’s attorney’s phone calls and
 failed to appear at a hearmg regardlng the funds.

The court found the attorney in contempt for deliberately
i disobeying a court order to deposit the funds.
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It's QUESTION TIME!!







