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Resyonaent, an atterney licensed ‘ FILE NO. mam—ems

to practice law in Tennessee
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PUBLIC CENSURE

 

The above complaims were filed against (Binaries Matthew Bates, an attoriney licensed to

prsefice law in Temmssee. aiieging certain sets of misconduct. Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule

9, the Board of 13xofessional Responsibfiity csnsidesecl these matters at its meeting on March 11,

201 1.

The c'iient retained Respsndent on April 2'1, 2009, to represent her interests in a divorce.

Respondent faiied to contact the opposing counsel or file an Answer on behalf of the client and a

Defaukt Juégment elation was filed) against her. Respondent evehttmliy med an Answer,

[funnier—Complaint, and Restraining Order 0:: behalf ofthe alien? but failed to provide a cepy of

the pleadings to his client. Resecndelit late: resisted ink) an Agreed Drfier with opposing eemmsei

 

 

to set the case-1’61; tl'i5NKMKfifiififfi‘fimfimg‘fT1113 was done thhout the chent’s ImoWIedge 0‘1‘ ‘5

consent. The client attempted to communicate with Respondent about the case but was oniy able

to speak, at times, with his legal assisumt. On August 27, 2009, Respondent ammumed a

settiement “m the must with opposing emmsel and the defendant husband without the knowledge
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prbperly before the .Court in accordance wiih the Rules of Civil Procedure, although
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Réspbmfant’fi: alimtfizgg mat {in attendance. Respondent failed to Immediately send a. copy of the

_ Final Decree to-the climt. During the investigation, it was discovered that Respondent’s

paralegal had executad Reapondbm’s name in pleadings and had submitted them to the court.

In a Second case, a uiiént retained. "Respondent in Sepiamber, 2008, to reprasant him in a

cliant mfil May 1, 2009. Respondent filed etcivil action on be'haif ofthe client on Jpne 17, 2009.

While the litigation was pending, Respondent’s legal assistant prepared con‘espondanoe and

pleadings and set cases on the: (30.1311: dmkat without autlmtizatiml. The client mafia savwal

rthempts 1:5 contaut Rmpnndent but was unable to conunmnioate with him.

By the aforementionad ants, Charles Matthew Bates has violated Rules of Professional

Conduct 1.2 (scopes pf mpreaantation), 1.3 (diliganca),_1.4 (communication), 3.2 (expadfling

litigation), 3.3 (candor tow’m‘d the in'ibuml), and 5.3 (responsibilities regarding nonnlawym-

assisinnts) and is heraby Publialy Censurad far these violations.
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