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PUBLIC CENSURE

 

The above complainm were filed against Brandon Michaai Beaten, an attorney ligansed to

practise law in Tennessea, aileging certain acts of’miscanduct. Fursu-ant to Supreme Court Rule 9, the:

Board of Profassional Responsibility mnsidered these matters atits meeting on June 13, 2014.

In the first matter, Mr. Banter: failéd to wmmunioate with hisvalientifox extendad pariads of time

anti was not dili'gmt in his reprasentation, In the: second and third mattars; Mr. Beaten faflad to

wmmunicate with his clients for summed pariods of aims, was amt diligent in his; representatiem anti

faflad to submit mdars to the calm until—1mg afim‘ hearings were braid in niantravaiition- oftha legal- rules

ofcourt.

By the afammmtioned acts, Brandan Michaei Beaten; has vioiated Rules cf Professionai

Conduct 1.3 (diligance‘), 1.4 {sommunicatim}, 3.2 {expadifing' iitigafion), and 3.4(0‘) (disobeying

obligations under rules ofa tribunai) am} is hareby Publicly Censumd far thew violations.
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