
C L E R ~ r  SUPREME COURT 
BY, 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF FLORIDA 
Clerk - 

1 (Before a Referee) 
. , . ! i+. 

THE FLORIDA BAR, 

Complainant, 

RICHARD G. CHOSID, 

Case NO. 68,157 

The Florida Bar Case 
No. 17A86F54 1 

Respondent. 

REPORT OF REFEREE 

I. Summarv of Proceedin~s: Pursuant to the undersigned being 

duly appointed as referee to conduct disciplinary proceedings herein 

according to the Florida Bar Integration Rule, article XI, a hearing 

was held on April 14, 1986, The Pleadings, Notices, Hotions, Orders, 

Transcripts and Exhibits all of which are forwarded to the Supreme 

Court with this report, constitute the record in this case. 

The following apperared as coundel for the parties: 

For The Flor-ida Bar Jacquelyn Plasner Needeman 

For the Reslmndent Richard G .  Chosid 
- "4t;< *,@d,;'..,* p :-: =- 5 
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1 1 .  Findings of fact as to each item of misconduct of which 

the Reapondent is charged: After considering all the pleadings and 



e v i d e n c e  b e f o r e  m e ,  p e r t i n e n t  p o r t i o n s  a f  which a r e  c o m e n t e d  upon 

be low,  I f i n d :  

1. The Respondent ,  R i c h a r d  G .  Chos id ,  a l t h o u g h  p r e s e n t l y  

s u s p e n d e d  f rom t h e  p r a c t i c e  of  l a w  by o r d e r  of  t h e  

Supreme C o u r t  of F l o r i d a  dat,c-.d March 26,  1985, 

p u r s u a n t  t o  F l o r i d a  Bar I n t e g r a t i o n  Ru le ,  a r t i c l e  X I ,  

Ru le  1 1 . 0 7 ,  a t  a l l  t i m e s  h e r e i n a f t e r  ment ioned  w a s  a 

member o f  The F l o r i d a  Bar s u b j e c t  t o  t h e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

a n d  d i s c i p l i n a r y  r u l e s  o f  t h e  Supreme Cour t  o f  

F l o r i d a .  

2 .  On o r  a b o u t  J u n e  18, 1984,  Respondent  w a s  i n d i c t e d  by 

a g r a n d  j u r y  i n  t h e  U n i t e d  States  D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  f o r  

t h e  E a s t e r n  D i s t r i c t  of  Michigan ,  S o u t h e r n  D i v i s i o n ,  

Case  No. 84-CR-28350-DT-01, 

3 .  On o r  a b o u t  December 2 6 ,  1984 ,  Responden t ,  p u r s u a n t  

t o  a p l e a  b a r g a i n  a g r e e m e n t ,  p l e d  g u i l t y  t o  Count 

Four  ( 4 > ,  Making a n d  S u b s c r i b i n g  a F a l s e  I n d i v i d u a l  

Inco?ne Tax R e t u r n ,  i n  v i o l a t i o n  o f  26 U.S.C.  6 2 0 2 ( 1 > .  

The C o u r t  a c c e p t e d  R e s p o n d e n t ' s  g u i l t y  p l e a  and  

a d j u d i c a t e d  Respondent  g u i l t y  o f  s a i d  f e l o n y .  

4 .  The C o u r t  S e n t e n c e d  Respondent  t o  a t e r m  of  

impr isonment  f o r  a p e r i o d  of  two ( 2 )  y e a r s  and 



1 1 1 .  Recornmenda-t.iorls a s  t o  w h e t h e r  cqr- ni::)l:. t h e  P e . ~ . p c 1 1 1  s h o u i d  be 

f o u n d  ~ u i l t v :  A s  t o  t:he charge:?, 1 make t h e  f a l l . o w i n g  

recommenda+. ions  a s  t o  g u i l t  o r  innor-;ence: 

: % 1 ~ e c i f  i c a l l y  t h a t  h e  be;. luu l ld  g u i l . t , y  of viola t i i l ; ; :  the 

f o l  l o w i n g  F l o r i d a  Bar- L n t e g r a t . i n n  H l . l l e s  a n d / o r  Di:i,.cipl.-i11a1-7 

Rules nf  the Cc~de of F r - a f e s s i o u a  1 R p s p u n s i ' b j ,  1 j..t;y, to w i , t 2 :  

T h e  F l o r i d a  Bar I n t e g r a t i o n  Rul.i~., ar!:it;le X I ,  Rule:l; 

P r o f e s s i o n a l  R e s p o n s i b i l i t y  of  t h ~  P l o r  i d a  E a r  . 

, 
I 

I V .  F u r t h e r  f i n d i n ~ s :  

'There h a s  b e e n  no  f i n d i n g  Lllaf, k h e  Eti:,pondent w d s  i n  a n y  way 

i n v o l v e d  i n  a n y  d r u g  t r a f f i c k i n g  o r  d e a l i n g .  There hqs b e e n  

no e v i d e n c e  o r  p r o o f 5  o f f e r e d ' r - e l a t i n g  t o  a n y  acts  of  

m i s ~ o ~ ~ d u c t  o t h e r  t h a n  t h a t  I - e l a t e d  t o  the fa leze  s t , a t e m e n t  
... 

c o n t a i n e d  i n  the income tax r e t u r n  i l l  ques t ;  i o n .  Th is  

R e s p o n d e n t  hhs b e e n  engagecl  i n  a Inrig a n d  e x e r n p l s r y  t ; a ree r  ,.I._=, 

a r e s p o n s i b l e  a n d  c a r i n g  a c t i v e  % l . i n l  a . t . t a r n e y ,  p r i m a r i l y  i n  

so l e  pract ice .  R e s p o n d e n t  has s e r v e d  h i s  t , i .me  i n  a Feclieral 

C o r r e c t i o r l a l  t n s t i t u t  i o n  ,and paid  t1i.s t ; o ~ ~ ~ ~ n i  t t e d  f i n e .  H e  is 



p r e s e n t l y  on p a r o l e  i n  F t ,  Lauderdale  u n t i l  March, 1987. 

V .  Recommendation a s  t o  d i s c i p l i n a r y  measures t o  be a p ~ l i e s :  I 

recommend t h a t  t h e  Respondent be suspended from t h e  p r a c t i c e  

of law i n  F l o r i d a  u n t i l  s u c h  t ime a s  he f u r t h e r  compl ies  wi th  

t h e  R u l e s  and R e g u l a t i o n s  of t h e  F l o r i d a  Bar .  I have f a i l e d  

t o  g r a n t  t h e  r e q u e s t  f o r  disbar-trrent - s ; k m z  1 f 2nd 'that i t  is 

t h e  s e v e r e s t  s a n c t i o n  a v a i l a b l e  t o  u s  and s h o u l d  not  be 

imposed where l e s s  s e v e r e  punishment would accompl ish  t h e  

d e s i r e d  purpose .  The F l o r i d a  Bar v .  Moore, 1'34 So. 2d 264 

( F l a .  1 9 6 6 ) .  I f u r t h e r  f i n d  t h a t  t h e  conduct  of Respondent,  

a l t h o u g h  no t  t o  be condoned, was less g r i e v o u s  t h a n  many 

o t h e r  r e p o r t e d  c a s e s  (See The F l o r i d a  Bar v .  George A .  Routh, 

414 So.  2d 1 0 2 3 . )  and s h o u l d  n o t  r e s u l t  i n  d i s b a r m e n t .  

Re ins ta tement  w i l l  be governed by a r t i c l e  X I ,  Rule 11.11 of 

t h e  I n t e g r a t i o n  Rule.  I f u r t h e r  recommend t h a t  t h e  d u r a t i o n  

of t h e  R e s p o n d e n t ' s  s u s p e n s i o n  be f o r  a p e r i o d  of , t h i r t y - s i x  

. , 

months beg inn ing  November 1, 1984 and t h e r e a f t e r  u n t i l  he 

s h a l l  prove  h i s  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  a s  p rov ided  i n  Rule 1 1 . 1 0 ( 3 > .  

V I  . Sta tement  of C o s t s  and manner i n  which c o s t s  s h o u l d  be t a x e d :  

I f i n d  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  c o s t s  w e r e  r e a s o n a b l y  i n c u r r e d  by t h e  

F l o r i d a  Bar :  

Admimis t ra t ive  C o s t s  

Refe ree  Level  



Cour t  R e p o r t e r  C o s t s  

Cour t  R e p o r t e r  Appearance 

on A p r i l  1 4 ,  1986 and . 

T r a n s c r i p t  

f *'  

TOTAL COSTS DUE THE FLORIDA BAR d 6 5 . 5 3  
@ 

DATED t h i s  day  of , 1986. 

*h+ 
MARY @NN MacKENZTE 
R e f e r e e  

C o p i e s  f u r n i s h e d  t o :  

J a c q u e l y n  P l a s n e r  Needelman, B a r  Counsel 
John  T. Ber ry ,  S t a f f  Counsel  
R icha rd  G .  ~ h o s f d ,  Respondent 


