IN THE SUPREME COURT OF FLORIDA
(Before a Referee)

THE FLORIDA BAR, Case No. 69,935;
69,991 ;
Complainant, (TFB No's. 8513471#13A;

v,

HALTON J. HART,

8513531-13A; 8619284-13A;
and 8513505~ 3A)
N/
PENCE S

R

Plr

Respondent.

II.

REPORT OF REFEREE

Summary of Proceedings: Pursuant to the undersigned being
duly appointed as referee to conduct disciplinary
proceedings herein according to article XI of the
Integration Rule of the Florida Bar and Rule 3-7.5, Rules
of Discipline, final hearings were held on July 1, 1987 and
November 3, 1987. The enclosed pleadings, orders,
transcripts and exhibits are forwarded to the Supreme Court
of Florida with this report, and constitute the record in

this case.

The following attorneys appeared as counsel for the
parties:

For The Florida Bar: Thomas E. DeBerg
Assistant Staff Counsel
Richard Greenberg
Assistant Staff Counsel

For the Respondent: Richard T. Earle, Jr.

Findings of Fact as to Each Item of Misconduct with which
the Respondent is Charged:

After considering all the pleadings and the evidence
before me, pertinent portions of which are commented on
below, I find:

CASE NO. 69,935 (TFB NO. 8513471-13A): COUNT I

Respondent, through his employment at the Family Legal
Centers of Chawk and Associates, P.A., was retained by
U U @ to represent Mr. RN on a careless
driving charge, At their initial consultation on November
8, 1984, Mr. RUNEEEP told respondent that his next court
date was November 27, 1984 and that the case was set for
trial on that date.

on November 19, 1984, Mr. RN delivered a check
in the amount of $125.00 to respondent. At that time a
discussion was held as to whether or not Mr. R would
need to be present for court on November 27, 1984.
Respondent told Mr. R that he would not need to be in
court. Respondent told Mr. R{JEBthat he would be filing
a motion for continuance of the November 27, 1984 court
date. The motion was prepared and delivered to respondent's
secretary, but the motion was never filed with the Court.
Respondent took no steps to insure that the motion for
continuance had, in fact, been filed.



















