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PUBLIC COMMENT 

 

Exhibit A: Comments of complainant Keith Hardesty dated July 1, 2010.  These 

comments have been redacted so as to keep confidential the identity of the subject of 

Mr. Hardesty’s complaint.  An unredacted version of these comments is available upon request. 

 

Exhibit B: Comments of HALT (Help Abolish Legal Tyranny) dated July 12, 2010.  In 

its comments, HALT commends the Office of the Chief Trial Counsel’s proposal and 

(1) expresses particular support for the recommended amendments to Standards 1.2(b) 

[Aggravating Circumstances] and 1.8 [Effect of Defaul]; (2) encourages the State Bar to go a 

step beyond the Office of the Chief Trial Counsel’s recommendation with respect to client 

notification of discipline; and (3) urges the State Bar to consider further amending its Standards 

to include some of the criteria presented in HALT’s recent Lawyer Discipline Best Practices 

report. 

 

Exhibit C: Comments of the State Bar Court dated July 14, 2010.  In its comments, the 

State Bar Court states its concern that some of the proposals are inconsistent with current law 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

At its May 13, 2010 meeting, the Board Committee on Discipline Oversight (“DOC 

Committee”), voted to release revisions to the Standards for Attorney Sanctions for 

Professional Misconduct as proposed by the Office of The Chief Trial Counsel for public 

comment.  The DOC Committee released the proposed revisions for a 60-day public 

comment meaning public comments were due by July 15, 2010.  As of the date of the original 

agenda item (July 2, 2010), the Office of the Chief Trial Counsel had only received one set of 

public comments, which were attached to the agenda item as Exhibit B.  The Office of the 

Chief Trial Counsel has since received three additional public comments, which are attached 

as exhibits to this addendum.   
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and could cause confusion in the cases rather than the proposal’s indicated goal of uniformity.  

The State Bar Court is also concerned that several proposals would improperly restrict judicial 

discretion.  In sum, the State Bar Court states that it believes that the proposed modifications as 

currently drafted may have several undesired consequences. 
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