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STATE B RC RD ro. 10269600 

§ 
§ 
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On I.hi · day, the abo - t led nd numb r d r cipro a] dis iplinary action \J as caUcd for 

hearing befor the Board of Di. ci linary Appeal . Petitioner appeared by at omey and Re p-ondem 

appeared in person as indicated by their respective signatures beJow and ann um:ed chat tlley agree 

to the finding o,. ,act, conclu ion of fa\ , and orders s forth below olely fo:r the purpose of 

thi proceeding which has not been fully adjudicated. The B ard of Di i linary App als, ha in 

reviewed the file and in con ·d r ton o'f the agreem nt of he partic • is of the opinion tha 

Petitioner is eatided to entry of the following finding and rd r:s: 

indin~s of Fae. The oard of Di ciplinary Appe· I· m hat; 

1) Re pondent, Robert The dore Hume. who State Bar ard number is 
10269600, i licen ed by the upreme ourt o Te a to practice law but i 
not currently authorized to practice law in the tate of T a ,. 

(2) On or a ut D cember I, 2020~ an Informal dmonirion was entered by the 
District of Co]umbia O fie of Di dp,linary Counsel in a matter styled, In 
re Robert T. Hume, Esquire D.C. Bar .Member. hip o. 114132, 
Di cipli.nary Docket o. 201 -D346,; that tat • in pertinent pan a~ follows: 

Thi' offic ha ompleted 11 in . tigation of the above-referenced matter. 
We find that your conduct reflected a di re ard of certain ethical standard 
under the District of Columbia Ruie of Pro ,sional ondu t. W arc, 
th r fore, i , uing you thi Informal Admoniti a pur uant to D. . B ,r R. XL 

3. 6 and 

~ e find as follow : n 1994, th Department of Commerce i sued a.n 
anridumping order or fre h gar1 ic import d into the United tate-s from 

hina. Anddumping orders aire i · u .\-·hen the Dcpartmeat determine 
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that g d arc being old in the United tatcs at an unfair lo pric , i.e., 
"dumped." fter a det rmination that Chine ·e garlic\ a b ing dumped, the 
Department in tructed the ag ncy aow known a · th Bureau of Cu tom 
and Border Protection to coBect a .. ca h duty depo jf' from the United 

tate u tamers ofChiacse exporter fgar1ic m off et the margin b twe n 
the dumped pric . and the fair price. Th e ao idumpia order may b 
reviewed annuany and th ash duty deposits may be adjusted ba: ed on the 
results of th review. [n 200 lhe D partmem detetmin d that garlic 
imported from th hine e company, Zhengzhou Hannoni pice Co. Ltd. 
('"Hannoni"). \ as ao longer b ing dumped !!ind o no cash duty deposit wa 
t be coll ct d. For other Chine., p rters. however, th ca h duty dcposH 
remained at $4,71 r k.illogram. As a r ult Hannoni had a competitive 
advantage over ther hin, sc exporters whos United tates customer had 
lo pay duties. 

For a numb r of years, you have repr ·~ nted Chine e compani that e port 
garli ro th Lin.ired tates in competition itb Harmotii. The e compani 
l eked ·tandia und r United State . law to mques a revie, of tlrt . 
determination that. Hannoni wa □ot dumpi□g. Only Harmoai itself or 
United tate competitors (or imp r1 r ) could reque t uch a revi w. The 
twentieth annua1 revi :i.v "AR 20' began in 2014. You persuaded Stant y 
Crawford a mall grower of garlic in ew M i o, to file a reque ·t or a 
revie, of Harmoni. You reprc eated Mr. rawford in mat review reque ·t. 
Harmoni threatened retaliation against one of your , hin se clients. After 
the rcviev -.va initiated, Mr. rnwford withdrew it at your suggestfon. 
Sub equently. you paid lr. Cra"ford 50 000. 

The ne t annual review R 21 would b in in the FaJl of 2015 . Your law 
firrn Hume and ssociates, employed Joey Montoya. a rec nt law choo] 
graduate. You assi ned Mr. Montoya lo be in barge of a reque. t t r view 
Harmon·· garlic ilnport prices for AR 1L Your finn' client · requ ~ting 
this re iew ere Mr. ra\11,ibrd and A vrum Katz, another mall ew e ico 
grower, who formed th, ew Mexico Garhc Grower Coalition 
colleeti e1y" MGG "'). MGGC r,equ sted a review ofHarmoni"s cash 

deposit duty for AR I. You represented Qingdao Tiantaixing Food Co., 
Ltd. ( •Q . "), another hines e porter of garlic, which wa also subject to 
review jn AR 21. Initially you r pre. entcd that there would be a waU or 
er en bet\Ve a your repre eatati n of QTF and Mr. ontoya' 

representation of MGGC. everthele ·s, you supervised Mr. Montoya's 
repre ·ent.afj n f NMGGC. 

Two months after NMGG ~ que led thi review of Harmoni, Hannoni 
filed a Rl O action in the outh m District of California that n med. among 
other\ you. Mr. Montoya. Mr. raw ord. and Mr. Katz as d fi ndant,. 
Chine e c ient paid your legal fees to defend this uit~ whicb was e . entually 
di, mjssed in 2019. 
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In March of 2016. after Lhe r view had been requested, Mr. Montoya 
withdre",' a ouas I for MGG and left your inn. , hi1e .stiU 
representingQTF lll AR 21, you also entered your appearance for MGGC. 
Both QTF and MGG · anted a cash duty to b a signed to Ham1oni, and 
in that regard, their imer t re the ame. [n June 20L6, you \ il..hdrew 
fr m represenhng QTF. lMGGC intended to suppon a methodology f 
cal ulaling duty amounts, 1hich if adopted by the Departm nt of 
Commerce would increase the uty for Q . Ameri an competitors uch 
as the member o MGGC benefit . d from higher price for Cbinese 
imponer . but higher pri e w re not in QTF" interest. 

1n June 2016, he Department of Commerced termined that NMGGC had 
tanding to request the re i w of Hmnoni and in December, it made a 

prehminary finding th t Hannoni would be review d. The Department 
eventuaHy r,e ers.cd that determination and concluded that repre □tation 
made on behal of MGGC lacked candor and therefor that MGGC 
l. eked credibility .. h rescinded its administrative review o Hannoni 
NM OC cb.aUeaged thi. d cision in the Court of International Trad . That 
Court ruled in the Department' fa or. aad the ederal ircuit affirmed that 
decision in Mar h f 2020. 

Your conduc m tbi · maner violated the rule prohibiting conmcrs o 
intere t, sp ifically Rule l.7(h 2) & (4) and Rul 1. (d). Rule L7(b) 2) 
prohibit d you from repr , nting MGGC in · R 21. when that 
repre entati n v as or was likely to be adversely ffected by your 
representation o anoth r cEent, Q : F, ia its AR 21 review. QTF had an 
int r . tin lower dutie on it ports while MGG stood to benefit from 
higher dutie for all Chinese e porters. You appeared t r cognize thi 
conflict at the outs t because you purported to establi b a wall or screen 
bctweenyourselfandMr. Moutoya,butlh. r eningfailed when you a c 
Mr. Montoya. in. truction as to how to repre ent MGGC. 

n R 20, your repre entati n of Mr. Crawford violait d Ru.le ] .7(b (4 
becau e your professional judgment on behalf of Mr. rav.ford ivas 
adv r ly affected by your on-going :respon ibiliti m your Chine e hent,. 
When Harmoni pressure one f your clieat in China.. you. persuaded Mr. 
Crawford to ,vithdraw bis requ . t th.a Harm ni. be reviewed. You 
prioritized your Chinese client's int rest over Mr. Craw ord's imere t in 
having the r vie conducted. 

RuJe l.7(b)(2 & (4) conflicts may be waived, pursuant lo Rule L7(c). You 
have maintained that Mr. Crowford and Mr. Katz. w re aware that you 
represented Chinese exporter· f garli • including QTF in AR2 L We accept 
y ur r pii cntation bul bemg awar of your other clients doc not constitute 
inforrn d consent ~o the c nflict. To obtain their informed consent. y u 
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needed to have informed Mr. Crav1rford and Mr. atz of the narurc of ttbe 
po · ib1 conflict and the po sible adver e con equence of your 
repre entin them de pite the confH t You\ uld aJso ba had to make 
your hine e cJient aware of th se same factors and obtained tbeir con ent 
to repr-e nt Mr. Crawford in AR 20 and MGG in AR 21 . Representing 
two or more clients with dver c intere~ l cannot be undertaken without fuU 
and compl te disclosure and informed con m from all cli nts. and th did 
nm occur h ~-. 

Rule l. ,(d) prohibited you. in conn_crion 'Ii 'ith a p ndin or cont mplatcd 
admini trative proceeding, f.rom advancing financial a istance to your 
client, in thi ca c the ·o.ooo that you paid Mr. Crawford. You have 
r presented that thi was your o n money, and cannot prove the 

ntrary. But you w r prohibited from providiag financial a i umce LO 

Mr. ra ford c cept to advan e xpcnse in the administrati proceeding 
or where uch ,e penses are n ces ary to permit the client to maintain the 
proceeding. H r you made the payment to r. ra"'rfo.rd after the AR 20 
r vie had been withdrawn but when your rcpresenta.tion of him in the AR 
21 ~ vi w was imminent 

This letter con titute an lnforrna[ dmonirion puruanl to D.C. Bar Rule 
XL, §: 3. 6, and R, and i public when is ued. 

(3) Respond nt. Robert Theodor Hume, is th swn person a the Rob rt T. 
Hum who i tbe ubject of the lnfonna] dmooition entered by the District 
of o1umbia Office of Di ipHnary Counsel~ and 

(4) The lnforma] Admonition entered by 1h Di trict of 1umbia Office of 
Di ciplinary ,oun el i final. 

Ba_sed upon the foregoing finding of fact the Board of Di ciplinary 

Appea]s makes the following conclusions of law: 

(1) Thi Boa.rd ha juri diction to bear and determine this matter. Rule 7.0 {H), 
Te a~ Rules of Disciplinary Procedure; 

(2) R,eciproca1 di ·ciplin id~ntical to that impo ed by the Di~tri t of Columbia 
Office of Di ciplinary Coun el is warrant din this ca. e. 

lt is. accord.in ly, ORD RED. ADJUDG D, D DE REED that Re pondenl Roben 

Theodore Hun1e, St.at Bar ard o. 10269600, i hereby P BLlC Y R PRIMANDED an 

attorney at law in the tate of Te as. 
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Signed this ···- day of __ _ 2022. 

CHAlR PRESIDING 
BOARD OF DISCIPLINARY APPEALS 

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT: 

Robert Theodore Hume 
Stale Bar No. I 0269600 
Respondent 

, udith Gr~s ~7'7/4,;1,6-.:..LLj 
Assistant Disciplinary Counsel 
State Bar No, 24040780 
Attomey for Petitioner 

Agrc--ed Jutlgmcnl vf l•ublic Rr:rritTIMd 
1-lturn: 
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23rd        March




