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BEFORE THE BOARD OF DISCIPLINARY APPEALS 

APPOINTED BY  
THE SUPREME COURT OF TEXAS 

 
IN THE MATTER OF   § 
AARON PAUL MOLLERE,  §  CAUSE NO. 70216 
STATE BAR CARD NO.  24098122 § 
 

 
FIRST AMENDED PETITION FOR RECIPROCAL DISCIPLINE 

 
TO THE BOARD OF DISCIPLINARY APPEALS: 
 

Petitioner, the Commission for Lawyer Discipline (hereinafter called “Petitioner”), brings 

this action against Respondent, Aaron Paul Mollere, (hereinafter called “Respondent”), showing 

as follows: 

1. This action is commenced by Petitioner pursuant to Part IX of the Texas Rules of 

Disciplinary Procedure. Petitioner is also providing Respondent a copy of Section 7 of this Board’s 

Internal Procedural Rules, relating to Reciprocal Discipline Matters. 

2. Respondent is a member of the State Bar of Texas and is licensed but not currently 

authorized to practice law in Texas. Respondent may be served with a true and correct copy of this 

First Amended Petition for Reciprocal Discipline at Aaron Paul Mollere, 487 Central Avenue, 

Reserve, Louisiana 70084. 

3. Attached hereto and made a part hereof for all intents and purposes as if the same 

were copied verbatim herein, is a true and correct copy of a set of documents in a matter styled 

Louisiana Disciplinary Board, Docket Number: 23-DB-052, In Re: Aaron P. Mollere, (OCD 

39334, 39535 and 39794); which includes Formal Charges filed August 18, 2023; Office of 

Disciplinary Counsel’s Submission on Sanctions filed November 27, 2023, In Re: Aaron P. 

Mollere, Docket No. 23-DB-052; and Report of the Hearing Committee #54 filed January 5, 2024, 

Jackie Truitt
Filed with date
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In Re: Aaron P. Mollere, Docket No. 23-DB-052.  (Exhibit 1).   

4. The Report of the Hearing Committee #54, states in pertinent part as follows: 

INTRODUCTION 
 

This attorney disciplinary matter arises out of formal charges filed 
by the Office of Disciplinary Counsel ("ODC") against Aaron P. Mollere 
("Respondent"), Louisiana Bar Roll Number 37232.1 ODC alleges that 
Respondent violated the following Rules of Professional Conduct: 1.1(a), 
1.3, 1.4(a), 1.5(f)(5), 1.15(a) & (d), 1.16(d), 3.2, 8.1(b) & (c), 8.4(a) (b) (c) 
& (d).2 

 
PROCEDURAL HISTORY 

 
The formal charges were filed on August 18, 2023. By letters dated 

August 22, 2023, the formal charges were mailed via certified mail to 
Respondent's primary and preferred registration addresses.3 The mailing to 
the preferred address was received on or about August 23, 2023. The 
mailing to the primary registration address was returned. Additionally, 
Respondent was personally served with the charges on September 1, 2023. 
Respondent failed to file an answer to the charges. Accordingly, on 
September 15, 2023, ODC filed a motion to deem the factual allegations 
admitted pursuant to Louisiana Supreme Court Rule XIX, §11 (E)(3).4 By 
order signed September 28, 2023, the factual allegations contained in the 
formal charges were deemed admitted. On November 27, 2023, ODC filed 
its submission on sanction. 

 
For the following reasons, the Committee finds that Respondent 

violated Rules 1.1(a), 1.3, 1.4(a), 1.5(f)(5), 1.15(a) and (d), 1.16(d), 3.2, 
8.1(b) and (c), 8.4(a), (b), (c) and (d) and therefore violated duties owed to 

 
1 Respondent was admitted to the practice of law in Louisiana on October 20, 2016. Respondent is currently suspended 
from the practice of law on an interim basis. In re Mollere, 2021-1769 (La. 12/7/2021), 328 So.3d 409. 
2 See the attached Appendix for the text of these Rules. 
3 487 Central Ave., Reserve, LA 70084 (primary); P.O. Box 247, Reserve, LA 70084 (preferred). 
4 This rule states: 
 

The respondent shall file a written answer with the Board and serve a copy on disciplinary counsel within 
twenty (20) days after service of the formal charges, unless the time is extended by the chair of the hearing 
committee. ln the event, Respondent fails to answer within the prescribed time, or the time as extended, the 
factual allegations contained within the formal charges shall be deemed admitted and proven by clear and 
convincing evidence. Disciplinary Counsel shall file a motion with the chair of the hearing committee to 
which the matter is assigned requesting that the factual allegations be deemed proven with proof of service 
of the formal charges upon the respondent. The order signed by the hearing committee chair shall be served 
upon respondent as provided by Section l3C. Within twenty (20) days of the mailing of the order of the 
hearing committee chair deeming the factual allegations .contained in the formal charges proven, the 
respondent may move the hearing committee chair to recall the order thus issued upon demonstration of good 
cause why imposition of the order would be improper or would result in a miscarriage of justice. 
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the client, the public, the legal system and the legal profession. Accordingly, 
the Committee recommends the disbarment of Respondent, as well as full 
restitution to her former client (Mr. Johnson) and/or the Client Assistance 
Fund, as well as the affected third parties (Respondent's parents, Ms. 
Becnel's law firm and RPC). 

 
FORMAL CHARGES 

 
The formal charges read, in pertinent part: 
 
NOW INTO THESE PROCEEDINGS, through undersigned 

Deputy Disciplinary Counsel, comes the Office of Disciplinary Counsel 
("ODC") to charge that AARON P. MOLLERE ("Respondent") [FN1] is 
guilty of professional misconduct warranting the imposition of discipline 
for the reasons set forth below. [FN1]. During the course of the investigation 
of the complaints at issue, Respondent began to publicly identify as 
transgender. Respondent has used the name "Autumn Hope" Mollere since 
October 2022. To date, Respondent's legal name has not been changed. 
“She/her” pronouns and adjectives will be used herein to reference 
Respondent except when citing to specific language in evidence.] 

 
General Background 

Respondent is a Louisiana-licensed attorney born in 1987. 
Respondent was admitted to practice law in Louisiana on October 20, 2016 
under Louisiana Bar Roll Number 37232. On December 7, 2021, 
Respondent was placed on interim suspension from the practice of law by 
the Louisiana Supreme Court ("Court"). In re: Mollere, 2021-1769 (La. 
1217/21), 328 So.3d 409. Respondent remains on interim suspension today. 

 
In compliance with Louisiana Supreme Court Rule XIX, Sections 

3E(1) and 11B(3), the ODC obtained permission to file these formal 
charges, thus establishing probable cause to believe that a violation or 
attempted violation of the Louisiana Rules of Professional Conduct has 
occurred or that there are grounds for lawyer discipline pursuant to 
Louisiana Supreme Court Rule XIX, Section 9. 

 
Count One (ODC 39334) 

On June 24, 2021, the ODC received a complaint from Janet Mollere 
("Mrs. Mollere") regarding Respondent. Mrs. Mollere is Respondent's 
mother. The complaint ("Mollere Complaint") states that Respondent 
"needs help, most likely mental & to get drug free," and that she had been 
arrested in Jefferson Parish on June 15, 2021. Two appearance bonds 
attached to the Mollere Complaint confirm Respondent's arrest on that date. 

 
On July 7, 2021, the ODC sent a letter requesting a written response 

to the referenced arrest to Respondent via certified mail to her Louisiana 
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State Bar Association ("LSBA") registered primary/secondary address at 
487 Central Avenue, Reserve, Louisiana 70084. Included therewith was a 
Judges and Lawyers Assistance Program, Inc. (“JLAP”) Consent for 
Release of Confidential and/or Protected Health Information Form ("JLAP 
Authorization Form") for Respondent to execute and return to the ODC. On 
July 19, 2021, that correspondence was returned to the ODC for the 
following reason: "Return to Sender-No Such Number, Unable to Forward." 

 
On July 13, 2021, the ODC sent an email to Respondent to her 

LSBA registered service/public/private email address of 
apmollere@gmail.com. Delivery of that email to Respondent was 
confirmed via Microsoft Outlook on the same day. The email attached a 
second ODC letter, as well as the ODC's prior July 7, 2021 letter and the 
JLAP Authorization Form, and requested that Respondent provide a written 
response to the same by August 2, 2021. On July 13, 2021, the ODC also 
sent the same correspondence to Respondent to her LSBA-registered 
preferred address at P.O. Box 247, Reserve, Louisiana 70084. Respondent 
failed to provide a written response to the Mollere Complaint by that 
deadline. 

 
On August 5, 2021, the ODC sent a third letter to Respondent to her 

LSBA-registered preferred address. That letter granted Respondent an 
additional extension until August 25, 2021 to provide a written response to 
the Mollere Complaint and to return the executed JLAP Authorization 
Form. Respondent failed to do either by that extended deadline. 

 
On August 6, 2021, the ODC obtained the arrest record related to 

Respondent's June 15, 2021 arrest. That record confirmed that Respondent 
was arrested and charged with violation of La. R.S. 40:967C (possession of 
schedule II CDS (cocaine)) and La. R.S. 14:95E (possession of a firearm 
while in possession of a controlled dangerous substance). The factual 
narrative in the arrest record states, in pertinent part: 

 
Based on the observed transaction and the suspicious 
behavior, in particular their extreme measures to avoid law 
enforcement, Detectives Lyvers and Foret conducted an 
investigatory stop of Renaudin and Mollere as they were 
walking through an open field towards his residence .... 
Upon Detectives approaching Renaudin and Mollere, 
Detectives observed Mollere with his hand behind his back. 
Detectives ordered Mollere to show his hands, at which time 
he revealed a firearm. Mollere was ordered to drop the 
firearm, to which he complied. Detectives detained Mollere 
and Renaudin utilizing handcuffs, pending further 
investigation. 
**** 
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Detective Lyvers advised Mollere of his rights as per 
Miranda, which he agreed to waive and speak to Detective 
Lyvers regarding the investigation. Mollere advised 
Detective Lyvers that he was Renaudin’s attorney.... Mollere 
also advised Detective Lyvers that he consumed crack 
cocaine throughout the day with Renaudin. Mollere also 
advised that prior to being stopped by Detectives, he and 
Renaudin just returned from purchasing crack cocaine in 
“New Orleans East.” 
 
On August 20, 2021, the ODC received Respondent's executed 

JLAP Authorization Form and emailed the same to JLAP. On August 24, 
2021, the ODC received documentation from JLAP regarding Respondent. 
The cover letter from JLAP stated, in pertinent part: 

 
Mr. Mollere contacted the JLAP office on July 26, 2021. 
After completing a clinical interview, Mr. Mollere was 
referred for inpatient treatment at a facility experienced in 
treating professionals. On July 28, 2021, Mr. Mollere was 
admitted to Palmetto Addiction Recovery Center (Palmetto). 
Attached you will find records in the above referenced 
matter. 
According to Palmetto, Mr. Mollere meets DSM-5 
diagnostic criteria for the following: 
• Alcohol Use Disorder, Severe 
• Cocaine Use Disorder, Severe 
• Opioid Use Disorder, Severe 
• Amphetamine Use Disorder, Severe 
• Sedative-hypnotic Use Disorder, Severe 
• Generalized Anxiety 
• Insomnia 
• Hypertension 
• Lumbar disc disease 
After 22 days of treatment, on August 18, 2021, Mr. Mollere 
left Palmetto against medical advice stating that his medical 
condition of lumbar disc disease with severe back pain 
inhibited his treatment progress. 
Mr. Mollere communicated with me that he intended to seek 
medical treatment with his neurologist the following week 
and then would return to Palmetto. I reached out to Mr. 
Mollere requesting an update on his medical treatment and 
am awaiting a call back. 
It is Palmetto’s recommendation that Mr. Mollere 
immediately engage in and complete a JLAP-approved long 
term inpatient program experienced in treating attorneys and 
sign a 5-year monitoring contract with JLAP .... 
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In light of the above and foregoing and after careful review 
of his history and records, [JLAP] recommends that Mr. 
Mollere follow all recommendations including completing a 
JLAP-approved long term inpatient program experienced in 
treating professionals and signing a five-year JLAP 
Recovery Agreement. 
 
On October 4, 2021, having received no written response to the 

Mollere Complaint, the ODC issued a subpoena to take Respondent's sworn 
statement. 

 
On November 3, 2021, the ODC agreed to temporarily postpone 

Respondent's sworn statement. On that day, the ODC emailed Respondent 
another copy of the Mollere Complaint and granted an additional extension 
of time until November 15, 2021 to provide a written response to that 
complaint. On November 15, 2021, the ODC sent Respondent an email 
reminder that her written response to that complaint was due that day. 
Respondent failed to provide a written response by that extended deadline. 

 
On November 17, 2021, the Respondent's sworn statement was 

taken. Respondent admitted that she had failed to cooperate with the ODC's 
investigation of the Mollere Complaint: "And that is completely my fault, 
my apologies on that, I should've called.” Respondent promised to 
“definitely provide written responses to each [complaint]" following her 
sworn statement, but then failed to do so. During her sworn statement, 
Respondent admitted that she had used cocaine with her client (Jon 
Renaudin) prior to and on the day of her June 15, 2021 arrest, and that the 
factual narrative contained in the arrest record was substantially accurate. 
Respondent also admitted that she had converted between $30,000.00- 
$40,000.00 of her parents’ funds in order to fuel her “continuing [drug] 
use.” 

 
Following her premature departure from Palmetto in August 2021, 

Respondent has not signed the recommended recovery agreement with, or 
otherwise been monitored by, JLAP. Respondent admits to having no 
contact with JLAP since July 2021. Respondent's use of illegal drugs 
continues today. 

 
Respondent's criminal matter arising out of her June 15, 2021 arrest 

remains pending today. 
 
The ODC respectfully submits that there is clear and convincing 

evidence that, with regard to Count One (ODC 39334), Respondent has 
violated Rule 8.l(b) and (c), as well as Rule 8.4(a) and (b), of the Louisiana 
Rules of Professional Conduct (“Rules”). 
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Count Two (ODC 39535) 
On October 14, 2021, the ODC received a complaint from Kyle 

Johnson (“Mr. Johnson”) regarding Respondent. Mr. Johnson hired 
Respondent on May 27, 2019 to defend him against a felony criminal charge 
of sexual battery in the matter of State of Louisiana v. Kyle Johnson, No, 
19-3646, Division B, 24th Judicial District Comi, Parish of Jefferson 
(“Johnson Litigation”). Mr. Johnson states, in pertinent part, that 
Respondent: arrived two hours late to court on July 6, 2021 and failed to 
present oral argument on a motion to dismiss and/or quash bill of 
information that she previously had filed on Mr. Johnson's behalf, which 
motion was denied by the court; represented that she would take an appeal 
from that negative ruling but failed to do so; failed to attend two scheduled 
meetings with Mr. Johnson on July 9 and 12, 2021; failed to otherwise 
reasonably communicate with Mr. Johnson about his legal matter; failed to 
act with competence and reasonable diligence in representing Mr. Johnson; 
and failed to return unearned fees paid by Mr. Johnson. As a result of her 
misconduct, Mr. Johnson terminated Respondent and hired new counsel in 
the Johnson Litigation. 

 
On October 20, 2021, the ODC sent a copy of that complaint 

(“Johnson Complaint”) and a request for a response to the same to 
Respondent via certified mail to her LSBA-registered preferred and 
primary/secondary addresses, as well as via email to her LSBA-registered 
service/public/private email address. Delivery of that email to Respondent 
was confirmed via Microsoft Outlook on the same day. On October 22, 
2021, Mrs. Mollere also accepted delivery of that correspondence on 
Respondent's behalf. Respondent's written response to the Johnson 
Complaint was due no later than November 5, 2021. Respondent failed to 
provide a written response by that deadline. 

 
On November 3, 2021, the ODC granted Respondent an extension 

of time until November 15, 2021 to provide a written response to the 
Johnson Complaint. Respondent failed to do so by that extended deadline. 

 
On November 17, 2021, following issuance of a subpoena, 

Respondent’s sworn statement was taken. Therein, Respondent admitted 
that she had failed to cooperate with the ODC's investigation of the Johnson 
Complaint. Respondent promised to provide a written response to that 
complaint following her sworn statement, but then failed to do so. During 
her sworn statement, Respondent described her conduct related to the July 
6, 2021 court date in the Johnson Litigation as follows: 

 
Yeah, those are right around the time I was trying to find a 
way to get myself and my wife at least closer to home and to 
a place that was not, you know, around Mr. Renaudin's 
place-- 
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**** 
[A]t that point I'd been up, I had not been sleeping after that 
incident much at all, if two hours a night, that was a lot. I 
was, I knew I had court that day, I was, I, I guess I had lost 
track of my days at that point too …. I was probably 
delirious. And from my understanding of that day is I, I do 
remember getting a ride to court because I didn't have any 
vehicles at that point and I remember that I was extremely 
tired. And like the motion had been drafted up for several 
weeks …. I had a presentation to adequately fit that motion. 
However, on the day that I was to go they wanted a, the 
clients had requested a, that the argument be presented that 
day and I said well I'm not in the, no shape to present it.... 
And we had a side bar with the, me and opposing counsel 
had a side bar with the judge. I explained the issues so the 
client had insisted that they'd go forward and that the only 
way I could think of doing that is to submit the motion on it, 
you know - without, without argument .... 

 
Respondent also admitted that she missed the scheduled July 9, 2021 

meeting with Mr. Johnson because she “was exhausted - and was sleeping 
most of the day, most of the night.” When asked why she missed the 
additionally-scheduled July 12, 2021 meeting with Mr. Johnson, 
Respondent stated that she was "on the opposite side away from the office 
... attempting to get rest or just relax" and did not hear when Mr. Johnson 
knocked on the office door. At the conclusion of the November 17, 2021 
sworn-statement, Respondent stated that she would confirm whether Mr. 
Johnson was due any refund after terminating Respondent's services. 
Respondent failed to do so. 

 
Shortly after that sworn statement, Respondent was placed on 

interim suspension from the practice of law by the Court. 
 

On February 1, 2023, the ODC granted Respondent an additional 
extension of time until March 20, 2023 to provide a written response to the 
Johnson Complaint. On March 20, 2023, the ODC granted Respondent a 
final extension of time until April 10, 2023 to provide a written response to 
that complaint. Respondent failed to do so by that final extended deadline. 

 
Respondent has not refunded any unearned fees to Mr. Johnson. On 

June 6, 2023, Respondent hand-delivered to the ODC certain of her trust 
account bank statements. Those records confirm that, following Mr. 
Johnson's July l3, 2021 termination of Respondent as counsel and request 
for a refund of unearned fees, Respondent failed to deposit into her trust 
account any amount representing the portion of the fee reasonably in 
dispute. 
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The ODC respectfully submits that there is clear and convincing 
evidence that, with regard to Count Two (ODC 39535), Respondent has 
violated Rules 1.1(a), 1.3, 1.4(a), 1.5(f)(5), 1.16(d), 3.2, 8.1 (b) and (c), and 
8.4(a) and (d). 

 
Count Three (ODC 39794) 

On January 31, 2022, following Respondent's placement on interim 
suspension, the ODC received a complaint from Kathryn Becnel (“Ms. 
Becnel”) and Michele Meyer (“Ms. Meyer”) regarding Respondent. That 
complaint ("Becnel Complaint”) states, in pertinent part, that: Respondent 
represented Lakeshia Holder (“Ms. Holder”) in a personal injury matter; 
Ms. Becnel's law firm paid for certain expenses totaling at least $2,450.00 
on Ms. Holder's behalf prior to transferring the matter to Respondent; Ms. 
Meyer’s employer (River Parishes Chiropractic ("RPC")) performed other 
services totaling $6,755.00 on Ms. Holder's behalf in the same matter; in 
March 2021, Respondent settled Ms. Holder's matter for $37,000.00 and 
received funds in that same amount; when Ms. Becnel's law firm learned of 
the settlement and contacted Respondent, Respondent falsely represented 
that she still was waiting on receipt of funds to be able to reimburse Ms. 
Becnel's law firm for expenses paid and to pay RPC for services rendered; 
nearly two years after Respondent's receipt of settlement funds, Ms. 
Becnel's firm and RPC still have not been reimbursed and paid by  
Respondent, respectively; and the settlement funds due to them were instead 
converted by Respondent to fuel her illegal drug use. 

 
On March 30, 2021, Respondent received the $37,000.00 settlement 

check for Ms. Holder's matter. On April 19, 2021, in a letter to Ms. Holder, 
Respondent confirmed that those funds were deposited into Respondent's 
trust account: 

 
The following is a breakdown of the settlement funds 
received by me in reference to your case. The settlement 
check has been placed in my trust account (IOLTA), and has 
cleared. I am now disbursing the settlement funds to you, 
and to all medical providers known by me to have treated 
you for injuries sustained in the above referenced accident. 
Monies will be disbursed in accordance with the breakdown 
below. 

 
Respondent did not thereafter reimburse Ms. Becnel's law firm or 

pay RPC for services rendered on Ms. Holder's behalf. 
 

On February 23, 2022, the ODC sent a copy of the Becnel Complaint 
and a request for a response to the same to Respondent via certified mail to 
her LSBA-registered preferred address. On March 11, 2023, Mrs. Mollere 
accepted delivery of that correspondence on Respondent's behalf. 
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Respondent's written response to the Becnel Complaint was due on March 
10, 2023. Respondent failed to provide a written response by that deadline. 
[FN2. On February 23, 2022, the ODC also sent a copy of the Becnel 
Complaint and a request for a response to the same to Respondent via 
certified mail to her LSBA-registered primary/secondary address. On 
March 12, 2022, that correspondence was returned to the ODC for the 
following reason: “Return to Sender- No Mail Receptacle- Unable to 
Forward.”] 

 
On April 12, 2022, the ODC sent an email to Respondent to her 

LSBA-registered service/public/private email address. Delivery of that 
email to Respondent was confirmed via Microsoft Outlook on the same day. 
The email attached an additional ODC letter and requested that Respondent 
provide a written response to the Becnel Complaint by April 22, 2022. 
Respondent failed to do so. 

 
On February 1, 2023, the ODC granted Respondent an additional 

extension of time until March 20, 2023 to provide a written response to the 
Becnel Complaint. 

 
On March 20, 2023, the ODC granted Respondent a final extension 

of time until April 10, 2023 to provide a written response to that complaint. 
Respondent failed to do so by that final extended deadline. 

 
On May 1, 2023, having received no written response to the Becnel 

Complaint, the ODC issued a second subpoena to take Respondent's sworn 
statement again. The subpoena also requested that Respondent produce a 
copy of Ms. Holder’s client file at that sworn statement. 

 
On May 31, 2023, Respondent's sworn statement was taken for a 

second time. Respondent failed to produce a copy of Ms. Holder's client file 
at that statement, as required by the ODC’s subpoena. Therein, Respondent 
confirmed receipt of the $37,000.00 settlement check for Ms. Holder's 
matter and placement of those funds in her trust account. Respondent also 
admitted to using illegal drugs at the time of receipt of those funds. When 
asked whether she had converted a portion of those funds to fuel her illegal 
drug use, Respondent testified that "[i]t might be possible" and "maybe at 
the end there may have been some conversion that happened because of just 
plain not paying attention ... [a]nd just thinking that I'm just definitely trying 
to find a way to OD[.]" 

 
During Respondent's May 31, 2023 sworn statement, the ODC 

requested that Respondent produce bank statements for her trust account. 
The ODC explained that Respondent was presumed to have converted the 
funds due to Ms. Becnel's firm and to RPC unless she could demonstrate 
otherwise. On June 6, 2023, Respondent hand-delivered io the ODC certain 
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bank statements for her trust account, as well as a copy of Ms. Holder's 
client file. However, Respondent failed to produce requested trust account 
records for the months of March 2021 through June 2021, as well as August 
2021 and September 2021. The records provided did not rebut the 
presumption that Respondent personally converted the funds due to Ms. 
Becnel's law firm and to RPC. 

 
On June 19, 2023, the ODC sent an email to Respondent to her 

LSBA-registered service/public/private email address. Delivery of that 
email to Respondent was confirmed via Microsoft Outlook on the same day. 
The email requested that Respondent provide to the ODC a copy of the 
missing 2021 trust account bank statements. Respondent failed to do so. 

 
The ODC respectfully submits that there is clear and convincing 

evidence that, with regard to Count Three (ODC 39794), Respondent has 
violated Rules 1.15(a) and (d), 8.1(b) and (c), and 8.4(a), (b), (c) and (d). 

 
EVIDENCE 

 
The Committee reviewed the exhibits submitted by ODC, which are 

Exhibits ODC 1-30. Respondent did not submit evidence or argument for 
the Committee's consideration, nor did he request to be heard in mitigation 
pursuant to Rule XIX, §11(E)(4). 

 
FINDINGS OF FACT 

 
The Committee adopts the facts set forth in ODC’s Submission on 

Sanctions. 
 

RULES VIOLATED 
 

• Respondent engaged in serious criminal conduct; 
 converted substantial funds from her parents to fuel 
 her drug use and failed to cooperate with the ODC's 
 investigation of the Mollere Complaint thereby 
 violating Rules 8.l(b) and (c), as well as Rule 8.4(a) 
 and (b). 

 
• Respondent failed to provide competent 

representation to Mr. Johnson, failed to act with 
reasonable diligence and promptness in representing 
Mr. Johnson, failed to reasonably communicate with 
Mr. Johnson, failed to refund Mr. Johnson's unearned 
fees or otherwise deposit any amount representing 
the portion of the fee reasonably in dispute into her 
trust account, failed to take steps reasonable 
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practicable to protect Mr. Johnson's interests after 
being terminated as counsel, failed to make 
reasonable efforts to expedite the Johnson Litigation 
consistent with the interests of Mr. Johnson, failed to 
cooperate with the ODC's investigation, and 
otherwise engaged in conduct prejudicial to the 
administration of justice thereby violating Rules 
1.1(a), 1.3, 1.4(a), 1.5(f)(5), 1.16(d), 3.2, 8.1(b) and 
(c) and 8.4 (a) and (d). 

 
• Respondent converted funds due to Ms. Becnel's law 

firm and to RPC from the settlement of Ms. Holder's 
matter, failed to cooperate with the ODC's 
investigation of the Becnel Complaint, engaged in 
conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit or 
misrepresentation, and engaged in conduct 
prejudicial to the administration of justice thereby 
violating Rules 1.15(a) and (d), 8.1(b) and (c), and 
8.4(a), (b), (c), and (d). 

 
CONCLUSION 

 
Given the deemed-admitted facts set forth in the formal charges, 

which are corroborated by the evidence in support, the ABA’s Standards, 
the Court’s jurisprudence, and the fact that six aggravating factors 
substantially outweigh the sole mitigating factor present here, the 
Committee recommends disbarment as the appropriate sanction for all of 
Respondent’s misconduct. In addition, the Committee recommends that 
Respondent be ordered to make full restitution to her former client (Mr. 
Johnson), and/or the Client Assistance Fund, as appropriate, as well as to 
the affected third parties (Respondent’s parents, Ms. Becnel’s law firm, and 
RPC). Finally, the Committee recommends that Respondent be assessed 
with the costs and expenses of the proceeding pursuant to Rule XIX, §10.1. 

 
This opinion is unanimous and has been reviewed by each 

committee member, who fully concur and who have authorized Alexis P. 
Joachim, to sign on their behalf. 

 
5. On or about April 9, 2024, an Order Per Curium (Exhibit 2) was entered in a matter 

styled the Supreme Court of Louisiana, No. 2024-B-00160, In Re: Aaron P. Mollere, Attorney 

Disciplinary Proceeding, which states in pertinent part: 
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DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS 

In August 2023, the ODC filed formal charges against respondent 
as set forth above. Respondent failed to answer the formal charges. 
Accordingly, the factual allegations contained therein were deemed 
admitted and proven by clear and convincing evidence pursuant to Supreme 
Court Rule XIX, § 1 l(E)(3). No formal hearing was held, but the parties 
were given an opportunity to file with the hearing committee written 
arguments and documentary evidence on the issue of sanctions. Respondent 
filed nothing for the committee's consideration. 

 
Hearing Committee Report 

 
After considering the ODC's deemed admitted submission, the 

hearing committee adopted the deemed admitted facts as its factual 
findings. Based on these facts, the committee determined respondent 
violated the Rules of Professional Conduct as follows: 

 
1. In Count I, respondent engaged in serious criminal 

conduct, converted substantial funds from his parents 
to fuel his drug use, and failed to cooperate with the 
ODC's investigation, in violation of Rules 8.1(b), 
8.1(c), 8.4(a), and 8.4(b ); 
 

2. In Count II, respondent failed to provide competent 
representation to Mr. Johnson, neglected Mr. 
Johnson's legal matter, failed to reasonably 
communicate with Mr. Johnson, failed to refund Mr. 
Johnson's unearned fees or otherwise deposit into his 
trust account any amount reasonably in dispute, 
failed to protect Mr. Johnson's interests after being 
terminated as his counsel, and failed to cooperate 
with the ODC's investigation, in violation of Rules 
1.1(a), 1.3, 1.4, 1.5(f)(5), 1.16(d), 3.2, 8.1(b), 8.1(c), 
8.4(a), and 8.4(d); and 

 
3. In Count III, respondent converted funds due to Ms. 

Becnel and to RPC from the settlement of Ms. 
Holder's matter and failed to cooperate with the 
ODC's investigation, in violation of Rules 1.15(a), 
1.15(d), 8.1(b), 8.1(c), 8.4(a), 8.4(b), 8.4(c), and 
8.4(d). 
 

The committee then determined that respondent knowingly and 
intentionally violated duties owed to his clients, the public, the legal system, 
and the legal profession. The committee further determined that respondent 
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caused actual harm to his parents by converting their funds to fuel his drug 
use, to Mr. Johnson by delaying his legal matter and failing to refund the 
unearned portion of the fee he paid, to Ms. Becnel and RPC by converting 
to his own use their funds from Ms. Holder's settlement, and to the 
disciplinary system by failing to cooperate with the ODC in its 
investigations. Relying on the ABA's Standards for Imposing Lawyer 
Sanctions, the committee determined the baseline sanction is disbarment. 

 
In aggravation, the committee found the following: a dishonest or 

selfish motive, a pattern of misconduct, multiple offenses, bad faith 
obstruction of the disciplinary proceeding by intentionally failing to comply 
with the rules or orders of the disciplinary agency, indifference to making 
restitution, and illegal conduct, including that involving the use of 
controlled substances. The sole mitigating factor found by the committee 
was the absence of a prior disciplinary record. 

 
After further considering the court's prior jurisprudence addressing 

similar misconduct, the committee recommended respondent be disbarred. 
The committee also recommended respondent be ordered to make full 
restitution to Mr. Johnson and/or the Louisiana State Bar Association's 
Client Assistance Fund, 2 as well as to his parents, Ms. Becnel, and RPC. 

 
Neither respondent nor the ODC filed an objection to the 

committee's report.  
 

Therefore, pursuant to Supreme Court Rule XIX, § 11(G), the 
disciplinary board submitted the committee's report to the court for review. 

 
DECREE 

 
Upon review of the findings and recommendation of the hearing 

committee, and considering the record, it is ordered that Aaron P. Mollere, 
Louisiana Bar Roll number 37232, be and he hereby is disbarred, retroactive 
to December 7, 2021, the date of his interim suspension. His name shall be 
stricken from the roll of attorneys and his license to practice law in the State 
of Louisiana shall be revoked. It is further ordered that respondent shall 
make full restitution to Kyle Johnson and/or the Louisiana State Bar 
Association's Client Assistance Fund, as well as to his parents, attorney 
Kathryn Becnel, and River Parishes Chiropractic. All costs and expenses in 
the matter are assessed against respondent in accordance with Supreme 
Court Rule XIX, § 10.1, with legal interest to commence thirty days from 
the date of finality of this court's judgment until paid. 
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6. Copies of the set of documents in a matter styled Louisiana Disciplinary Board, 

Docket Number: 23-DB-052, In Re: Aaron P. Mollere, (OCD 39334, 39535 and 39794); which 

includes Formal Charges filed August 18, 2023; Office of Disciplinary Counsel’s Submission on 

Sanctions filed November 27, 2023; Report of the Hearing Committee #54 filed January 5, 2024; 

and Supreme Court Order dated April 9, 2024; are attached hereto as Petitioner’s Exhibits 1 and 2 

and made a part hereof for all intents and purposes as if the same were copied verbatim herein. 

Petitioner expects to introduce certified copies of Exhibit 1 and 2 at the time of hearing of this 

cause. 

7. Petitioner prays that, pursuant to Rule 9.02, Texas Rules of Disciplinary Procedure, 

this Board issue notice to Respondent, containing a copy of this Petition with exhibits, and an order 

directing Respondent to show cause within thirty (30) days from the date of the mailing of the 

notice, why the imposition of the identical discipline in this state would be unwarranted.  Petitioner 

further prays that upon trial of this matter that this Board enter a judgment imposing discipline 

identical with that imposed by the Supreme Court of Louisiana and that Petitioner have such other 

and further relief to which it may be entitled. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 
 

Seana Willing 
Chief Disciplinary Counsel 
 
Amanda M. Kates 
Assistant Disciplinary Counsel 
Office of the Chief Disciplinary Counsel 
State Bar of Texas 
P.O. Box 12487 
Austin, Texas 78711 
Telephone: 512.427.1350 
Telecopier: 512.427.4167 
Email:  amanda.kates@texasbar.com 
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_________________________________ 
Amanda M. Kates 
Bar Card No. 24075987  
ATTORNEYS FOR PETITIONER 

 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I certify that upon receipt of the Order to Show Cause from the Board of Disciplinary 
Appeals, I will serve a copy of this First Amended Petition for Reciprocal Discipline and the Order 
to Show Cause on Aaron Paul Mollere, by personal service.  

Aaron Paul Mollere 
487 Central Avenue 
Reserve, Louisiana 70084 
        

 
______________________________ 
Amanda M. Kates  
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LOUISIANA ATTORNEY ~~L~A~:OARD 

DOCRETNUMBE@.~ Dij O 5 2 
IN RE: AARON P. MOLLERE 

(ODC 39334, 39535 and 39794) 

FORMAL CHARGES 

. ' 
•.• ;r " ~ 

NOW INTO THESE PROCEEDINGS, through undersignedbeputy Disciplinary Counsel, 

comes the Office of Disciplinary -Counsel ("ODC") to charge that AARON P. MOLLERE 

("Respondent")1 is guilty of professional misconduct warranting the imposition of discipline for 

the reasons set forth below, 

General Background 

1. 

Respondent is a Louisiana-li°'.'nsed attorney born in 1987. Respohdent was admitted to 

practice law in -Louisiana on October 20, 20,16 under Louisiana Bar Roll Number 37232, On 

December 7, 2021) Respondent was plaCed on inte1im suspension from the practice of law by the 

Louisiana Supreme Court ("Court"), In re: Mollere, 2021-1769 (La, 12/7/21), 328 So.3d 409. 

Respondent remains on interim su~pension today. 

1 During the course of the investigation of the complaints at issue, Respondent began to publicly identify as 
transgender. Respondent has used tq_e name "Autumn Hope" Mollere since October 2022. To date, Respondent's 
legal name has not been changed, "She/her" pronouns and adjectives will be used herein to reference Respondent 
excep~ when citing to specific language in evidence. 
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2. 

In compliance with Louisiana Supreme Court Rule XIX, Sections 3E(l) and 1 IB(3), the 

ODC obtained permission to file these formal charges, thus establishing probable cause to believe 

that a violation or attempted violation of the Louisiana Rules of Professional Conduct has occurred 

or that there are grounds for lawyer discipline pursuant to Louisiana Supreme Court Rule XIX, 

Section 9, 

Count One (ODC 39334) 

3. 

On June 24, 2021, the ODC received a complaint from Janet Mollere ("Mrs. Mollere") 

regarding Respondent. Mrs. Mollere is• Respondent's mother. The complaint ("Mollere 

Complaint") states that Respondent "needs help, most likely mental & to get drug free," and that 

she had been arrested in Jefferson Parish on June 15, 2021. Two appearance bonds attached to the 

Mollere Complaint confirm Respondent's arrest on that date. 

4. 

On July 7, 2021, the ODC sent a letter requesting a Mitten response to the referenced arrest 

to Respondent via certified mail to her Louisiana State Bar Association ("LSBA") registered 

primary/secondary address at-487 Central Avenue, Reserve, Louisiana 70084. Included therewith 

was a Judges and Lawyers Assistance Program, Inc. (" JLAP") Consent for Release of Confidential 

and/or Protected Health Information Form ("JLAP Authorization Form") for Respondent to 

execute and return to the ODC. On July 19, 2021, that correspondence was returned to the ODC 

for the following reason: "Return to Sender-No Such Number - Unable to Forward.'' 
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5. 

On July 13, 2021, the ODC sent an email to Respondent to her LSBA-registered 

service/public/private email address of apmollere@gmail.com. Delivery of that email to 

Respondent was confirmed via Microsoft Outlook on the same day. The email attached a second 

ODC letter, as well as the ODC's prior July 7, 2021 letter and the JLAP Authorization Form, and 

requested that Respondent provide a written response to the same by August 2, 2021. On JuJy 13, 

2021, the ODC also sent the same correspondence to Respondent to her LSBA-registered preferred 

address at P .0. Box 247, Reserve, Louisiana 70084. Respondent failed to provide a written 

response to the Mollere Complaint by that deadline. 

6. 

On August 5, 2021, the ODC sent a third letter to Respondent to her LSBA-registered 

preferred address. That letter granted Respondent an additional extension until August 25, 2021 

to provide a written response to the Mollere Complaint and to return ·the executed JLAP 

Autl1orization Form. Respondent failed to do either by that extended deadline. 

7. 

On August 6, 2021, the ODC obtained the mrest record related to Respondent's June 15, 

2021 arrest. Thal record confirmed that Respondent was mrested and charged with violation of 

La. R.S. 40:967C (possession of schedule II CDS (cocaine))·and La. R.S. l 4:95E (possession of a ,_ 

firearm while in possession of a controlled dangerous substance). The factual narrative in the 

arrest record states; in pertinent part: 

Based on the observed transaction and the suspicious behavior, in particular their 
extreme measures to avoid law enforcement, Detectives Lyvers and Foret 
conducted an investigatory stop of Renaudin and Mollere as they were walking 
through an open field towards his residence .... Upon Detectives approaching 
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Renaudin and Mollere, Detectives observed Mollere with bis hand behind his back. 
Detectives ordered Mollere to show his hands, at which time he revealed a firearm. 
Mollere was ordered to drop the firearm, to which he complied. Detectives detained 
Mollere and Renaudin utilizing handcuffs, pending further investigation. 

* * * * 
Detective Lyvers advised Mollere of his rights as per Miranda, which he agreed to 
waive and speak to Detective Lyvers regarding the investigatioIL Mollere advised 
Detective Lyvers that he was Renaudin's attorney.... Mollere also advised 
Detective Lyvers that he consumed crack cocaine throughout the day with 
RenaudiJL Mollere also advised that prior to being stopped by Detectives, he and 
Renaud.in just returned from purchasing crack cocaine in "New Orleans East." 

8. 

On August 20, 2021, the ODC received Respondent's executed JLAP Authorization Form 

and emailed the same to JLAP. On August 24, 2021, the ODC received documentation from JLAP 

regarding Respondent. The cover letter from JLAP stated, in pertinent part: 
I 

Mr. Mollere contacted the JLAP office on July 26, 2021. After completing a 
clinical interview, Mr. Mollere was referred for inpatient treatment at a facility 
experienced in treating professionals. On July 28, 2021, Mr. Mollere was admitted 
to Palmetto Addiction Recovery Center (Palmetto). Attached you will find records 
in the above referenced matter. 

According to Palmetto, Mr. Mollere meets -DSM-5 diagnostic criteria for the 
following: • 

• Alcohol Use Disorder, Severe 
• Cocaine Use Disorder, Severe 
• Opioid Use Disorder, Severe 
• Amphetamine Use Disorder, Severe 
• Sedative~hypnotic Use Disorder, Severe 
• Generalized Anxiety 
• Insomnia 
• Hypertension 
• Lumbar disc disease 

After 22 days oftreatroent, on August 18, 2021, Mr. Mollere left Palmetto against 
medical advice stating that his medical condition oflumbar disc disease with severe 
back pain inhibited his treatroent progress. 
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Mr. Mollere communicated with me that he intended to seek medical treatment with 
his neurologist the following week and then would return to Palmetto. I reached 
out to Mr. Mollere requesting an update on his medical trea1ment and am awaiting 
a call back. 

It is Palmetto's recommendation that Mr. Mollere immediately engage in and 
complete a JLAP-approved long term inpatient program experienced in treating 
attorneys and sign a 5-year monitoring contract with JLAP .... 

In light of the above and foregoing and after careful review of his history and 
records> [JLAP] recommends that Mr. Mollere follow all recommendations 
including completing a JLAP-approved long term. inpatient program· experienced 
in treating profe~sionals and signing a five-y.ear JLAP Recovery Agreement. 

9. 

On October 4, 2021, having received no written response to the Mollere Complaint, the 

ODC issued a subpoena to talce Respondent's sworn statement 

10. 

On November 3, 2021, the ODC agreed to temporarily postpone Respondent's sworn 

statement. On that day, the ODC emailed Respondent another copy of the Mollere Complaiot and 

granted an additional extension oftime until November 15, 2021 to provide a written response to 

that complaint. On November 15, 2021, the ODC sent Respondent an email reminder that her 

written response to that complaint was -due that day. Respondent failed to provide a written 

response by that extended deadline. 

11. 

On November 17, 2021, Respondent's sworn statement was taken. Respondent admitted 

that she had failed to cooperate with the ODC's investigation of the Mollere Cornplaiot: "And that 

is completely my fault, my apologies on that, I should've called." Respondent promised to 

"definitely provide writ.ten responses to each [ complaint]>' following her sworn statement> but then 
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failed to do so. During her sworn statement, Respondent admitted that she had used cocaine with 

her client (Jon Renaudin) prior to and on the day of her June 15, 2021 arrest, and that the factual 

narrative contained in the arrest record was substantially accurate. Respondent also admitted that 

she had converted between $30,000.00 - $40,000.00 of her parents' funds in order to fuel her 

"continuing [drug] use." 

12. 

Following her premature •departure from Palmetto in August 2021, Respondent has·not 

signed the recommended recovery agreement with, or ·otherwise· been.monitored by, JLAP. 

Respondent admits to having no contact with JLAP since July 2021. Respondent's use of illegal 

drugs continues today. 

13. 

Respondent's criminal matter arising out of her June 15, 2021 arrest remains pending 

today. 

14. 

The ODC respectfully submits that there is clear and convincing evidence that, with regard 

to Count One (ODC 39334), Respondent has violated Rule 8.l(b) and (c), as well as Rule 8.4(a) 

and (b), of the Louisiana Rules of Professional Conduct ("Rules"). 

Count Two (ODC 39535) 

• 15. 

On October 14, 2021, the ODC received a complaint from Kyle Johnson ("Mr. Johnson'') 

regarding Respondent. Mr. Johnson hired Respondent on May 27,- 2019 to defend him against a 

felony criminal charge of sexual battery in the matter of State of Louisiana v. Kyle Johnson, No. 
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19-3646, Division B, 24th Judicial District Court, Parish of Jefferson ("Johnson Litigation"). Mr. 

Johnson states, in pertinent part, that Respondent: anived two hours laie to court on July 6, 2021 

and failed to present oral argument on a motion to dismiss and/or quash bill of information that 

she previously had filed on Mr. Johnson's behalf, which motion was denied by the court; 

represented that she would take an appeal from that negative ruling but failed to do so; failed to 

attend two scheduled meetings with Mr. Johnson on July 9 and 12, 2021; failed to otherwise 

reasonably communicate with Mr. Johnson about his legal matter; failed to act with competence 

and reasonable diligence in representing Mr. Johnson; and failed to return unearned fees paid by 

:Mr. Johnson. As a result of her misconduct, Mr. Johnson terminated Respondent and hired new 

counsel in the Johnson Litigation. 

16. 

On October 20, 2021, the ODC sent a copy of that complaint ("Johnson Complaint'') and 

a request for a response to the same to Respondent via certified mail to her LSBA-registered 

preferred and primary/secondary addresses, ·as well as via email to her LSBA-registered 

service/public/private email address. Delivery of that email to Respondent was confirmed via 

Microsoft Outlook on the same day. On October 22, 2021, Mrs. Mollere also accepted delivery 

of that conespondence on Respondent's behalf. Re,spondenfs written response to fue Johnson 

Complaint was due no later than on November 5, 2021. Respondent failed to provide a written 

response by that deadline. 
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17. 

On November 3, 2021, the ODC granted Respondent an extension of time until November 

15, 2021 to provide a written response to the Johnson Complaint. Respondent failed to do so by 

that extended deadline. 

18. 

On November 17, 2021, following issuance of a subpoena, Respondent's sworn statement 

was taken. Therein, Respondent admitted that she had failed to cooperate with the ODC's 

investigation of the Johnson Complaint. Respondent promised to· Provide a written response to 

that complaint following her sworn statement, but then failed to do so. During her sworn 

statement, Respondent described her conduct related to the July 6, 2021 court date in the Johnson 

Litigation as follows: 

Yeah, those are right around the time I was trying to find a way to get myself and 
my wife at least closer to home and to a.place that was not, you know, around Mr. 
Renaudin's place --

* * * * 
[A]t that point I'd been up, I had not been sleeping after that incident much at all, 
if two hours a night, that was a lot. I was, I knew I bad court that day. I was, I, I 
guess I had lost-tracl< of my days at that point too .... I was probably delirious. And 
from my understanding of that day is I, I do remember getting a ride to cour;t 
because I didn't have any vehicles at that point and I remember that I was extremely 
tired. And like the motion had been drafted up for several weeks .... I had a 
presentation to adequately fit that motion. However, on the day fuat I was to go 
they wanted a, the clients had requested a, that the argument be presented that day 
and I said well I'm not in the, no shape to present it. . . . And we had a side bar with 
the, me and opposing counsel had a side bar with the judge. I explained the issues 
so the client had insisted that they'd go forward and that the only way I could think 
of doing that is to submit the motion on it, y0u know -- without, without 
argument. ... 

Respondent also admitted that she missed the scheduled July 9, 2021 meeting with Mr. 

Johnson because she "was exhausted -- and was sleeping most of the day, most of the night.,, 
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When asked why she missed the additionally-scheduled.July 12, 2021 meeting with Mr. Johnson, 

Respondent stated that she was "on the opposite side away from the office ... attempting to get 

rest or just relax" and did not hear when Mr. Johnson knocked on the office door. At the conclusion 

of the November I 7, 2021 sworn statement, Respondent stated that she would confirm whether 

Mr. Johnson was due any refund after termioating Respondent's services. Respondent failed to do 

so. 

19. 

Shortly after that sworn statement, Respondent was placed on interim suspension from the 

practice of Jaw by the Court. 

20. 

On Febniary I, 2023, the ODC granted Respondent an additional extension of time until 

March 20, 2023 to provide a written response to the Johnson Complaint On March 20, 2023, the 

ODC graoted Respondent a final extension of time until April 10, 2023 to provide a written 

response to that complaint. Respondent failed to do so by that final extended deadline. 

21. 

Respondent has not refunded any unearned fees to Mr. Johnson. On June 6, 2023, 

Respondent haod-delivered to the ODC certain of her trust account bank statements. Those records 

confirm that, following Mr. Johnson's July 13, 2021 termination of Respondent as counsel and 

request for a refund of unearned fees, Respondent failed to deposit into her trust account any 

amount representing the portion of the fee reasonably in dispute. 
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22. 

The ODC respectfully submits that there is clear and convincing evidence that, with regard • 

to Count Two (ODC 39535), Respondent has violated Rules l.l(a), 1.3, 1.4(a), 1.5(£)(5), l.16(d), 

3.2, 8.l(b) and (c), and 8.4(a) ,111d (d). 

Count Three (ODC 39794) 

23. 

On January 31, 2022, following Respondent's placement on interim suspension, fue ODC 

re~eived a complaint from Kathryn Becnel ("Ms. Becnel") and Miche\e.Meyer-("Ms. Meyer") 

regarding Respondent. That complaint ("Becnel Complaint") states, in pertinent part, that: 

Respondent represented Lakeshia Holder ("Ms. Holder'') in a personal injury matter; Ms. Becnel' s 

Jaw firm paid for certain expenses totaling at least $2,450.00 on Ms. Holder's behalf prior to 

transferring the matter to Respondent; Ms. Meyer's employer (River Parishes Chiropractic 

("RPC")) performed oilier services totaling $6,755.00 on Ms. Holder's behalf in the same matter; 

in March 2021, Respondent settled Ms. Holder's matter for $37,000.00 and received funds in 1hat 

same amonnt; when Ms. Becnel's law firm learned offue settlement and contacted Respondent, 

Respondent falsely represented that she still was waiting on receipt of funds to be able to reimburse 

Ms. Becnel's law firm for expenses paid and to pay RPC for services rendered; nearly two years 

after Respondent?s receipt of settlement funds, Ms. Becnel's firm and RPC still have not been 

reimbursed and paid by Respondent, respectively; and the settlement funds due to them were 

instead conve1ted by Respondent to fuel her illegal drug use. 
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24. 

On March 30, 2021, Respondent received the $37,000.00 settlement check for Ms. 

Holder's matter. On April 19, 2021, in a letter to Ms. Holder, Respondent confirmed that those 

funds were deposited into ~espondent's trust accow1t: 

The following is a breakdown of the settlement funds received by me in reference 
to your case. The settlement check has been placed in my trust account (JOLTA), 
and has cleared. I am now disbursing the settlement funds to you, and to all medical 
providers known by me to have treated you for injuries sustained in the above 
referenced accident. Monies will be disbursed in accordance with the breakdown 
below. 

Respondent did not thereafter reimburse Ms. Becnel's law fum or pay RPC for services rendered 

on Ms. Holder's behalf. 

25, 

On February 23, 2022, the ODC sent a copy of the Becnel Complaint and a request for a 

response to the same to Respondent via certified mail to her LSBA-registered preferred address. 

On March 11, 2023, Mrs. Mollere accepted delivery of that correspondence on Respondent's 

behalf. Respondent's written response to the Becnel Complaint was due on March 10, 2023. 

Respondent failed to provide a written response by that deadline.2 

26. 

On April 12, 2022, the ODC sent an email to Respondent to her LSBA-registered 

service/public/private email address. Deliyery of that email to Respondent was confirmed via 

Microsoft Outlook on the same day. The email attached an additional ODC letter and requested 

1 On February 23, 2022, the ODC also sent a copy of the Becnel Complaint and a request for a response to the same 
to Respondent via certified mail to her LSBA~registered primary/secondary address, On March 12, 2022, that 
correspondence was returned to the ODC for the following reason: "Return to Sender ~ No Mail Receptacle -Unable 
to Forward" 
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that Respondent provide a written response to the Becnel Complaint by April 22, 2022. 

Respondent failed to do so. 

27. 

On February 1, 2023, the ODC granted Respondent an additional extension of time until 

March 20, 2023 to provide a written response to the Becnel Complaint. On March 20, 2023, the 

ODC granted Respondent a final extension of time until April 10, 2023 to provide a written 

response to that complaint. Respondent failed to do so by that final extended deadline. 

28. 

On May 1, 2023, having received no written response to the Becnel Complalnt, the ODC 

issued a second subpoena to ·take Respondent's sworn statement· again, The subpoena also 

requested that Respondent produce a copy of Ms. Holder's client file at that sworn statement. 

29. 

On May 31, 2023, Respondent's sworn statement was taken for a second time. Respondent 

failed to produce a copy of Ms. Holder's client file at that statement, as required by the ODC's 

subpoena. Therein, Respondent confirmed receipt of the $37,000.00 settlement check for Ms. 

Holder's matter and placement of those funds in her trust account. Respondent also admitted to 

using illegal drugs at the time of receipt of those funds. When asked whether she had converted a 

portion of those funds to fuel her illegal drug use, Respondent testified that "[i]trnight be possible" 

and "maybe at the end there may have been some conversion that happened because of just plain 

not paying attention ... [a]nd just thinking that I'm just definitely trying to find a way to OD[.]" 
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30. 

During Respondent's May 31, 2023 sworn statement, the ODC requested that Respondent 

produce bank statements for her trust account. The ODC explained that Respondent was presumed 

to have converted the funds due to Ms. Becnel's firm and to RPC unless she could demonstrate 

otherwise. On June 6, 2023, Respondent hand-delivered to the ODC certain bank statements for 

her trust account, as well as a copy of Ms. Holder•~ client file, However, Respondent failed to 

produce requested trust account records for the months of March 2021 through June 2021, as well 

as August 2021 and September 2021. The records provided did riot rebut the presumption that 

Respondent personally converted the funds due to Ms. Becnel's law firm and to RPC. 

31. 

On June 19, 2023, the ODC sent an email to Respondent to her LSBA-registered 

servi"':/public/private email address. Delivery of that email to Respondent was confirmed via 

Microsoft Outlook on the same day. The email requested that Respondent provide to the ODC a 

copy of the missing 2021 trust account bank statements. Respondent failed to do. so. 

32, 

The ODC respec1fully submits that there is clear and convincing evidence that, with regard 

to Count Tlu·ee (ODC 39794), Respondent has violated Rules 1.15(a) and (d), 8.l(b) and (c), and 

8.4(a), (b), (c) and (d). 

WHEREFORE, the ODC respec1fully prays that Respondent, AARON P. MOLLERE, 

Louisiana Bar Roll number 37232, be served with a copy of these formal charges and be cited to 

answer the same within the legal delays provided by Louisiana Supreme Court Rule XIX, Section 

11E(3) and, after the lapse of all appropriate delays and due proceedings had, that there be a finding 
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of professional misconduct as outlined above and that appropriate discipline be imposed with 

Respondent cast for all costs and expenses associated with these proceedings. 

August 18, 2023 

Please serve Respondent at her 
LSBA primary/secondary and 
preferred addresses: 

487 Central Ave. 
Reserve, LA 70084 

P.O.Box247 
Reserve, LA 70084 
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OFFICE OF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL 

Christo her D. Kiesel, La: ·Bar No. 26360 
Deputy isciplinary Counsel 
4000 S. erwood Forest Blvd., Suite 607 
Baton Ro e, LA 7081-6 
Phone: (22 ) 293-3900 
ckiesel@ladb.org 



APPENDIX OF ALLEGED RULE VIOLATIONS 

Rule 1.1 Competence 

(a) A lawyer shall provide competent representation to a client. Competent representation 
requires the legal knowledge, skill, thoroughness and preparation reasonably necessary for 
the representation. 

Rule 1.3 Diligence 

A lawyer shall act with reasonable diligence and promptness in representing a client. 

Rule 1.4 Communication 

(a) A lawyer shall: 

(!) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

Rule 1.5 

promptly inform the client of any decision or circwnstances with respect to which 
the client's informed consent, as defined in Rule l.0(e), is required by these Rules; 

reasonably consult with the client about the means by which the client's objectives 
are to be accomplished; 
keep the client reasonably informed about the status of the matter; [and] 

promptly comply with reasonable requests for information[.] 

Fees 

(f) Payment of fees in advance of services shall be subject to the following ntles: 

(5) 

Rule 1.15 

* * * * 
When the client pays the lawyer a fixed fee, a minimum fee or a fee drawn.from an 
advanced deposit, and a fee dispute arises between the lawyer and the client, either 
during the course of the representation or at the termination of the representation, 
the lawyer shall immediately refund to the client the unearned portion of such fee, 
if any. If the lawyer and the client disagree on the unearned portion of such fee, 
the lawyer shall immediately refund to the client the amount, if any, that they agree 
has not been earned, and the lawyer shall deposit into a trust account an arnouut 
representing the portion reasonably in dispute. The lawyer shall hold such disputed 
funds in !lust until'the dispute is resolved .... 

Safekeeping Property 

(a) A lawyer shall hold property of clients or third persons that is in a lawyer's possession in 
connection with a representation separate :from.the lawyer's own property .... Other 
property shall be identified as such and appropriately safeguarded. Complete records of 
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such account funds and other property shall be kept by the lawyer aod shall be preserved 
for a period of five years after termination of the representation. 

* * * * 
( d) Upon receiving funds or other property in which a client or third person has an interest, a 

lawyer shall promptly notify the client or third person. . .. In all instances except as stated 
in this rule or as otl,erwise permitted by law or by agreement with the clien~ a lawyer shall 
promptly deliver to the client or third person any funds or other property that the client or 
third person is entitled to receive and, upon request by the client or third person, shall 
promptly render a full accounting regarding such property. 

Rule 1.16 Declining or Terminating Representation 

(d) Upon termination of representation, a lawyer shall take steps to the extent reasonably 
practicable to protect a client's interests~ such as , .. surrendering papers and property to 
which the client is entitled· and refunding any advance payment of fee or expense that has 
not been earned or incurred .. .. 

Rule3.2 Expediting Litigation 

A lawyer shall make reasonable efforts to expedite litigation consistent with the interests of the 
client. 

Rule 8.1 Bar Admission and Disciplinary Matters 

An applicant for admission to the bar1 or a lavvyer in connection with a bar admission application 
or in connection with a disciplinary matter, shall not: 

* * * * 
(b) . . . [K]nowingly fail to respond to a lawful demand for information from an admission or 

disciplinary authority1 except that this rule does not require disclosure of informati6n 
otherwise protected by Rule 1,6; or 

(c) Fail to cooperate with the Office of Disciplinary Counsel in its investigation of any 
matter before it except for an openly expressed claim of a constitutional privilege. 

Rule8.4 Misconduct 

It is professional misconduct for a lawyer to: 
I 

(a) Violate or attempt to violate the Rules of Professional Conduct, knowingly assist or induce 
another to do so, or do so through the act.s of another; 

(b) Commit a criminal act especially one that reflects adversely on the lawyer's honesty, 
trustworthiness or fitness as a lawy.er in other respects; 
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(c) Engage in conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit or misrepresentation; [or] 

(d) Engage in conduct that is prejudicial to the administration of justice[.] 
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OFFICE OF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL'S SUBMISSION ON SANCTIONS 

NOW INTO TIJIS PROCEEDING, through undersigned Deputy Disciplinary Counsel, 

comes 1he Office of Disciplinary Counsel ("ODC") for 1he purpose of submitting evidence and 

arguments on the issue of sanctions. 

L PROCEDURAL IDSTORY 

On August 18, 2023, 1he ODC filed formal charges against Aaron P. Mollere 

("Respondenf').1 Pursuant to Louisiana Supreme Comt Rule XIX, § 13A, the Louisiana Attorney 

Disciplinary Board Administrator ("Board Administrator") sent Respondent a copy of1he formal 

charges by certified mail to the primary/secondary address that Respondent has registered with the 

Louisiana State Bar Association ("LSBA"): 487 Central Avenue, Reserve, Louisiana 70084, That 

mailing was returned to sender. The Board Administrator also sent Respondent a copy of 1he 

formal charges by certified mail to 1he prefelTed mailing address 1hat Respondent has registered 

with !he LSBA: P.O. Box 247, Reserve, Louisiana 70084. On August 13, 2023, that mailing was 

accepted on Respondent's behalf. Out of an abundance of caution, on September 1, 2023, an ODC 

Staff Investigator personally served Respondent with a certified copy of the formal charges. 

Respondent failed to file an answer to the formal charges. 

On September 15, 2023, the ODC filed a Motion to Declare Factual Allegations Deemed 

Proven and to Schedule Written Arguments ("ODC' s Motion"). On September 29, 2023, the Chair 
I 

of Hearing Committee Number 54 issued an order ("Order") which granted the ODC's Motion. 

• During the course of the investigation of the complaints at issue, Respondent began to publicly identify as 
transgender. ODC Ex.hibit2 (hereafter, "ODC-_") at 007 (pp. 14-15). Respondent has used the name "Autmnn 
Hope" Mollere since October 2022. Id. at 020-021 and 024 (pp. 66-69 and 83: 10-13). To date, Respondent's legal 
name has not been changed. Id. "She/her'' pronouns and aqjectives will be used herein to reference Respondent 
except when citing to specific language in exhibits. 



The Order declared that the factual allegations contained within the formal charges are deemed 

admitted and proven by clear and convincing evidence. The Order gave Respondent twenty (20) 

days from the mailing of the Order to demonstrate good cause why impo.sition of the Order would 

be improper or would result in a miscarriage of justice. The Order also gave the parties sixty ( 60) 

days from the signing of the Order to flle written arguments aod documentary evidence on the 

issue of sanctions. On September 29, 2023, a copy of the Order was ~ailed to Respondenfs 

LSBA-registered preferred address. Respondent has not asked that the Order be recalled. 

The Louisiana Supreme Court ("Court") has explained the deemed-admitted rule as follows 

in In re: Donnan, 01-3058 (La. 1/10/03), 838 So.2d 715, 720: 

We hold that the "deemed admitted"rule must be applied as it is written. That rule 
states in unambiguous terms that if the respondent attorney does not timely answer 
formal charges of misconduct, the "factual allegations contained within the formal 
charges,, shall be deemed admitted and proven by clear and convincing evidence. 
Thus, the ODC bears no additional burden to prove the factual allegations contained 
in the formal charges after those charges have been deemed admitted. However, 
the language of§ 1 IE(3) does not encompass legal conclusions that flow from the 
factual allegations. If the legal conclusion the ODC seep to prove (i.e., a violation 
of a specific rule) is not readily available from the deemed admitted facts, additional 
evidence may need to be submitted in order to prove the legal conclusions that flow 
from the admitted factual allegations. In other words, mere allegations of a rule 
violation> without specific factual allegations or supporting evidence, is insufficiei,-it 
to prove misconduct by the requisite "clear and convincing" standard. 

JI. DEEMED-ADMITTED FACTS 

Respondent was born in 1987. Respondent was admitted to practice law in Louisiana on 

October 20, 2016 under Louisiana Bar Roll Number 37232.2 On December 7, 2021, Respondent 

was placed on interim suspension from the practice oflawby the Court. In re: Mollere, 21-1769 

2 ODC-1. 
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(La. 12/7/21), 328 So.3d 409.3 Respondent remains on interim suspension today. 

A, Count One (ODC 39334) 

On June 24, 2021, the ODC received a complaint from Janet Mollere ("Mrs. Mollere") 

regarcling Respondent.4 Mrs. Mollere is Respondent's mother.' The complaint ("Mollere 

Complaint") stated that Respondent "needs help, most likely mental & to get drug free," and that 

Respondent had been arre:3ted in Jefferson Parish on June 15, 2021.6 Two appearance bonds 

attached to the Mollere Complaint confirm Respondent's an·est on that date. 

On July 7, 2021, the ODC sent a letterrequesting a written response to the referenced arrest 

to Respondent via certified mail to her LSBA-registered primary/secondary address.' Jncluded 

therewith was a Judges and Lawyers Assistance Program, Inc. ("JLAP") Consent for Release of 

Confidential and/or Protected Health· Information Form ("JLAP Authorization ·Form") for 

Respondent to execute and return to the ODC.8 On July 19, 2021, that correspondence was 

returned to the ODC for the following reason: "Return to Sender - No Such Nnmber - Unable to 

Forward."9 

On July 13, 2021, the ODC sent an email to Respondent to her LSBA-registered 

service/public/private email address of apmollere@gmail.com." Delivery of that email to 

Respondent was confirmed via Microsoft Outlook on the same day. 11 The email attached a second 

3 ODC~3. 
• ODC-4. 
'Id. at 064 (p. 2). 
6 Id. 
7 ODC-5. 
8 Id. at 071. 
'Id. at 076 .. 
10 ODC~6; ODC~l. 
11 ODC-6 at 078. 
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ODC letter, as well as the ODC's prior July 7, 2021 letter and the JLAP Authorization Form, and 

requested that Respondent provide a written response to the same by August 2, 2021." On July 

13, 2021, the ODC also sent the same co1Tespondence to Respondent to her LSBA-registered 

preferred address. 13 Respondent failed to provide a written response to the Mollere Complaint by 

that deadline. 

On August 5, 2021, the ODC sent a third letter to Respondent to her LSBA-registered 

prefe1red address. 14 That letter granted Respondent an extension until August 25, 2021 to provide 

a written response to the Mollere Complaint and to return the e:Xecuted JLAP Authorization 

Forrn. 15 Respondent failed to do either by that extended deadline, 

On August 6, 2021, the ODC obtained the arrest record related to Respondent's June 15, 

2021 arrest. 16 That record confirmed that Respondent was arrested and charged with violation of 

La. R.S. 40:967C (possession of schedule II CDS ( cocaine)) and La. R.S. 14:95E (possession of a 

firearm wlille in possession of a controlled dangerous substance)." The factual narrative in ihe 

arrest record confirms, in pertinent part: 

Based on the observed transaction and the suspicious behavior, in particular thell' 
extreme measures to avoid law ·enforcement, Detectives Lyvers and Foret 
conducted an investigatory stop of Renauclin and Mollere as they were walking 
ibrough an open field towards his residence .... Upon Detectives approaching 
Renaudin and Mollere, Detectives observed Mollere wiih his hand behind his back. 
Detectives ordered Mollere to show bis hands, at which time he revealed a firearm. 
Mollere was ordered to drop the firearm, to whichhe complied. Detectives detained 
Mollere and Renauclin utilizing handcuffs, pending further investigation. 

* * * * 
Detective Lyvers advised Mollere of his rights as per Miranda, which he agreed to 

12 ODC-6 at 079-082. 
13 Id. at 079, 
14 ODC-7. 
15 Id. at 086. 
I~ ODC--8, 
17 Id. at 094-095. 
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waive and speak to Detective Lyvers regarding the investigation. Mollere advised 
Detective Lyvers that he was Renaudin's attorney.... Mollere also advised 
Detective Lyvers that he consumed crack cocaine throughout the day with . 
Renaudin. Mollere also advised that prior to being stopped by Detectives, he and 
~enaudinjust returned from purchasing crack cocaine in "New Orleans East.,'18 

On August 20, 2021, the ODC received Respondent's executed JLAP Authorization Form 

and emailed the same to JLAP. 19 On August 24, 2021, the ODC received documentatiou from 

JLAP regarding Respondent.20 The cover letter from JLAP stated, in pertinent part: 

Mr. Mollere contacted .the JLAP office on July 26, 2021. After completing a 
clinical interview, Mr. Mollere was refe11:ed for inpatient treatment at a facility 
experienced in treating professionals. On July 28, 2021, Mr. Mollere was admitted 
to Palmetto Addiction Recovery Center (Palmetto). Attached you will find records 
in the above referenced matter. 

According to Palmetto, Mr. Mollere meets DSM-5 diagnostic criteria for the 
following: 

• Alcohol Use Disorder, Severe 
• Cocaine Use Disorder, Severe 
• Opioid Use Disorder, Severe 
• Amphetamine Use Disorder, Severe 
• Sedative-hypnotic Use Disorder, Severe 
• Generalized Anxiety 
• Insomnia 
• Hypertension 
• Lumbar disc disease 

After 22 days of treatment, on August 18, 2021, Mr. Mollere left Palmetto against 
medical advice stating th.at his medical condition oflumbar disc disease with severe 
back pain inhibited his treatment progress. 

Mr. Mollere commnnicated with me that he intended to seek medical treatment with 
his neurologist the following week and then would return to Palmetto. I reached 
out to Mr. Mollere requesting an update on bis medical treatment and am awaiting 
a call back. 

18 ODC-R at 097-098. 
19 ODC-9. 
l-0 ODc-10: · 
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It is Palmetto)s recommendation that Mr. Mollere immediately engage in and 
complete a JLAP-approved long tenn inpatient program experienced in treating 
attorneys and sign a 5-year monitoring contract with JLAP .... • 

In light of the above and foregoing and after careful review of his histmy and 
records, [JLAPJ recommends that Mr. Mollere follow all recommendations 
including completing a JLAP-approved long term inpatient program experienced 
in treating professionals and signing a five-year JLAP Recovery Agreement.21 

On October 4, 2021, having received no written response to the Mollere Complaint, the 

ODC issued a subpoena to take Respondent's sworn statement.22 On November 3, 2021, the ODC 

agreed to temporarily postp~ne Respondent's sworn statement.~ OIJ. that day, the ODC emailed 

Respondent another copy of the Mollere Complaint and granted an additional extension until 

Novembe1r 15, 2021 to provide a written response thereto.24 On November 15, 2021, the ODC 

sent Respondent an email reminder that her written response to that complaint was due that day .25 

Respondent failed to provide a written response by that further extended deadline. 

On Nove~ber 17, 2021, Respondent's sworn statement was taken.26 Respondent admitted 

tbat she had failed to cooperate with the ODC's investigation of the Mollere Complaint: "And that 

is completely my fault, my apologies on that, I should've called.»27 Respondent promised to 

"definitely provide written responses to each [ complaint]" following her sworn statementi but then 

failed to do so.28 During her sworn statement, Respondent admitted that she had used cocaine with 

her client (Jon Renaudln) prior to and on the day of her June 15, 2021 arrest, and that the factual 

21 ODC~l0 at 107~108. 
"ODC-11. 
n ODC-12. 
24 fd. 
25 ODC-13 at 117. 
26 ODC-14. 
"Id. at 122 (p. 7:5-7). 
"Id. at 122-123 (p. 8:16-18 ruid p. 9: 16-19) 
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narrative _contained in the arrest record was substantially accurate.29 Respondent also admitted 

that she had converted between $30,000.00 • $40,000.00 of her parents' funds in order to fuel her 

"continuing [drug] use."30 

After her premature departure from Palmetto in August 2021, Respondent has not signed 

the recommended recovery agreement with, or otherwise been monitored by) JLAP .31 Respondent 

admits to having no contact with JLAP after July 2021. 32 Respondent also admits that her use of 

illegal drugs'continnes today. 33 Respondent's criminal matter arising out of her June 15, 2021 

arrest remains pending today.34 

B. Count Two (ODC 39535) 

On October 14, 2021, the ODC received a complaint from Kyle Johnson ("lvfr. Johnson") 

regarding Respondent ("Johnson Complaint")." Mr. Johnson hired Respondent on May 27, 2019 

to defend him against a felony criminal charge of sexual battery in the matter of State af Louisiana 

v. Kyle Johnson, No. 19-3646, 24th Judicial District Court, Division B, Parish of Jefferson 

("Johnson Litigation°).36 Respondent's misconduct related to the Johnson Complaint includes: 

arriviog two hours late to comt on July 6, 2021 and failing to present oral argument on a motion 

to dismiss and/or quash bill of information that Rehpondent previously had filed on Mr. Johnson's 

behalf, which motion was denied by the court; representing that she would take an appeal from 

that negative ruling but then failing to do so; failing to attend two scheduled meetings with Mr. 

29 ODG-14 at 128, 130, 133-134 and 138 (pp. 31-32:14-19; 37-38:24-11; 50-52:15-10; 53-55:11-10; 69:11-24). 
"Id. at 141-143 (pp. 82-89:18-24); see also ODC-2 at 024-025 (pp. 82-85:1-4). 
"ODC-2 at 019 (p. 62:2-7) 
32 Id, 
"See, cg., id. at 009-013, 017 and 025 (pp. 22-24:9-19; 27-29:23-4; 36-37:24-9; 56:11-19; 59:14-25; 85:11-19). 
"Id. at 021-022 (pp. 69-75:23-13). • 
35 ODC-15. 
36 Id. at 163 and 172, 
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Johnson on July 9 and 12, 2021; failing to otherwise reasonably communicate with Mr. Johnson 

about his legal matter; failing to act with competence and reasonable diligence in representing Mr. 

Johnson; and failing to return any unearned fees paid by Mr. Johnson.37 As a result of that 

misconduct, Mr. Jolmson terminated Respondent and hired new counsel in the Johnson 

Litigation.38 

On October 20, 2021, the ODC sent a copy of the Johnson Complaint and a request for a 

response to -the same to· Respondent via ce1tified mail to her LSBA-registered preferred and 

primary/secondary addresses, as well as via email to her LSBA-registered service/public/private 

email address.39 Delivery of that email to Respondent was confirmed via Microsoft Outlook on 

the same day.40 On October 22, 2021, Mrs. Mollere also accepted physical delivery of that 

correspondence on Respondent's behalf.41 Respondent's written response to the Johnson 

Complaint was due n~ later than on November 5, 2021.42 Respondent failed to provide a written 

response by that deadline. 

On November 3, 2021, the ODC granted Respondent an extension until November 15, 

2021 to provide a written response to the Johnson Complaint.43 Respondent failed to do so by that 

extended deadline. 

On November 17, 2021, following issuance of a subpoena, Respondenii s sworn statement 

was taken." Therein, Respondent admitted that she had failed to cooperate with the ODC's 

37 ODC-15 at 163-166 and 168; see also ODC-18 and ODC-19. 
)s ODC-15 at 168 and 172. 
39 ODC-16 and ODC-17. 
40 ooC-17at182. 
41 ODC-16 at 178-179. 
42 Jd. at 175. 
43 ODC-12. 
44 ODC-11 andODC-14. 
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investigation of the Johnson Complaint.45 Respondent promised to provide a written response to 

that complaint following her swam statement, but 1hen failed to do so. 46 During her sworn 

statement, Respondent desclibed her conduct related to 1he July 6, 2021 court date in 1he Johnson 

Litigation as follows: 

Yeah, those are right around the time I was trying to find a way to get myself and 
my wife at least closer to home and to a place 1hat was not, you know, around Mr. 
Renaudin's place --

* * * * 
.-[A Jt that poinl I'd-been up, I had not been sleeping after -1hat incident much at all, 
if two hours a night, that was a lot. I was, I knew I had court that day. I was, I, I 
guess I had lost track of my days at that point too .... I was probably delirious. And 
from my understanding of that day is I, I do remember getting a ride to court 
because I didn't have any vehicles at that point and I remember that I was extremely 
tired. And like the motion had been drafted up for several weeks .... I had a 
presentation to adequately fit that motion. However, on 1he day that I was to go 
1hey wanted a, the clients had requested a, that the argument be presented that day 
and I said well I'm not in the, no shape to present it. ... And we had a side bar with 
the, me and opposing counsel had a side bar with the judge. I explained the issues 
so the client had insisted that they'd go forward and that the only way I could think 
of doing that is to submit the motion on it, you know -- without, without 
argument. ... 47 

Respondent also admitted that she missed the scheduled July 9, 2021 meeting with Mr. 

Johnson because she "was exhausted p~ and was sleeping most of the day, most of the night. "48 

When asked why she missed 1he additionally-scheduled July 12, 2021 meeting with Mr. Johnson,· 

Respondent stated that she Was "on the opposite side away from 1he office ... attempting to get 

rest or just relax" and did not hear Mr. Johnson knocking on the office door.49 At the conclusion 

of the November 17, 2021 sworn statement, Respondent stated that she would confirm whether 

45 ODC-14 al 122 (p, 7:5-7). 
46 Id. at 122-123 (p. 8:16-18 and p. 9:16-19) 
"Id. at 144-145 (pp. 95-97:1-14). 
"Id. at 145 (p. 99:l-23). 
49 Id. at 146 (p. 102:11-18). 
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Mr. Johnson was due any refwid after terminating Respondent's services.50 Respondent failed to 

do so. 

Shortly after that sworn statement, Respondent was placed on interim suspension from the 

practice of law by the Court.51 On February I, 2023, the ODC granted Respondent an additional 

extension until March 20, 2023 to provide a written response to the Johnson Complaint.52 On 

March 20, _2023, the ODC granted Respondent a final extension until April I 0, 2023 to provide a 

written response to that complaint.53 Respondent failed to do so by that final extended deadline. 

Respondent has not refunded any fees paid by Mr. Johnson. On June 6, 2023, Respondent 

hand-delivered to the ODC certain of her trust account bank statements. Those records confirm 

that, following Mr. Johnson's July 13, 2021 termination of Respondent as counsel and request for 

a refund of any unearned fees, Respondent failed to deposit into her trust account any amount 

representing the portion of the fee reasonably in dispute. 54 

C. Count Three (ODC 39794) 

On January 31, 2022, the ODC received a complaint from attorney Kathryn Becnel ("Ms. 

Becnel") and Mlchele Meyer ("Ms. Meyer") regarding Respondent. 55 The deemed-admitted facts 

related to that complaint ("Becnel Complaint") include the following. Respondent represented 

Lakeshia Holder ("Ms. Holder") in a personal injury matter. Ms.-Becnel's law firm paid for certain 

_ expenses totaling at least $2,450.00 on Ms. Holder's behalf prior to transferring the matter to 

Respondent. Ms. Meyer's employer (River Parishes Chiropractic ("RPC")) performed other 

50 ODC-14 at 147 (pp. 105-106:13-7). 
SI ODCw3, 
Sl ODCw20 at221. 
Sl ODCw21 at 223. 
54 ODC-22 at229-231; see also ODC--19. 
55 ODC-23. 
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services totaling $6,755.00 on Ms. Holder's behalfin the same matter. In March 2021, Respondent 

settled Ms. Holder's matter. On March 30, 2021, Respondentreceived the $37,000.00 settlement 

check for that matter.56 On April 19, 2021, Respondent confirmed in a letter to Ms. Holder that 

those funds had been deposited into Respondent's trust account: 

The following is a breakdown of.the settlement funds received by me in reference 
to your case. The settlement check has been placed in my trust account (IOLTA), 
and has cleared. I am now disbursing the settlement funds to you, and to all medical 
providers known by me to have treated you for injuries sustained in the above 
referenced accident. Monies will be disbursed in accordance with the breakdown 
below.57 

Respondent did not thereafter reimburse Ms. Becnel's law firm or pay RPC for services 

rendered on Ms. Holder's behalf. When Ms. Becnel's law firm learned of the settlement and 

contacted Responden~ Respondent falsely represented that she was still waiting on receipt of funds 

to be able to reimburse Ms. BecnePs law firm for expenses paid and to pay RPC for services 

rendered. Two and a half years after Respondent's receipt of settlement funds, Ms. Becnel 's firm 

and RPC s1ill have not been reimbursed and paid by Respondent, respectively. 58 

On February 23, 2022, the ODC sent a copy of the Becnel Complaint and a request for a 

response to the same to Respondent via certified mail to her LSBA-registered preferred address." 

On March 11, 2022, Mrs. Mollere accepted delivery of that correspondence on Respondent's 

behalf.60 Respondent's written response to the Becnel Complaint was due on March 26, 2022.61 

56 ODC•24; see also ODC-23 at 250. 
s1 ODQ~25 at 260j see also ODC·23 at 251. 
58 ODC-23. 
59 ODC-26. 
60 Id. at265-266. 
61 Id. at 262. 
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Respondent failed to provide a written response by 1hat deadline. 62 

On April 12, 2022, the ODC sent an email to Respondent to her LSBA-registered 

service/public/private email address. 63 Delivery of that email to Respondent was confirmed via 

Microsoft Outlook on the same day.64 The email attached an additional ODC letter and requested 

that Respondent provide a written response to 1he Becnel Complaint by April 22, 2022. 65 

Respondent failed to do so. 

On February 1, 2023, the ODC granted Respondent an additional extension until March 

20, 2023 to provide a written response to the Becnel Complaint.66 0~ March 20, 2023, the ODC 

granted Respondent a final extension until April 10, 2023 to provide·• written response to that 

complaint.67 Respop.dent failed to do so by that final extended deadline. 

On May 1, 2023, having received no written response to the Becnel Complaint, the ODC 

issued a second subpoena to take Respondent's sworn statement again. 68 The subpoena also 

requested that Respondent produce a copy of Ms. Holder's client file at 1hat sworn statement. 

On May 31, 2023, Respondent's sworn-statement was taken for a second time.69 

Respondent failed to produce a copy of Ms. Holder's client file at that statement, as required by 

1he ODC' s subpoena.70 Therein, Respondent confirmed receipt of the $37,000.00 settlement check 

62 On February 23, 2022, the ODC also sent a copy of the Becnel Complaint and a request for a response to the same 
to Respondent via certified mail to her LSBA~registered primary/secondary address, See ODC~27. On March 12, 
2022, that conespondence was returned to the ODC for the following reason: "Return to Sender - No Mail 
Receptacle - Unable to Forward." Id. at 272. 
63 ODC-28. 
64 Id. at 274. 
65 Id. at 275. 
66 ODC-20 at 221. 
67 ODC-21 at 223. 
~ ODC-29. 
69 ODC-2. 
"Id at005 (pp. 5-7:21-3). 
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for Ms. Holder's' matter and placement of those funds in her trust account.71 Respondent also 

admitted to using illegal drugs at the time of receipt of those funds.72 When asked whether she 

had converted a portion of fuose settlement funds to fuel her illegal drug use, Respondent testified 

that "[i]t might be possible'1 and "maybe at the end there may have been some conversion that 

happened because of just plain not paying attention .. , [a]nd just fuinking fuat I'm just definitely 

trying to find a way to OD[.)"73 

During Respondent's May 31, 2023 sworn statement, the ODC requested that Respondent 

produce bank statements for her trust account. 74 The ODC explained fuat Respondent was 

presumed to have converted the funds due to Ms. Becnel's firm and to RPC unless Respondent 

could demonstrate otherwise.75 On June 6, 2023, Respondent hand delivered to the ODC certain 

bank statements for her trust account, as well as a copy of Ms. Holder's client file. However, 

Respondent failed to produce requested trust account records for the months of March 2021 

through June 2021, as well as August 2021 and Septe\Ilber 2021.76 The records provided do not 

rebut the presumption that Respondent personally converted the funds due to Ms. Becnel' s law 

firm and to RPC. 

On June 19, 2023, the ODC sent an email to Respondent to her LSBA-registered 

service/public/private email address. 77 Delive1y of that email to Respondent was confirmed via 

11 ODC-2at032(p.114:5-l7). 
"Id. at034 (pp.122-123:16-1), 
"Id, at033-034 (pp, 117:1-9 and 123-124:20-1); see also id. at 033 (p. 119:3-12), 
"Id. at033 (p. 118:17-24). 
1s Jd. at 033 (pp, 119-120:13-15); see also In re: Broussard, 20-0366 (La. 6122/20), 297 So.3d 750 (discussing the 
presumption of personal conversion); In re: Singleton, 22-1338 (La. 1127/23), 356 So.3d 925,931 C'[The 
respondent's] breach of the duty to create 11 disbursement sheet creates an adverse evidentiary presumption that the 
disbursement sheet would not have been in his favor.") 
16 ODC-22. 
77 ODC-30. 
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Microsoft Outlook on the same day,78 The email requested that Respondent provide to the ODC 

a copy of the missing 2021 trust account bank statements. Respondent failed to do so. 

IIL EVIDENCE IN SUPPORT 

The ODC offers, introduces and files into the record the following documentary evidence 

for the Hearing Committee's consideration in supp mt of the deemed-admitted facts set forth in the 

formal charges: 

ODC-1 
ODC-2 
ODC-3 
ODC-4 
ODC-5 
ODC-6 
ODC-7 
ODC-8 
ODC-9 
ODC-10 
ODC-11 
ODC-12 
ODC-13 
ODC-14 
ODC-15 
ODC-16 
ODC-17 
ODC-18 
ODC-19 
ODC-20 
ODC-21 
ODC-22 
ODC-23 
ODC-24 
ODC-25 
ODC-26 
ODC-27 
ODC-28 
ODC-29 
ODC-30 

Respondent's current registration information with the LSBA 
Transcript of Respondent's May 31, 2023 sworn statement 
Respondent's December 7, 2021 interim suspension order 
Mollere Complaint in ODC 39334 
July 7, 2021 ODC letter to Respondent with related documents 
July 13, 2021 ODC email and letter to Respondent with related documents 
August 5, 2021 ODC letter to Respondent with related documents 
JPSO records related to Respondent's June 15, 2021 arrest 
August 20, 2021 ODC email to JLAP with related documents 
August 24, 2021 JLAP email 1o ODC with related docmnents [filed under seal] 
October 4, 2021 ODC subpoena to Respondent 
November 3, 2021 ODC email to Respondent 1 

November 3 and 15, 2021 ODC emails to Respondent 
Transcript of Respondent's November 17, 2021 sworn statement 
Johnson Complaint in ODC 39535 
October 20, 2021 ODC letter to Respondent with related documents 
October 20, 2021 ODC email to Respondent with related docmnents 
July 6, 2021 minute entry in Johnson Litigation 
Mr. Johnson client assistance fu11-d claim related documents 
January 31 - February 1, 2023 email exchange between ODC and Respondent 
March 20, 2023 email exchange between ODC and Respondent 
Trust account bank statements, delivered by Respondent to ODC on June 6, 2023 
Becnel Complaint in ODC 39794 
March 30, 2021 letter from Jeff Diez to Respondent 
April 19, 2021 letter and attachment from Respondent to Ms. Holder 
February 23, 2022 ODC letter to Respondent with related docmnents 
Februaiy 23, 2022 ODC second letter to Respondent with.related documents 
April 12, 2022 ODC email and letter to Respondent with related documents 
May 1, 2023 ODC subpoena to Respondent • 
June 19, 2023 ODC email to Respondent 

71 ODC.30 at 280, 

14 
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IV. ARGUMENT ON SANCTIONS 

A. Respondent's Misconduct in Relation to the Rules at Issue 

With regard to Count One (ODC 39334), Respondent engaged in serious criminal conduct; 

converted substantial funds from her parents in order to fuel her drng use; and failed to cooperate 

with the ODC's investigation of the Mollere Complaint Such misconduct clearly violated Rules 

8,l(b) and (c), as well as Rule 8.4(a) and (b), of the Louisiana Rules of Professional Conduct 

("Rules'1). 

With regard to Count Two (ODC 39535), Respondent failed to provide competent 

representation to Mr. Johnson; failed to act with reasonable diligence and promptness in 

representing Mr, Johnson; failed to reasonably communicate with Mr, Johnson; failed to refund to 

Mr. Johnson any unearned fees or otherwise deposit any amount representing the portion of the 

fee reasonably in dispute into her trust account; failed to take steps reasonably practicable to 

protect Mr. Johnson's interests after being te1minated as counsel; failed to make reasonable efforts 

to expedite the Johnson Litigation consistent with the interests of Mr. Johnson; failed to cooperate 

with the ODC's investigation of the }ohnson Complaint; and otherwise engaged in conduct 

prejudicial to the administration of justice, Such misconduct clearly violated Rules l.l(a), 1.3, 

1.4(a), 1.5(f)(5), l.16(d), 3.2, 8.l(b) and (c), and 8.4(a) and (d), 

With regard to Count Three (ODC 39794), Respondent converted funds due to Ms. 

Becnel's law furn and to RPC from the settlement of Ms. Holder's matter; failed to cooperate with 

the ODC' s investigation of the Becnel Complaint; engaged in conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, 

deceit or misrepresentation; and engaged in conduct prejudicial to the administration of justice. 

Such misconduct clearly violated Rules 1.15(a) and (d), 8.l(b) and (c), and 8.4(a), (b), (c) and (d). 
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B. Factors to Consider in Imposing Discipline 

Louisiana Supreme Court Rule XIX, § l 0C sets forth four factors which the Court considers 

when imposing discipline: "(!) whether the lawyer has violated a duty owed to a client, to the 

public, to the legal system, or to the profession; (2) whether the lawyer acted iotentionally, 

knowiogly, or negligently; (3) the amolU1t of the actual or potential iojury caused by the lawyer's 

misconduct; and ( 4) the existence of any aggravating or mitigating factors. 11 See also Standard 3 .0 

of the ABA's Standards for Imposing Lawyer Sanctions ("ABA's Standards"). 

Duties Violated 

In violating the above-referenced Rules, Respondent violated duties owed to the client~ the 

public, the legal system aud the legal profession. See In re: Merritt, 23-0134 (La. 5/31/23), 361 

So.3d451, 455; In re: White, 22-1701 (La. 2/24/23), 355 So.3d 1085, 1090; In re:Bingel,-19-1459 

(La. 11/19/19), 300 So.3d 815, 819. 

Respondent's Mental State 

The ABA's Standards define ,clmowledge' as '(the conscious awareness of the nature or 

attendant circumstances of the conduct but without the conscious objective or pu1pose to 

accomplish a particular result.,, The ABA's Standards define "intent'1 as '(the conscious objective 

or purpose to accomplish a particular result.,, Respondenes violation of the above-referenced 

Rules was knowiog aud iotentional. 

Actual or Potential Injury Caused by Respondent 

Respondent's misconduct caused significant actual harm to: (1) her parents, by converting 

their funds to fuel Respondent's drug use; (2) Mr. Johnson, by foreclosiog his ability to appeal 

from an adverse ruliog and by delaying resolution of the Johnson Litigation, aud by failiog to 
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refund any unearned fees to him; (3) Ms. Becnel's law firm and RPC, by converting funds due to 

them from the settlement proceeds of Ms. Holder's matter; and (4) the disciplinary system, by 

failing to cooperate with the ODC's investigation of an three complaints. 

Aggravating.or Mitigating Factors 

Six aggravating factors set forth in Standard 9 .22 of the ABA' s Standards are present as to 

Respondent: a dishonest or selfish motive; a patter.n of misconduct; multiple offenses; bad faith 
I 

obstruction of the disciplinary proceeding by intentionaHy failing to comply with rules or orders 

of the disciplinary agency; indifference to making restitution; Rlld illegal conduct, including that 

involving the use of controlled substances. 

One mitigating factor set forth in Standard 9.32 of the ABA's Standards is present as to 

Respondent: absence of a prior disciplinaiy record. 

Baseline Sanction 

The baseline sanction for Respondent's most seribus misconduct is disbarment. Standard 

5.ll(a) and (b) of the ABA's Standards states, in pertioent part: "Disbarment is generally 

appropriate when: (a) a lawyer engages in serious criminal conduct a necessary element of which 

includes intentional interference with the administration of justice, . , . , misrepresentation, fraud, 

, .. , misappropriation, or theft; .... ; or (b) a lawyer engages in any other intentional conduct 

involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit, or misrepresentation ihat seriously adversely reflects on the 

lawyer's filness to practice." See also Standards 4.11 and 4.4l(b) and (c) of the ABA's Standards. 

C. Louisiana Jurisprudence 

The Court's jurisprudence confirms that disbarment is the appropriate sanction for aH of 

Respondent's misconduct. In In re: Merritt, 23-0134 (La. 5/31/23), 361 So.3d 451, 453, the 
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respondent failed to answer the formal charges which went deemed admitted, The Court found 

that "[t]he record ... supports a finding that respondent neglected a legal matter, failed to 

communicate with his clients, conve1ied client funds, and failed to cooperate with the ODC in its 

investigation." Id. at 454. The misconduct violated Rules 1.3, 1.4, l.15(d), 8.l(c), and 8.4(a) and 

(b). Id. The respondent's misconduct was knowing, if not intentional, and caused significant 

actual harm. Id. at 455. The baseline sanction for that misconduct was disbarment. Id. There 
I 

were six aggravating factors (a dishonest or selfish motive, bad faith obstruction of the disciplinary 

proceeding by intentionally failing to comply with the rules or orders of the disciplinary agency, 

refusal to acknowledge the wrongful nature of the conduct, substantial experience in the practice 

of law, indifference to making restitution, and illegal conduct, including that involving theft of 

client property) and only one mitigation factor ( absence of a prior disciplinary record) present. Id. 

at 453-455. The Court disbarred the respondent and also ordered him to make foll restitution to 

bis clients and/or the Client Assistance Fund, as appropriate. Id. at 455. 

In In re: White, 22-1701 (La. 2/24/23), 355 So.3d 1085, 1088, the respondent failed to 

answer two sets of formal charges which went deemed admitted. The Court found that "[t]he 

record ... support[s] a finding that respondent neglected a legal matter and continuously misled 

the client about the status of the legal matter, engaged in criminal conduct involving illegal drugs, 

failed to appeal' for his arraignment and evaded a bench warrant for more than five years, ignored 

a client's multiple requests for the return of file, and failed to cooperate with the ODC in three 

investigations." Id. at 1091. The misconduct violated Rnles 1.3, 1.4, 3.4(c), 1.16(d), 8.l(c), and 

8.4(a), (b), (c) and (d). Id. The respondent's misconduct was knowing and intentional, and it 

caused actual and potential harm. Id. at 1092. There were eight aggravating factors (a dishonest 
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or selfish motive, a pattern of misconduct, multiple offenses, bad faith obstruction of the 

disciplinary proceeding by intentionally failing to comply with the rules or orders of the 

disciplinary agency, refusal to acknowledge the wrongful nature of the conduct, vulnerability of 

the victim, substantial experience in the practice of law, and illegal conduct, including that 

involving the use of controlled substances) and only one mitigation factor (absence of a prior 

disciplinary record) present. Id. at I 091-1092. The Court disbarred the respondent. Id. at 1092. 

In In re: Hinge/, 1-9-1459 (La. 11/19/19), 300 So.3d 815, 817, the respondent failed to 

answer the formal charges which went deemed admitted. The Court found that "[t]he record ... 

supports a finding that respondent failed to perform any services for a client, misled a client about 

the status of her case, solicited and purchased prescription medication from a client, and failed to 

cooperate with the ODC in an investigation." Id. at 819. This misconduct violated Rules 1.l(a) 

and (b), 1.3, 1.4(a)(4), l.S(f), 8.l(c), and 8.4(b) and (c). Id. at 817-819. The respondent's 

misconduct was knowing and intentional, and it caused actual harm. Id. at 819. The baseline 

sanction for that misconduct was disbarment. Id. There were fotrr aggravating factors (a dishonest 

or selfish motive, refusal to acknowledge the wrongful nature of the conduct, vulnerability of the 

victim, and substantial experience in the practice of law) and only one mitigating ~actor (absence 

of a prior disciplinary record) present. Id. The Court noted that the respondent "has taken no 

responsi'bility for her actions and there is no indication that she has ever sought treatment for her 

drug use." Id. The Court then concluded: "Considering the totality of her misconduct, along with 

her failure to cooperate with the ODC in its investigation1 we agreement that disbmment is the 

appropriate sanction in this case." Id. at 820. The Court also ordered that the respondent pay 

restitution> with legal interest, to her former client. Id. 
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V. PROPOSED SANCTION 

Disciplinary proceedings are designed to "maintain high standards of conduct, protect the 

public, preserve the integrity of the profession> and deter future misconduct." Louisiana State Bar 

Ass'nv. Reis, 513 So.2d 1173, 1177-78 (La 1987). "The discipline to be imposed will depend 

upon the seriousness of the offense involved and the facts and circumstances of each case," taking 

"into account both aggravating and mitigating circumstances." Louisiana State Bar Ass 'n v. 

Whittington, 459.So.2d 520,524 (La. 1984) . 

. Given the deemed-admitted facts set forth in the formal charges, which are corroborated 

by the evidence in suppmt, the ABA's Standards, the Court's jurisprudence, and.the fact that six 

aggravating factors substantially outweigh the sole mitigating factor present here, the ODC 

respectfully submits that disbarment is the appropriate sanction for all of Respondent's misconduct 

here. The Hearing Committee should also recommend that Respondent be ordered to make full 

restitution to her former client (Mr, Johuson) and/or the Client Assistance Fund, as appropriate, as 

well as to the affected third paities (Respondent's parents, Ms. Becnel's law firm and RPC).79 

Finally, Respondent should be ordered to pay all costs and expenses associated with this 

proceeding. See La. S. Ct. Rule XIX,§ 10.1. 

19 An order ofrestitution is not restricted to fonner clients. It can also include affected third parties. In In re: Sharp, 
09~0207 (La. 6/26/09), 16 So.3d 343, 350, the respondent "converted to his own use approximately $50,000 
belonging to his law firm[.]" The Court disbarred the respondent and ordered him ''to make full restitution to his 
former law firm.." Id. at 351. 
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November 27, 2023 Respectfully Submitted, 

OFFICE OF I;JISCIPLINARY COUNSEL 

Christ pher D. Kiesel 
Depu Disciplinary Counsel 
La. Bar Roll No. 26360 
4000 S. Sherwood Forest Blvd., Suite 607 
Baton Rouge, LA ·70816 
Phone: (225) 293-3900 
ckiesel@ladb.org . 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that, on this 27th day of November, 2023, a copy of the foregoing pleading (with 

exhibits) was sent to Respondent, by placing a copy of the same in the United States mail, postage 

prepaid and properly addressed, to her LSBA-registered preferred address: P. 0. Box 24 7, Reserve, 

Louisiana 70084. A copy of the foregoing pleading (without exhibits) also was sentto Respondent 

on this date- to her email address: autumn.mollere@gmail.com. 

Christo) her D. Kiesel 
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APPENDIX-RULES VIOLATED 

Rule 1.1 Competence 

(a) A lawyer shall provide competent representatiQn to a client. Competent representation 
requires the legal lmowledge, skill, thoroughness and preparation reasonably necessary for 
the representation. 

Rule 1.3 Diligence 

A lawyer shall act with reasonable diligence and promptness in representing a client 

Rule 1.4 Communic.ation 

(a) A lawyershall: 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

Rule 1.5 

promptly inform the client of any decision or circumstances with respect to which 
the client's informed consent, as defined in Rule 1.0(e), isrequired by these Rules; 

reasonably consult with the client about the means by which the client's objectives 
are to be accomplished; 

keep the client reasonably informed about the status of the matter; [and] 

promptly comply with reasonable requests for information(.] 

Fees 

(f) Payment of fees llJ. advance of services shall be subject to the following rules: 

(5) 

Rulel.15 

' * * * * 
V/hen the client pays the lawyer a fixed fee, a minimum fee or a fee drawn from an 
advanced deposit, and a fee dispute arises between the lawyer and the client, either 
during the course of the representation or at the termination of the representation, 
the lawyer shall inunediately refund to the client the unearned portion of such fee, 
if any. If the lawyer and tbe client disagree on the unearned p01tion of such fee, 
the lawyer shall inunediately refund to the client the amount, if any, that they agree 
has not been earned, and the lawyer shall deposit into a trust account an amount 
representing the portion reasonably in dispute. The lawyer shall hold such disputed 
funds in trust until the dispute is resolved., .. 

Safekeeping Property 

(a) A lawyer shall hold property of clients or third persons that is in a lawyer's possession in 
connection with a representation separate from the lawyer's own property,... Other 

22 



property shall be identified as such and appropriately safeguarded. Complete records of 
such account funds and oilier property shall be kept by ilie lawyer and shall be preserved -
for a period of five years after termination of the representatibn, 

* * * * 
( d) Upon receiving funds or oilier property in which a client or third person has an interest, a 

lawyer shall promptly notify ilie client or fuird person. . . . In all instances except as stated 
in this rule or as oilierwise permitted by law or by agreement wiili ilie client, a lawyer shall 
promptly deliver to ilie client or fuird person any funds or other property iliat ilie client or 
third person is entitled to receive and, upon request by the client or third person, shall 
promptly render a full accounting regarding such property. 

Rulel.16 Declining or Terminating Representation 

(d) Upon termination of representation, a lawyer shall t~e steps to the extent reasonably 
practicable to protect a client's interests, such as ... surrendering papers and property to 
which ilie client is entitled and refunding any advance payment of fee or expense that has 
not been earned or incurred .... 

Rule3.2 Expediting Litigation 

A lawyer shall make reasonable efforts to expedite litigation consistent wiili ilie interests of the 
client. 

Rule8.1 Bar Admission and Disciplinary Matters 

An applicant for admission to the bar, or a lawyer in connection with a bar admission application 
or in connection. with a disciplinary matter, shall not: 

* • .* * * 

(b) .. , [K]nowingly fail to respond to a lawful demand for information from an admission or 
disciplinruy authority, except that this rule does not require disclosure of information 
otherwise protected by Rule 1.6; or 

(c) Fail to cooperate wiili ilie Office of Disciplinary Counsel in its investigation of any 
matter before it except for an openly expressed claim of a constitutional privilege. 

Rule8.4 Misconduct 

It is professional misconduct for a lawyer to: 

(a) Violate or attempt to violate the Rules of Professional Conduct, knowingly assist or induce 
anoilier to do so, or do so furough the acts of another; 

(b) Commit a criminal act especially one that reflects adversely on ilie lawyer's honesty, 
trustworthiness or fitness as a lawyer in other respects; 
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(c) Engage in conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit or misrepresentation; [or] 

(d) Engage in conduct that is prejudicial to the administration of j~tice[.J 
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Docket# 
23-DB-052 

LOUISIANA ATTORNEY DISCIPLINARY BOARD 

IN RE: AARON P. MOLLERE 

DOCKET NO. 23-DB-052 

REPORT OF HEARING COMMITTEE# 54 

INTRODUCTION 

Filed-Ori. 

1/5/2024 

This attorney disciplinary matter arises out of fonnal charges filed b~ the Office of 

Disciplinary Counsel ("ODC") against Aaron P. Mollere ("Respondent"), Louisiana Bar Roll 

Number 37232.1 ODC alleges that Respondent violated the following Rules of Professional 

Conduct: l.l(a), 1.3, l.4(a), 1.5(1)(5), 1.15(a) & (d), l.16(d), 3.2, 8.J(b) & (c), 8.4(a) (b) (c) & 

(d).' 

PROCEDURAL HISTORY 

The formal charges were filed on August 18, 2023. By letters dated Aug~st 22, 2023, the 

fonnal charges were mailed via certified mail to Respondent's primary and preferred registration 

addresses.' The mailing to the preferred address was received on or about August 23, 2023. The 

mailing to the primary registration address was returned. Additionally, Respondent was personally 

served with the charges on September 1, 2023. Respondent failed to file an answer to the charges. 

Accordingly, on September 15, 2023, ODC filed a motion to deem the factual allegations admitted 

pursuant to Louisiana Supreme Court Rule XIX,§ 11 (E)(3),4 By order signed September 28, 2023, 

I Respondent was ~dmitted to the practice of law in Louisiana on October 20, 2016. Respondent is currently suspended 
from the practice of law on an interim basis. In re Mollere, 2021-1769 (La. 12/7/2021), 328 So.3d 409, 
1 See the attached Appendix. for the text of these Rules. 
3 487 Central Ave., Reserve, LA 70084 (primary)i P.O. Box 247, Reserve, LA 70084 (preferred}. 
4 This rule states: 

The respondent shall file a written answer with the Board and serve a copy on disciplinary counsel 
within twenty (20) days after service of the fonnal charges, unless the time is extended by the chair 
of the hearing committee. ln the event, Respondent fails to answer within the prescl'lbed time, or the 



the factual allegations contained in the formal charges were deemed admitted. On Noveqiber 27, 

2023, ODC filed its submission on sanction. 

For the following reasons, the Committee finds that Respondent violated Rules 1.l(a), 

1.3,l.4(a), l.5(f)(5), l.15(a) and (d), l.16(d), 3.2, 8.l(b) and (c), 8.4(a), (b), (c) and (d) and 

therefore violated duties owed to the client, the public, the legal system and the legal profession. 

Accordingl)', the Committee recommends the disbarment of Respondent, as well as full restitution 

to her former client (Mr. Johnson) and/or the Client Assistance Fund, as well as the affected third 

parties (Respondent's parents1 Ms. Becnel's law finn and RPC} 

FORMAL CHARGES 

The fofmal charges read, in pertinent part: 

NOW INTO THESE PROCEEDINGS, through undersigned Deputy 
Disciplinary Counsel, comes the Office of Disciplinary Counsel ("ODC") to charge 
that MRON P. MOLLERE ("Respondent") [FNl] is guilty of professional 
misconduct warranting the imposition of discipline for the reasons set forth below. 
[FNl. During the course of the investigation of the complaints at issue, Respondent 
began to publicly identify as transgender. Respondent has used the name "Autumn 

• Hope" Mollere since October 2022. To date, Respondent's legal name has not been 
changed. 11She/her11 pronouns and adjectives will be used herein to reference 
Respondent except when citing to specific language in evidence.) 

General Background 
Respondent is a Louisiana-licensed attorney born in 1987. Respondent was 

admitted to practice law in Louisiana on October 20. 2016 under Louisiana Bar 
Roll Number 37232. On December 7, 2021, Respondent was placed on interim 
suspension from the practice of law by the Louisiana Supreme Court ("Court"). In 
re: Mollere, 2021,1769 (La. 1217/21), 328 So.3d 409. Respondent remains on 
interim suspension today. 

time as extended, the factual allegations contained within the formal charges shall be deemed 
admitted and proven by clear and convincing evidence. Disciplinary Counsel shall file a motion 
with the chair of the hearing committee to which the matter is assigned requesting that the factual 
allegations be deemed proven with proof of se1Vice of the formal charges upon the respondent The 
order signed by the hearing committee chair shall be served upon respondent as provided by Section 
l3C. Within twenty (20) days of the mailing of the order of the hearing committee chair deeming 
the factual allegations .contained in the formal charges proven, the respondent may move the hell.ring 
commtttee·chair to recall the order thus issued upon demonstration of good cause why imposition 
of the order would be improper or would result in a miscarriage of justice. 
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In compliance with Louisiana Supreme Court Rule XIX, Sections 3E(l) and 
118(3), the ODC obtained pem1ission to file these fonnal charges, thus establishing 
probable cause to believe that a violation or attempted violation of the LOuisiana 
Rules of Professional Conduct has occurred or that there are grounds for lawyer 
discipline pursuant to Louisiana Supreme Comi Rule XIX, Section 9. 

Count One (ODC 39334) 
Ori June 24, 2021, the ODC received a complaint from Janet Mollere ("Mrs. 

Mollere") regarding Respondent. Mrs. Mollere is Respondent's mother. The 
complaint ("Mollere Complaint") states that Respondent "needs help, most likely 
mental & to get drug free," and that she had been arrested in Jefferson Parish on 
June 15, 2021. Two appearance bonds attached to the Mollere Complaint confinn 
Respondent's arrest on that date. 

On July 7, 2021, the ODC sent a letter requesting a written response to the 
referenced arrest to Respondent via certified mail to her Louisiana State Bar 
Association ("LSBA") registered primary/secondal)'. address at 487 Central 
Avenue, Reserve, Louisiana 70084. Included therewith was a Judges and Lawyers 
Assistance Program, Inc. ('1JLAP1

) Consent for Release of Confidential and/or 
Protected Health Information Fann ("JLAP Authorization Fann") for Respondent 
to execute and return to the ODC. On July 19, 2021, that correspondence was 
returned to the ODC for the following reason: "Return to Sender- No Such Number, 
Unable to Forward." 

On July 13, 2021, the ODC sent an email to Respondent to her
0

LSBA­
registered service/public/private email address of apmollere@gmail.com. Delivery 
of that email to Respondent was confirmed via Microsoft Outlook on the same day. 
The email attached a second ODC letter, as well as the ODC's prior July 7, 2021 
letter and the JLAP Authorization Form, and requested that Respondent provide a 
written response to the same by August 2, 2021. On July 13, 2021, the ODC also 
sent the same correspondence to Respondent to her LSBA-registered preferred 
address at P.O. Box 247, Reserve, Louisiana 70084. Respondent failed to provide 
a written response to the Mollere Complaint by that deadline. 

011 August 5, 2021, the ODC sent a third letter to Respondent to her LSBA­
registered preferred address. That letter gianted Respondent an additional extension 
until August 25, 2021 to provide a written response to the Mollere Complaint and 
to return the executed JLAP Authorization Form. Respondent failed to do either by 
that extended deadline. 

On August 6, 2021, the ODC obtained the arrest record related to 
Respondent's June 15, 2021 arrest. That record confirmed that R_espondent was 
arrested and charged with violation of La. R.S. 40:967C (possession of schedule II 
CDS (cocaine)) and La. R.S. 14:95E (possession of a firearm while in possession 
of a controlled dangerous substance). The factual narrative in the arrest record 
states, in pertinent part: 

Based on the observed transaction and the suspicious behavior, in 
particular their e~treme measures to avoid law enforcement, 
Detectives Lyvers and Foret conducted an investigatory stop of 
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Renaudin and Mollere as they were walking through an open field 
towards his residence ... , Upon Detectives approaching Renaudin 
and Mollere, Detectives observed Mollere with his hand behind his 
back. Detectives ordered Mollere to show his hands, at which time 
he revealed a firearm. Mollere was ordered to drop the firearm, to 
which he complied. Detectives detained 
Mollere and Renaudin utilizing handcuffs, pending further 
investigation. 

**** 
Detective Lyvers advised Mollere of his rights as per Miranda. 
which he agreed to waive and speak to Detective Lyvers regarding 
the investigation. Mollere advised Detective Lyvers that he was 
Ren8.udin1s attorney, ... Mollere also advised Detective Lyvers that 
he consumed cr~ck cocaine throq.ghout the day with Renaudin. 
Mollere also advised that prior to being stopped by Detectives, he 
and Renaudinjust returned from purchasing cr~ck. c;ocaine in °New 
Orleans East. 11 

On August 20, 2021, the ODC received Respondent's executed JLAP 
Authorization Form and emailed the same to JLAP. On August 24, 2021, the ODC 

-------·--reeeived-d0eumentatiGn-from-..JLA-P-r-egarding..Resp.ond~nt.._The...cover Jetter frorp 
JLAP stated, in pertinent part: 

Mr. Mollere contacted the JLAP office on July 26, 2021. After 
completing a clinical interview, Mr. Mollere was referred for 
inpatient treatment at a facility experienced in treating professionals. 
On July 28, 2021, Mr. Mollere was admitted to Palmetto Addiction 
Recovery Center (Palmetto). Attached you will find records in the 
above referenced matter. 
According to Palmetto, Mr. Mollere meets DSM-5 diagnostic 
criteria for the following: 
• Alcohol Use Disorder, Severe 
• Cocaine Use Disorder1 Severe 
• Opioid Use Disorder> Severe 
• Amphetamine Use Disorder, Severe 
• Sedatiye~hypnotic Use Disorder, Severe 
• Generalized Anxiety 
• Insomnia 
• Hypertension 
• Lumbar disc disease 
After 22·days of treatment, on August 18, 2021, Mr. Mollere left 
Palmetto against medical advice stating that his medical condition 
of lumbar disc disease with severe back pain inhibited his treatment 
progress. 
Mr. Mollere communicated with me that he intended to seek 
medical treatment with his neurologist the following week and then 

4 



would return to Palmetto. I reached out to Mr. Mollere requesting 
an update on his medical treatment and am awaiting a caU back. 
It is Palmetto1s recommendation that Mr. Mollere immediately 
engage in and complete a JLAP-approved Jong term inpatient 
program experienced in treating attorneys and sign a 5-year 
monitoring contract with JLAP .... 
In light of the above and foregoing and after careful review of his 

• history and records, [JLAP] recommends that Mr. Mollere follow 
all recommendations including completing a JLAP-approved long 
term inpatient program experienced in treating professionals and 
signing a five-year JLAP Recovery Agreement. 

On October 4) 2021 1 having received ·no written response to the Mollere 
Complaint, the ODC issued a subpoena to take Respondent's sworn statement. 

On November 3, 2021, the ODC agreed to temporarily postpone 
Respondent's sworn statement. On that day, the ODC ema.iled Respondent another 
copy of the Mollere Complaint and granted an additional extension of time until 
November 15, 2021 to provide a written response to that complaint. On November 
15, 2021, the ODC sent Respondent an email reminder that her written response to 
that complaint was due that day. Respondent failed to provide a written response 
by that extended deadline. 

On November 17, 2021, the Respondent's sworn statement was taken. 
Respondent admitted that she bad failed to cooperate with the ODC's investigation 
of the Mollere Complaint: "Aod that is completely my fault, my apologies on that, 
I should've called. 11 Respondent promised to 11definitely pro¥i.de written responses 
to each [complaint]" following her sworn statement, but fuen failed to do so. During 
her sworn statement, Respondent admitted that she had used cocaine with her client 
(Jon Renaudin) prior to and on the day of her June I 5, 2021 arrest, and that the 
factual narrative contained in the arrest record was substantially accurate. 
Respondent also admitted that she had converted between $30,000.00- $40,000.00 
of her parents1 funds in order to fuel her "continuing [drug] use.11 

Following her premature departure from Palmetto in August 2021, 
Respondent has not signed the recommended recovery agreement with1 or 
otherwise been monitored by, JLAP. Respondent admits to having no contact with 
JLAP since July 2021. Respondent's use ofillegai drugs continues today. 

Respondent's criminal matter arising out of her June l 5, 2021 arrest remains 
pending today. 

The ODC respectfully submits that there is clear and convincing evidence 
that, with regard to Count One (ODC 39334), Respondent has violated Rule 8, l(b) 
and (c), as well as Rule 8.4(a) and (b), of the Louisiana Rules of Professional 
Conduct (11Rules11

). 

Count Two (ODC 39535) 
On October 14, 2021, the ODC received a complaint from Kyle Johnson 

(
11Mr. Johnson11

) regarding Respondent. Mr. Johnson hired Respondent on May 27, 
2019 to defend him against a felony criminal charge of sexual battery in the matter 
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of Slate of Louisiana v. Kyle Johnson, No, 19-3646, Division B, 24th Judicial 
District Comi, Parish of Jeffersori C'Johnson Litigation11 ). Mr. Johnson states, 'in 
pertinent part, that Respondent: arrived two hours late to court on July 6, 2021 and 
failed to present oral argument on a motion to dismiss and/or quash bill of 
information that she previously had filed on Mr. Johnson's behalf, which motion 
was denied by the court; represented that she would take an appeal from that 
negative ruling but failed to do so; failed to attend two scheduled I)leetings with 
Mr. Johnson on July 9 and 12, 2021; failed to otherwise reasonably communicate 
with Mt, Johnson about his legal matter; failed to act with competence and 
reasonable diligence in representing Mr. Johnson; and failed to return unearned fees 
paid by Mr. Johnson. As a result of her misconduct, Mr. Johnson terminated 
Respondent and hired new counsel in the Johnson Litigation. 

On October 20, 2021, the ODC sent a copy of that complaint ("Johnson 
Complaint11

) and a request for a response to the same to Respondent via certified 
mail to her LSBA-registered preferred and primary/secondary addresses, as well as 
via email to her LSBA-registered service/public/private email address. Delivery of 
that email to Respondent was confirmed via Microsoft Outlook on the same day. 
On October 22, 2021, Mrs. Mollere also accepted delivery of that correspondence 
on Respondent's behalf. Respondent's written response to the Johnson Complaint 
was due no later than November 5, 2021. Respondent failed to provide a written 
response by that deadline, 

On November 3, 2021, the ODC granted Respondent an extension of time 
until November 15, 2021 to provide a written response to the Johnson Complaint. 
Respondent failed to do so by that extended deadline. 

On November 17, 2021, following issuance of a subpoena, Respondenes 
sworn statement was taken. Therein, Respondent admitted that she had failed to 
cooperate with the ODC's investigation of the Johnson Complaint. Respondent 
promised to provide a written response to that complaint following her sworn 
statement, but then failed to do so. During her sworn statement, Respondent 
described her conduct related to the July 6, 2021 court date in the Johnson Litigation 
as follows: 

Yeah, those are right around the time I was trying to find a way to 
get myself and my wife at least closer to home and to a place that 
was not, you know, around Mr. Renaudin's place--
**** 
[A]t that point I'd been up, I had not been sleeping after that incident 
much at all, if two hours a night1 that was a lot. I was, I knew l had 
court that day, I was, I, I guess I had lost track of my days at that 
point too ,,,, I was probably delirious, And from my understanding 
of that day is I, I do remember getting a ride to court because l didn't 
have any vehicles at that point and l remember that l was extremely 
tired. And like the motion had been drafted up for several weeks ,,,, 
I had a presentation to adequately fit that motion. However, on the 
day that I was to go they wanted a, the clients had requested a, that 
the argument be presented that day and I said well I'm not in the, no 
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shape to present it.. .. And we had a side bar with the, me and 
opposing counsel had a side bar with the judge. I explained the 
issues so the client had insisted that they'd go forward and that the 
only way I could think ~f doing that is to submit the motion on it, 
you know - without, without argument .... 

Respondent also admitted that she missed the scheduled July 9, 2021 
meeting with Mr. Johnson because she 11 was exhausted - and was sleeping most of 
the day, most of the night." When asked why she missed the additionally-scheduled 
July 12, 2021 meeting with Mr. Johnson, Respondent stated that she was "on the 
opposite side away from the office ... attempting to get rest or just relax" and did 
not hear when Mr. Johnson knocked on the office door. At the conclusion of the 
November 17, 2021 sworn-statement, Respondent stated that she would confirm 
whether Mr. Johnson was due any refund after terminating Respondent's services. 
Respondent failed to do SO, 

Shortly after that sworn statement, Respond!!:nt was placed on interim 
suspension from the practice of law by the Court. 

On February 1, 2023, the ODC granted Respondent an additionai extension 
of time until March 20, 2023 to provide a written response to the Johnson 
Complaint. On March 20, 2023, the ODC granted Respondent a final ·extension of 
time until April IO, 2023 to provide a written response to that complaint. 
Respondent failed to do so by that final extended deadline. 

Respondent has not refunded any unearned fees to Mr. Johnson. On June 6, 
2023, Respondent hand-delivered to the ODC certain of her trust account bank 
staiements. Those records confirm that, following Mr. Johnson's July l3, 2021 
termination of Respondent as counsel and request for a refund of unearned fees. 
Respqndent failed to deposit into her hust account any amount representi'ng the 
portion of the fee reasonably in dispute. 

The ODC respectfully submits that there is clear and convincing evidence 
that, with regatd to Count Two (ODC 39535), Respondent has violated Rules 
I, I (a), 1.3, 1.4(a), l.5(f)(5), l.16(d), 3.2, 8.1 (b) and (c), and 8.4(a) and (d), 

·count Three (ODC 39794) 
On January 31, 2022, following Respondent's placement on interim 

suspension, the ODC received a complaint from Kathryn Becnel C1Ms. Becnel") 
and Michele Meyer ("Ms. Meyer") regarding Respondent. That complaint ("Becnel 
Complaint'1

) states, in pertinent part1 that: Respondent represented Lakeshia Holder 
(

11Ms, Holder11
) in a personal injury matter; Ms. Becnel's law firm paid for certain 

expenses totaling at least $2,450.00 on Ms. Holder's behaif prior to transferring the 
matter to Respondent; Ms. Meyer1s employer (River Parishes Chiropractic 
("RPC")) perfonned other services totaling $6,7 55.00 on Ms. Holder's behalf in 
the same matter; in March 2021 i Respondent settled Ms. Holder's matter for 
$37,000.00 and received funds in that same amount~ when Ms. Becnel's law firm 
learned of the settlement and contacted Respondent, Respondent falsely 
represented that she still was waiting on receipt of funds to be able to reimburse 
Ms. ·Becnel's law firm for expenses paid and to pay RPC for services rendered; 
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nearly two years after Respondent's receipt of settlement funds, Ms. Becnel's firm 
and RPC still have not been reimbursed and paid by· Respondent, respectively; and 
the settlement funds due to them were instead converted by Respondent to fuel her 
illegal drug use. 

Qn March 30, 2021, Respondent received the $37,000.00 settlement check 
for Ms. Holder's matter. On April 19, 2021, in a letter to Ms. Holder, Respondent 
confirmed that those funds were deposited into Respondent's trust account: 

• The following is a breakdown of the settlement funds received by 
me in reference to your case. The settlement check has been placed 
in my trust account (!OLTA), and bas.cleared. I am now disbursing 
the settlement funds to you, and to all medical providers known by 
me to have treated you for injuries sustained in the above referenced 
accident. Monies will be disbursed in accordance with the 
breakdown below. 

Respondent did not thereafter reimburse Ms. Becnel's la"' firm or pay RPC for 
services rendered on Ms. Holder's behalf. 

On Februaiy 23; 2022, the ODC sent a copy of.the Becnel Complaint and a 
request for a response to the same to Respondent via certified mail to her LSBA­
registered preferred address. On March 11, 2023, Mrs, Mollere accepted delivery 
of that correspondence on Respondent's behalf. Respondent's written response to 
the Becnel Complaint was due on March 10, 2023. Respondent failed to provide a 
written response by that deadline. [FN2. On Februaiy 23, 2022, the ODC also sent 
a copy of the Becnel Complaint· and a request for a response to the same to 
Respondent via certified mail to her LSBA-registered primaiy/secondary address. 
On March 12, 2022, that correspondence was returned to the ODC for the following 
reason: 11 Return to Sender- No Mail Receptacle- Unable to Forward.1'] 

On April 12, 2022, the ODC sent an email to Respondent to her LSBA­
registei-ed service/public/private email address. Delivery of that email to 
Respondent was confirmed via Microsoft Outlook on the same day. The email 
attached an additional ODC letter and requested that Respondent provide a written 
response to tl1e Becnel Complaint by April 22, 2022. Respondent failed to do so. 

On Februaiy 1, 2023, the ODC granted Respondent an additional extension 
oftime until March 20, 2023 to provide a written response to the Becnel Complaint. 
On March 20, 2023, the ODC granted Respondent a final extension of time until 
April I 0, 2023 to provide a written response to that complaint. Respondent failed 
to do so by that final extended deadline. 

On May 1, 2023, having received no written response to the Becnel 
Complaint, the ODC issued a second subpoena to take Respondent's sworn 
statement again. The subpoena also requested that Responde~t produce a copy of 
Ms. Holder1s client file at that sworn statement. 

On May 31, 2023, Respondent's sworn statement was taken for a second 
time. Respondent failed to produce a copy of Ms. Holder's client file at that 
statement, as required by the ODC1s subpoena. Therein, Respondent confinned 
receipt of the $37,000.00 settlement check for Ms. Holder's matter _and_placement 

8 



of those funds in her trust account. Respondent also admitted to using illegal drugs 
at the time of receipt of those funds. When asked whether she had converted a 
portion of those funds to fuel her illegal dmg use, Respondent testified that "[i]t 
might be possible" and "maybe at the end there may have been some conversion 
that happened because of just plain not paying attention ... [a Jnd just thinking that 
I'm just definitely trying to find a way to OD[.]" . 

_During Respondent's May 31, 2023. sworn statement, the ODC requested 
that Respondent produce bank statements for her trust account. The ODC explained 
that Respondent was presumed to have converted the funds due to Ms. Becnel's 
finn and to RPC unless she could demonstrate otherwise. On June 6, 2023, 
Respondent hand-delivered io the ODC certain bank statements for her trust 
account, as well as a copy of Ms. Holder's client file. However, Respondent failed 
to produce requested trust account records for the months of March 2021 through 
June 2021, as well as August 2021 and September 2021. The records provided did 
not rebut the presumption that Respondent personally converted the funds due to 
Ms. Becnel's law firm and to RPC. 

On June 19, 2023, the ODC sent an email to Respondent to her LSBA­
registered service/public/private email address. Delivery of that email to 
Respondent was confirmed via Microsoft Outlook on the same day. The email 
r_equested that Respondent provide to the ODC a copy of the missing 2021 trust 
account bank statements. Respondent failed to do so. 

The ODC respectfully submits that there is clear and convincing evidence 
that, with regard to Count Three (ODC 39794), Respondent has violated Rules 
1.15(a) and (d), 8.l(b) and (c), and 8.4(a), (b), (c) and (d). 

EVIDENCE 

The Committee reviewed the exhibits submitted by ODC, which are Exhibits ODC 1-30. 

Respondent did not submit evidence or argll;ffient for the Committee's consideration, nor did he 

request to be heard in mitigation pursuant to Rule XlX, §11 (E)(4). 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

The Committee adopts the facts set forth. in ODC,s Submission on Sanction~. 

RULES VIOLATED 

• Respondent engaged in serious criminal conduct; converted substantial funds from 

her parents to fuel her drug use and failed to cooperate with the ODC's investigation 

of the Mollere Complaint thereby violating Rules 8.l(b) and (c), as well as Rule 

8.4(a) and (b). 

9 



) 

• Respondent failed to provide competent representation to Mr. Johnson, failed to act 

with reasonable diligence and promptness in representing Mr. Johnson, failed to 

reasonably communicate with Mr. Johnson, failed to refund Mr. Johnson's 

unearned fees or otherwise deposit any amount representing the portion of the fee 

reasonably in dispute into her trust account, failed to take steps reasonable 

practicable to protect Mr. Johnson's interests after being tenninated as counsel, 

failed to make reasonable efforts to expedite the Johnson Litigatio~ consistent with 

the interests of Mr. Johnson, failed to cooperate with the ODC's investigation, and 

otherwise engaged in conduct prejudicial to the administration of justice thereby 

violating Rules 1.l(a), 1.3, 1.4(a), 1.5(!)(5), l.16(d), 3.2, 8.l(b) and (c) and 8.4 (a) 

and (d). 

• Respondent converted funds due to Ms. Becnel's law firm and to RPC from the 

settlement of Ms. Holder's matter, failed to cooperate with the ODC's investigation 

of the Becnel Complaint, engaged in conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit or 

misrepresentation, and engaged in conduct prejudicial to the administration of 

justice thereby violating Rules_ l.15(a) and (d), 8.l(b) and (c), and 8.4(a), (b), (c), 

and (d). 

SANCTION 

Louislana Supreme Court Rule XIX, § I 0(C), states that when imposing a sanction after a 

finding of lawyer misconduct1 a committee shall consider the following factors: 

(I) Whether the lawyer has violated a duty owed lo a client, to the public, to the legal system, 
or to the profession; . • 

(2) Whether the lawyer acted intentionally, knowingly, or negligently; 
(3) The amount of the actual or potential injury caused by the lawyer's misconduct; and 
(4) The existence of any aggravating or mitigating factors. 
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) 

Here, Respondent violated duties owed to the client, the public, the legal system, and the legal 

profession. She acted knowingly and intentionally. Respondent's misconduct caused actual hann: 

(!) to her parents by converting their funds to fuel her drug use; (2) Mr. Johnson, by foreclosing 

his ability to appeal from an adverse ruling and by delaying resolution of the Johnson litigation, 

and by failing to refund any unearned fees to him; (3) Ms. Becnel's law finn and RPC by 

converting funds due to them from the settlement proceeds of Ms. Holder's matter; and (4) the 

disciplinary srstem, by failing to cooperate with the ODC's investigation of all three COl:Uplaints. 

The ABA Standwds for Imposing Lawyer Sanciions suggest tliat disbarment is the baseline 

sanction for Respondent's misconduct. Standard 5.1 J(a) and (b) of the ABA's Standards states, 

in part, "Disbarment is generally appropriate when: (a) a lawyer engages in serious criminal 

conduct a necessary element of which includes intentional interference with the administration of 

justice ... misrepresentation~ fraud, misappropriation, or theft, ... ; or (b) a lawyer engages in any 

other intentional conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit or misrepresentation that seriously 

adversely reflects on the lawyer's fitness 'to practice." 

Six aggravating factors in Standard 9 .22 of the ABA' s Standards are present as to 

Respondent: a dishonest or selfish motive~ a pattern of misconduct; multiple offenses; bad faith 

obstruction of the disciplioary proceeding by.intentionally failing to comply with rules or orders 

of the disciplinary agency; indifference to making restitution; and illegal conduct, including that 

involving the use of controlled substances. One mitigating factor set forth in Standard 9.32 of the 

ABA 's Standard is present as to Respondent: absence of a prior disciplinary record. 

Louisiana jurisprudence supports that disbannent is the appropri!lte sanction for all of 

Respondent's misconduct. See In re: Merritt, 23-0134 (La. 5/31/23), 361 So. 3d 451, 453; In re: 
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White, 22-1701 (La. 21~4/23), 35$ So, Jd' (085, 1088;.ln re: /1ing¢/; 19·.14$9-(La, I )/i9/19), 3Q:0 

So, 3d 8-15,iU 7, 

c;QNCLUSJ.ON 

Gh!.Cl\ the d'eem1id-ad11titted fuc(;s set fotth ht the ,forma:l charg_es,whkh are corroborated 

.agg1,ivating factm~ substantially outweigh,tlie sole.11tiii_gp\ing factor present here, the Com,01i[\ee 

re.coi11tne.t,.ds dH.:b&iment as ·the aP,pf6priat.e sailClion tor ~Ji of R:eSjJondehfs misconduc.t. ln 
' ·, 

addition, the Commi,t'ee·reepmmends· that ~espondent be· ordered: tp· 1111<ke full rnstitut)on \o h.er 

former client. (Mt Jii\mso.h), and/or U1e: C)_Leilt Assistl\,rte Fund, as a]iptoptiate, as well as. to. th¢ 

.affected t),ird parties (~esponc!ent's parents, Ms, B.ecnel's law -fiI\n, an,!. RPC), F,inally, the, 

eol1lmhtee reriominendS: that Rt5Spo-ndenf be: assessed wfth -the cOsls a11d expenses df the 

proceedi.11g pursuant to.Rule XIX, §'] p:1. 

This opi'nioJi ·is unaiiimous and !iris. been reviewed by each commihee triernber, whci fully 

concur ,;ild \>/ho have autho.rizecl_ A.le~is P. Joachim, to· sigt) O'n tlteir b.eh&if, 

NM Q/zjrd, Louisiana, tliis .--:t daj of\~ , 202/ 1 
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APPENDIX 

Rule 1.1. Competence 

(a) A lawyer shall provide competent representation to a client Competenfrepresentation requires 
the legal knowledge, skill, thoroughness and preparation reasonably necessary for the 
representation. 

Rule 1.3. Diligence 

A lawyer shall act with reasonable diligence and promptness in representing a client. 

Rule 1.4. Communication 

(a) A lawyer shall: (I) promptly inform the client of any decision or circumstance with respect to 
which the client's informed consent, as defined in Rule l.O(e), is required by these Rules; (2) 
reasonably consult with the client about the means by which the client's objectives are to be 
accomplished; (3) keep the client reasonably informed about the status of the matter; (4) promptly 
comply with reasonable requests for information; and (5) consult with the client about any relevant 
limitation on the lawyer's conduct when the lawyer kn.Ows that the client expects assistance not 
permitted by the Rules of Professional Conduct or other law. 

Rule 1.5. Fees 

(f) Payment offees in advance of services shall be subject to the following rules: ... (5) When the 
client pays the lawyer a fixed fee, a minimum fee or a fee drawn from an advanced deposit) and a 
ree disp\.lte arises between the lawyer and the client, either during the course ofthe representation 
or ·at the termination of the representation, the lawyer shall immediately refund to the client the 
unearn~d portion of such fee, if any. If the lawyer and the client disagree on the unearried portion 
of such fee, the lawyer shall immediately refund to the client the amount, if any, that they agree 
has not been earned, and the lawyer shall deposit into a trust account an amount representing the 
portion reasonably in dispute. The lawyer shall hold such disputed funds in trust until the dispute 
is resolved, but the lawyer shall not do so to coerce the client into accepting the lawyer's 
contentions. As to any fee dispute, the lawyer should suggest a means for prompt resolution such 
as mediation or arbitration, including arbitration with the Louisiana State Bar Association Fee 
Dispute Program. 

Rule 1.15. Safekeeping Property 

(a) A lawyer shall hold property of clients or third persons that is in a lawyer's possession in 
connection with a representation separate from the lawyer's own property. Except as provided in 
(g) and the IOLTA Rules below, funds shall be kept in one or more separate inter.est-bearing client 
trust accounts maintained in a bank or savings and loan association: 1) authorized by federal or 
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state law to do business in Louisiana, the deposits of which are insured by an agency of the federal 
government; 2) in the state where thefawyer's primary office is situated, if not within Louisiana; 
or 3) elsewhere with the consent of the client or third person. No earnings on a client trust account 
may be made available to or utilized by a lawyer or law finn. Other property shall be identified as 
such and appropriately safeguarded. Complete records of such account funds and other property 
shall be kept by the lawyer and shall be preserved for a period of live years after termination of 
th~ representation. 

(d) U~on receiving funqs orother property in which a client or third person has an interest, a lawyer 
shall promptly notify the client or third person. For purposes of this rule, the third person's interest 
shall be ·one of which. the lawyer has actual knowledge, and shall be limited to a statutory lien or 
privilege, a final judg1J1ent addressing disposition of those funds or property, or a written 
agre,ment by the client or the lawyer on behalf of the client guaranteeing payment out of those 
funds or property. Except as stated in this rule or otherwise permitted by law or by agreement with 
the client, a lawyer shall promptly deliver to the client or third person any funds or other property 
that the client or third person is entitled to receive and, upon requ.e:st by the client or third person, 
shall promptly render a full accounting regarding such property. 

Rule 1.16. Declining or Terminating Representation 

(d) Upon termination of repres~ntation, a lawyer shall take steps to the extent reasonably 
practicable to protect a client's interests, such as giving reasonable notice to the client, allowing 
time for employment of other coi:msel, surrendering papers and property to which the client is 
entitled and refunding any adv8.Ilce payment of fee or expense that has not been earned or incurred. 
Upon'written request by the client, the lawyer shall promptly release to the client or the client's 
new lawyer the entire file relating to the matter. The lawyer may retain a copy of the file but shall 
not condition rele8Se over issues relating to the expense of copying the file or for any other reason. 
The responsibility for the cost of copying shall be determined in an appropriate proceeding. 

Rule 3.2. Expediting Litigation 

A lawyer shall make reasonable efforts to expedite litigation Consistent with the interests of the 
client 

Rule 8.1. Bar Admission and Disciplinary Matters 

An applicant for admission to the bar, or a lawyer in connection with a bar admission application 
or in connection with a disciplinary matter, shall not: 

(b) Fail to disclose a fact necessary to correct a misapprehension known by the person to have 
arisen in the matter, or knowingly fail to respond to a lawful demand for information from an 
admissions or disciplinary authority, except that this rule does not require disclosure of infonnation 
otherwise protected by Rule 1.6; or 
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(c) Fail to cooperate with the Office of Disciplinary Counsel in its investigation of any matter 
before it except for an openly expressed claim of a constitutional privilege. 

Rule 8.4. Misconduct 

It is professional misconduct for a lawyer to: 
(a) Violate or attempt to violate the Rules of Professional Conduct, knowingly assist or induce 
another to do so, or do so through the acts of another; 
(b) Commit a criminal act especially one that reflects adversely on the lawyer's honesty, 
trustworthiness or fitness as a lawyer in other respects; 
(c) Engage in conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit or misrepresentation; 
(d) Engage in conduct that is prejudicial to the administration of justice; 
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THE LOUISIANA ATTORNEY DISCIPLINARY BOARD 
2800 Veterans Memorial Blvd. Suite 3 I 0 

Meiairie, Louisiana 70002 

COST STATEMENT 
ORIGINAL 

Name: Aaron Paul Mollere 
487 Central Ave 

Statement Date: 01105/'24 

Reserve, LA 70084--

Case/ Complaint Date Description Charge 

0039334 10/15121 Othe1· ... $25.07 
Served a subpoena on withness at 487 Central Avenue Reserve LA on 
10/8/21 

0039334 11/23121 Investigation $36,80 
Attempted to retrieve documents from respondent 487 Central Ave 
Reserve, LA 11/22/2021 

21-IS-004 12/09121 Publication Cost $28,00 
PO# 21617L'Observateur 

0039334 12114121 Deposition $399.50 
Deposition of respondent 11/17/2021 P.O.# 21505 
V#:22325 VEN:Associated Reporters, Inc. Ck#:5450 

0039334 12115121 Investigation $51.75 
R.etrleved documents from respondent 11/26/2021 
V#:22335 VBN:RobertHarrison Ck#:5456 CkD:12/28/2021 

0039794 05/08123 Investigation $43.07 
Staff investigator expense to serve respondent in Reserve, LA 5/5/2023 
V#:24343 VEN:Allen Grimmis Cld/-:6741 CkD:5/31/2023 

0039794 06/16123 Sworn Statement $303.2S 
Sworn statement of respondent 5/31/2023 
V#:24450 VEN:Associated Re.porters, Inc. Ck#:6811 CkD:6/29/2023 

23-DB-052 08/18123 Formal Charges Filed $10.00 
FORMAL CHARGES 

23-DB-052 01/05124 Disbrument $2,000.00 
Pending final judgment 
Pursuant to Rule XIX Section 10.l(c) 

Thank You, Balance: $2,897.44 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

IN RE: AARON P. MOLLERE 
DOCKET NO. 23-DB-052 

I, Donna L. Roberts, tbe undersigned Administrator for tbe Louisiana Attorney 

Disciplinary Board, certify that a copy of tbe foregoing Hearing Committee Report 

and Initial Cost Statement has been mailed to tbe Respondent or his/her Attorney 

of Record, by E-mail and/ or United States Mail and E-Fi!ed to tbe Office of 

Disciplinary Counsel, this 5th day January, 2024 at tbe following address: 

Mr. Aaron Paul Mollere 
487 Central Avenue 
Reserve, LA 70084 

Mr. Clu·istopher D. Kiesel 
Deputy Disciplinary Counsel 

4000 S. Sherwood Forest Blvd 
Suite607 

Baton Rouge, LA 70816 

DonnaL. Roberts 
BoardAdministrator 
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LOUISIANA ATTORNEY DISCIPLINARY BOARD 

2800 Vetera11s Memorial Bou/evar<[, Suite 310 
Metairl-e, Louislmur- 70002 

Pltone: (504) 834-1488 • Fox: (504) 934:1449 • J-800-489-84/1 

Ms. Veronica O. Koclanes 
Clerk of Court 
Louisiana Supreme Court 
400 Royal Street 
Suite 4200 

January 31, 2024 

24 
New Orleans, LA 70130-8102 

Dear Ms. l<oclanes: 

In Re: AARON P. MOLLERE 
DOCKET NO(S).: 23-DB-052 

(FORMAL CHARGES) 

We are transmitting herewith the records In the above referenced case pursuant 
to Supreme Court Rule XIX. Enclosed please find the following: 

1. 
2. 
3. 

5. 

/mbw 
Enclosures 

One 
One 
Two 

One 

(1) 
(1) 
(2) 

(1) 

Original of Record -1 Vol. 
Duplicate Original of Record - 1 Vol, 
Copies of Formal Charges, ODC Submission on Sanctions 
& Hearing Committee Report 
Exhibits - ODC 

Very truly yours, 

L/Jlrk/tPd 3 /,!J di ,!,1J$ 
Mildred B. WIiiiams 
Docket Clerk 
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isciplinary Counsel - Applicant Other; Findings and Recommendations 
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imposed. See per curiam. 
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SUPREME COURT OF LOUISIANA 

NO. 2024-B-0160 

IN RE: AARON P. MOLLERE 

ATTORNEY DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDING 

PERCURIAM 

April 9, 2024 

This disciplinary matter arises from formal charges filed by the Office of 

Disciplinary Counsel ("ODC") against respondent, Aaron P. Mollere, an attorney 

licensed to practice law in Louisiana1 but currently on interim suspension. In re: 

Mollere, 21-1769 (La. 12/7/21), 328 So. 3d409. 

FORMAL CHARGES 

Count! 

On June 15, 2021, respondent was arrested and charged with possession of 

cocaine and possession of a firearm while in possession of a controlled dangerous 

substance. The facts underlying the arrest are as follows: 

Based on the observed transaction and the suspicious 
behavior, in particular their extreme measures to avoid law 
enforcement, Detectives Lyvers and Foret conducted an 
investigatory stop of Renaudin and Mollere as they were 
walking through an open field towards his residence. . .. 
Upon Detectives approaching Renaudin and Mollere, 
Detectives observed Mollere with his hand behind his 
back. Detectives ordered Mollere to show his hands, at 
which time he revealed a firearm. Mollere was ordered to 
drop the firearm, to which he complied. Detectives 
detained Mollere and Renaudin utilizing handcuffs, 
pending further investigation. 

**** 

Detective Lyvers advised Mollere of his rights as per 
Miranda, which he agreed to waive and speak to Detective 

1 Respondent is also licensed to practice law in Texas. 



Lyvers regarding the investigation. Mollere advised 
Detective Lyvers that he was Renaudin's attorney ... 
Mollere also advised Detective Lyvers that he consumed 
crack cocaine throughout the day with Renaudin. Mollere 
also advised that prior to being stopped by Detectives, he 
and Renaudin just returned from purchasing crack cocaine 
in "New Orleans East." 

On June 24, 2021, the ODC received a disciplinary complaint from 

respondent's mother, Janet Mollere, advising of the arrest. Mrs. Mollere also alleged 

that respondent "needs help, most likely mental & to get drug free." Respondent 

failed to respond to notice of the complaint. 

However, on August 20, 2021, respondent did provide the ODC with a signed 

authorization to release his records from the Judges and Lawyers Assistance 

Program ("JLAP"). Respondent's JLAP records revealed that, on July 28, 2021, he 

entered Palmetto Addiction Recovery Center for inpatient treatment. On August 18, 

2021, after only twenty-two days of treatment, respondent left Palmetto against 

medical advice. Before respondent stopped treatment, Palmetto diagnosed him with 

the following: 

• Alcohol Use Disorder, Severe 
• Cocaine Use Disorder, Severe 
• Opioid Use Disorder, Severe 
• Amphetamine Use Disorder, Severe 
• Sedative hypnotic Use Disorder, Severe 
• Generalized Anxiety 
• Insomnia 
• Hypertension 
• Lumbar disc disease 

Palmetto's recommendation was that respondent immediately complete a 

long-term inpatient treatment program and then sign a five-year JLAP recovery 

agreement. 

Because respondent failed to respond to the complaint, the ODC issued a 

subpoena to obtain his sworn statement. During his November 17, 2021 sworn 

statement, respondent took responsibility for failing to cooperate with the ODC's 

2 
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~· investigation and promised to provide a written response to the complaint. However, 

he never provided the ODC with said response. 

Additionally, during his sworn statement, respondent admitted that he had 

used cocaine with a client prior to and on the day of his June 15, 2021 arrest and that 

the factual narrative contained in the arrest record was substantially accurate. 

Respondent also admitted that he converted between $30,000 and $40,000 of his 

parents' money to fuel his "continuing [drug] use." 

Following his premature departure from Palmetto in August 2021, respondent 

did not sign a JLAP recovery agreement and has not been otherwise monitored by 

JLAP. Respondent admitted to having no contact with JLAP since July 2021, and 

he continues to use illegal drugs. His criminal matter stemming from his June 15, 

2021 arrest is still pending. 

The ODC alleged that respondent's conduct violated the following provisions 

of the Rules of Professional Conduct: Rules 8.l(b) (knowing failure to respond to a 

lawful demand for information from a disciplinary authority), 8.l(c) (failure to 

cooperate with the ODC in its investigation), 8.4(a) (violation of the Rules of 

Professional Conduct), and 8.4(b) (commission of a criminal act that reflects 

adversely on the lawyer's honesty, trustworthiness, or fitness as a lawyer). 

Count II 

In May 2019, Kyle Johnson hired respondent to represent him in a criminal 

matter. On October 14, 2021, the ODC received a disciplinary complaint from Mr. 

Johnson. In the complaint, Mr. Johnson alleged that respondent 

arrived two hours late to court on July 6, 2021 and failed 
to present oral argument on a motion to dismiss and/or 
quash bill of information that he previously had filed on 
Mr. Johnson's behalf, which motion was denied by the 
court; represented that he would take an appeal from that 
negative ruling but failed to do so; failed to attend two 
scheduled meetings with Mr. Johnson on July 9 and 12, 
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2021; failed to otherwise reasonably communicate with 
Mr. Johnson about his legal matter; failed to act with 
competence and reasonable diligence in representing Mr. 
Johnson; and failed to return unearned fees paid by Mr. 
Johnson. 

Mr. Johnson also indicated that, due to respondent's failures, he terminated 

respondent's services and hired new counsel. 

Respondent failed to respond to notice of the complaint, necessitating the 

issuance of a subpoena to obtain his sworn statement. During his November 17, 

2021 sworn statement, respondent aclmowledged his conduct during the July 6, 2021 

hearing as Mr. Johnson had alleged but indicated that he was in "no shape" to present 

his argument that day. He also aclmowledged missing the two scheduled meetings 

with Mr. Johnson, stating that he was tired and/or sleeping at the time of each 

meeting. 

Additionally, during the sworn statement, respondent acknowledged his 

failure to cooperate with the ODC and promised to provide a written response to the 

complaint. He also promised to determine whether Mr. Johnson was due a refund. 

Following the sworn statement, he failed to do either. He did, however, provide the 

ODC with some of his trust account bank statements, which confirmed that he did 

not place any funds in the account that were reasonably disputed by Mr. Johnson as 

earned. 

The ODC alleged that respondent's conduct violated the following provisions 

of the Rules of Professional Conduct: Rules l. l(a) (failure to provide competent 

representation to a client), 1.3 (failure to act with reasonable diligence and 

promptness in representing a client), 1 .4 (failure to communicate with a client), 

1.5(±)(5) (failure to refund an unearned fee), l.16(d) (obligations upon termination 

of the representation), 3.2 (failure to make reasonable efforts to expedite litigation), 

8.1(6), 8. l(c), 8.4(a), and 8.4(d) (engaging in conduct prejudicial to the 

administration of justice). 

4 



Count III 

By way of background, attorney Kathryn Becnel represented Lakeshia Holder 

in a personal injury matter. During the representation, Ms. Becnel incurred $2,450 

in expenses, and River Parishes Chiropractic ("RPC'') treated Ms. Holder's injuries, 

performing services totaling $6,755. Thereafter, Ms. Becnel transferred Ms. 

Holder's matter to respondent. 

In March 2021, respondent settled Ms. Holder's claim for $37,000. He 

received the settlement funds on Ms. Holder's behalf on March 30, 2021 and 

deposited the check into his client trust account. In a letter dated April 19, 2021, he 

informed Ms. Holder of the receipt of the funds and provided a breakdown of the 

disbursement of the funds, including reimbursements to Ms. Becnel and RPC. 

Nevertheless, respondent did not disburse any funds ·to Ms. Becnel or RPC. 

Furthermore, respondent falsely represented to Ms. Becnel and RPC that he was still 

awaiting receipt of the funds and, thus, could not yet reimburse them. 

On January 31, 2022, after respondent was placed on interim suspension, the 

ODC received a disciplinary complaint from Ms. Becnel. The complaint reiterated 

the above facts and indicated that neither Ms. Becnel nor RPC had been reimbursed 

from Ms. Holder's settlement funds. Respondent failed to cooperate with the ODC's 

investigation of the complaint, necessitating the issuance of a subpoena to obtain his 

sworn statement. The subpoena also requested that respondent provide a copy of 

Ms. Holder's file. 

Although respondent appeared for his May 31, 2023 sworn statement, he 

failed to provide a copy of Ms. Holder's file. During the sworn statement, 

respondent confirmed that he received $37,000 on Ms. Holder's behalf and 

deposited the funds into his trust account. Respondent also admitted to using illegal 

drugs at the time. He was unsure if he had used any of Ms. Holder's funds to 

purchase illegal drugs, but he indicated "[i]t might be possible" because he was ''.just 
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~ plain not paying attention ... and just thinking that I'm just definitely trying to find a 

way to OD." 

The ODC advised respondent that he was presumed to have converted the 

funds belonging to Ms. Becnel and RPC unless he could provide trust account 

records to rebut the presumption. Not long after the sworn statement, respondent 

provided the ODC with a copy of Ms. Holder's file and certain trust account records. 

However, he failed to provide trust account records for the time period at issue; thus, 

he was unable to overcome the presumption that he converted the funds. 

The ODC alleged that respondent's conduct violated the following provisions 

of the Rules of Professional Conduct: Rules 1.1 S(a) (safekeeping property of clients 

or third persons), l.15(d) (failure to timely remit funds to a client or third person) 

8.l(b), 8.l(c), 8.4(a), 8.4(b), 8.4(c) (engaging in conduct involving dishonesty, 

fraud, deceit, or misrepresentation), and 8.4(d). 

DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS 

In August 2023, the ODC filed formal charges against respondent as set forth 

above. Respondent failed to answer the formal charges. Accordingly, the factual 

allegations contained therein were deemed admitted and proven by clear and 

convincing evidence pursuant to Supreme Court Rule XIX, § 1 l(E)(3). No formal 

hearing was held, but the pa1ties were given an opportunity to file with the hearing 

committee written argun1ents and documentary evidence on the issue of sanctions. 

Respondent filed nothing for the committee's consideration. 

Hearing Committee Report 

After considering the ODC's deemed admitted submission, the hearing 

committee adopted the deemed admitted facts as its factual findings. Based on these 
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/ facts, the committee determined respondent violated the Rules of Professional 
t 

Conduct as follows: 

I. In Count I, respondent engaged in serious criminal conduct, converted 

substantial funds from his parents to fuel his drug use, and failed to cooperate 

with the ODC's investigation, in violation of Rules 8.l(b), 8.l(c), 8.4(a), and 

8.4(b ); 

2. In Count II, respondent failed to provide competent representation to Mr. 

Johnson, neglected Mr. Johnson's legal matter, failed to reasonably 

communicate with Mr. Johnson, failed to refund Mr. Johnson's unearned fees 

or otherwise deposit into his trust account any amount reasonably in dispute, 

failed to protect Mr. Johnson's interests after being terminated as his counsel, 

and failed to cooperate with the ODC's investigation, in violation of Rules 

1.l(a), 1.3, 1.4, 1.5(!)(5), l.l6(d), 3.2, 8.l(b), 8.l(c), 8.4(a), and 8.4(d); and 

3. In Count III, respondent converted funds due to Ms. Becnel and to RPC from 

the settlement of Ms. Holder's matter and failed to cooperate with the ODC's 

investigation, in violation of Rules l.15(a), l.15(d), 8.l(b), 8.l(c), 8.4(a), 

8.4(b), 8.4(c), and 8.4(d). 

The committee then determined that respondent knowingly and intentionally 

violated duties owed to his clients, the public, the legal system, and the legal 

profession. The committee further determined that respondent caused actual harm 

to his parents by converting their funds to fuel his drug use, to Mr. Johnson by 

delaying his legal matter and failing to refund the unearned portion of the fee he 

paid, to Ms. Becnel and RPC by converting to his own use their funds from Ms. 

Holder's settlement, and to the disciplinary system by failing to cooperate with the 

ODC in its investigations. Relying on the ABA's Standards for Imposing Lawyer 

Sanctions, tbe committee determined the baseline sanction is disbarment. 
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~ // In aggravation, the committee found the following: a dishonest or selfish 

motive, a pattern of misconduct, multiple offenses, bad faith obstruction of the 

disciplinary proceeding by intentionally failing to comply with the rules or orders of 

the disciplinary agency, indifference to making restitution, and illegal conduct, 

including that involving the use of controlled substances. The sole mitigating factor 

found by the committee was the absence of a prior disciplinary record. 

After further considering the court's prior jurisprudence addressing similar 

misconduct, the committee recommended respondent be disbarred. The committee 

also recommended respondent be ordered to make full restitution to Mr. Johnson 

and/or the Louisiana State Bar Association's Client Assistance Fund, 2 as well as to 

his parents, Ms. Becnel, and RPC. 

Neither respondent nor the ODC filed an objection to the committee's report. 

Therefore, pursuant to Supreme Court Rule XIX, § l l(G), the disciplinary board 

submitted the committee's report to the court for review. 

DISCUSSION 

Bar disciplinary matters fall within the original jurisdiction of this court. La. 

Const. art. V, § 5(B). Consequently, we act as triers of fact and conduct an 

independent review of the record to determine whether the alleged misconduct has 

been proven by clear and convincing evidence. In re: Banks, 09-1212 (La. 10/2/09), 

18 So. 3d 57. 

In cases in which the lawyer does not answer the formal charges, the factual 

allegations of those charges are deemed admitted. Supreme Court Rule XIX, § 

11 (E)(3 ). Thus, the ODC bears no additional burden to prove the factual allegations 

contained in the formal charges after those charges have been deemed admitted. 

2 Mr. Johnson filed a $13,500 claim with the Client Assistance Fund in November 2021. The 
record does not indicate the status of the claim. 
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c?/ However, the language of§ 11 (E)(3) does not encompass legal conclusions that flow 

from the factual allegations. If the legal conclusion the ODC seeks to prove (i.e., a 

violation of a specific rule) is not readily apparent from the deemed admitted facts, 

additional evidence may need to be submitted in order to prove the legal conclusions 

that flow from the admitted factual allegations. In re: Donnan, 01-3058 (La. 

1/10/03), 838 So. 2d 715. 

The record in this deemed admitted matter supports a finding that respondent 

was arrested for possession of cocaine and for possession of a firearm while in 

possession of a controlled dangerous substance, neglected a legal matter, failed to 

communicate with a client, failed to refund unearned fees, converted third-party 

funds, and failed to cooperate with the ODC in its investigations. This conduct 

amounts to a violation of the Rules of Professional Conduct as charged. 

Having found evidence of professional misconduct, we now tum to a 

determination of the appropriate sanction for respondent's actions. In determining 

a sanction, we are mindful that disciplinary proceedings are designed to maintain 

high standards of conduct, protect the public, preserve the integrity of the profession, 

and deter future misconduct Louisiana State Bar Ass 'n v. Reis, 513 So. 2d 1173 

(La. 1987). The discipline to be imposed depends upon the facts of each case and 

the seriousness of the offenses involved considered in light of any aggravating and 

mitigating circumstances. Louisiana State Bar Ass 'n v. Whittington, 459 So. 2d 520 

(La. 1984). 

The record further supports a finding that respondent violated duties owed to 

his clients, the public, the legal system, and the legal profession. He acted both 

knowingly and intentionally, and his conduct caused actual harm. We agree with 

the hearing committee that the applicable baseline sanction is disbarment We also 

agree with the committee's assessment of aggravating factors as well as its 

9 



determination that the only mitigating factor present is the absence of a prior 

disciplinary record. 

Turnmg to the issue of an appropriate sanction, we take guidance from In re: 

Merritt, 23-0134 (La. 5/31/23), 361 So. 3d 451, and In re: White, 22-1701 (La. 

2/24/23), 355 So. 3d 1085. In Merritt, an attorney neglected a legal matter, failed to 

communicate with his clients, converted more than $11,000 of client funds, and 

failed to cooperate with the ODC in its investigation. For this misconduct, we 

disbarred the attorney and ordered him to make full restitution. In White, an attorney 

neglected a legal matter and continuously misled the client about the status of the 

legal matter, engaged in criminal conduct involving illegal drugs, failed to appear 

for his arraignment and evaded a bench warrant for more than five years, ignored a 

client's multiple requests for the return of his file, and failed to cooperate with the 

ODC in three investigations. For this misconduct, we disbarred the attorney. Based 

upon this case law, the committee's recommended sanction of disbarment is 

appropriate to address respondent's misconduct. 

Accordingly, we will adopt the committee's recommendation and disbar 

respondent, retroactive to the date of his interim suspension. We will further order 

respondent to make full restitution to Mr. Johnson and/or the Client Assistance Fund, 

as well as to his parents, Ms. Becnel, and RPC. 

DECREE 

Upon review of the findings and recommendation of the hearing committee, 

and considering the record, it is ordered that Aaron P. Mollere, Louisiana Bar Roll 

number 37232, be and he hereby is disbarred, retroactive to December 7, 2021, the 

date of his interim suspension. His name shall be stricken from the roll of attorneys 

and his license to practice law in the State of Louisiana shall be revoked. It is further 

ordered that resp\mdent shall make full restitution to Kyle Johnson and/or the 

10 
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/ Louisiana State Bar Association's Client Assistance Fund, as well as to his parents, 

' attorney Kathryn Becnel, and River Parishes Chiropractic. All costs and expenses 

in the matter are assessed against respondent in accordance with Supreme Court Rule 

XIX,§ 10.1, with legal interest to conunence thirty days from the date of finality of 

this court's judgment until paid. 
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INTERNAL PROCEDURAL RULES 
Board of Disciplinary Appeals  
Current through September 24, 2024 

I. GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Rule 1.01. Definitions 

(a) “BODA” is the Board of Disciplinary Appeals. 

(b) “Chair” is the member elected by BODA to serve as 
chair or, in the Chair’s absence, the member elected by 
BODA to serve as vice-chair. 

(c) “Classification” is the determination by the CDC under 
TRDP 2.10 or by BODA under TRDP 7.08(C) whether a 
grievance constitutes a “complaint” or an “inquiry.” 

(d) “BODA Clerk” is the executive director of BODA or 
other person appointed by BODA to assume all duties 
normally performed by the clerk of a court. 

(e) “CDC” is the Chief Disciplinary Counsel for the State 
Bar of Texas and his or her assistants. 

(f) “Commission” is the Commission for Lawyer 
Discipline, a permanent committee of the State Bar of 
Texas. 

(g) “Executive Director” is the executive director of 
BODA. 

(h) “Panel” is any three-member grouping of BODA under 
TRDP 7.05. 

(i) “Party” is a Complainant, a Respondent, or the 
Commission. 

(j) “TDRPC” is the Texas Disciplinary Rules of 
Professional Conduct. 

(k) “TRAP” is the Texas Rules of Appellate Procedure. 

(l) “TRCP” is the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure. 

(m) “TRDP” is the Texas Rules of Disciplinary Procedure. 

(n) “TRE” is the Texas Rules of Evidence. 

Rule 1.02. General Powers 

Under TRDP 7.08, BODA has and may exercise all the 
powers of either a trial court or an appellate court, as the 
case may be, in hearing and determining disciplinary 
proceedings. But TRDP 15.01 [17.01] applies to the 
enforcement of a judgment of BODA. 

Rule 1.03. Additional Rules in Disciplinary Matters 

Except as varied by these rules and to the extent applicable, 
the TRCP, TRAP, and TRE apply to all disciplinary 
matters before BODA, except for appeals from 
classification decisions, which are governed by TRDP 2.10 
and by Section 3 of these rules. 

Rule 1.04. Appointment of Panels 

(a) BODA may consider any matter or motion by panel, 

except as specified in (b). The Chair may delegate to the 
Executive Director the duty to appoint a panel for any 
BODA action. Decisions are made by a majority vote of 
the panel; however, any panel member may refer a matter 
for consideration by BODA sitting en banc. Nothing in 
these rules gives a party the right to be heard by BODA 
sitting en banc. 

(b) Any disciplinary matter naming a BODA member as 
Respondent must be considered by BODA sitting en banc. 
A disciplinary matter naming a BODA staff member as 
Respondent need not be heard en banc. 

(c) BODA may, upon decision of the Chair, conduct any 
business or proceedings—including any hearing, pretrial 
conference, or consideration of any matter or motion—
remotely. 

Rule 1.05. Filing of Pleadings, Motions, and Other 
Papers 

(a) Electronic Filing. All documents must be filed 
electronically. Unrepresented persons or those without 
the means to file electronically may electronically file 
documents, but it is not required. 

(1) Email Address. The email address of an attorney or 
an unrepresented party who electronically files a 
document must be included on the document. 

(2) Timely Filing. Documents are filed electronically by 
emailing the document to the BODA Clerk at the email 
address designated by BODA for that purpose. A 
document filed by email will be considered filed the day 
that the email is sent. The date sent is the date shown for 
the message in the inbox of the email account designated 
for receiving filings. If a document is sent after 5:00 p.m. 
or on a weekend or holiday officially observed by the 
State of Texas, it is considered filed the next business 
day. 

(3) It is the responsibility of the party filing a document 
by email to obtain the correct email address for BODA 
and to confirm that the document was received by 
BODA in legible form. Any document that is illegible or 
that cannot be opened as part of an email attachment will 
not be considered filed. If a document is untimely due to 
a technical failure or a system outage, the filing party 
may seek appropriate relief from BODA. 

(4) Exceptions. 

(i) An appeal to BODA of a decision by the CDC to 
classify a grievance as an inquiry or a complaint is not 
required to be filed electronically. 

(ii) The following documents must not be filed 
electronically: 

a) documents that are filed under seal or subject to 
a pending motion to seal; and 

b) documents to which access is otherwise 
restricted by court order. 
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(iii) For good cause, BODA may permit a party to file 
other documents in paper form in a particular case. 

(5) Format. An electronically filed document must: 

(i) be in text-searchable portable document format 
(PDF); 

(ii) be directly converted to PDF rather than scanned, 
if possible; and 

(iii) not be locked. 

(b) A paper will not be deemed filed if it is sent to an 
individual BODA member or to another address other than 
the address designated by BODA under Rule 1.05(a)(2). 

(c) Signing. Each brief, motion, or other paper filed must 
be signed by at least one attorney for the party or by the 
party pro se and must give the State Bar of Texas card 
number, mailing address, telephone number, email address, 
and fax number, if any, of each attorney whose name is 
signed or of the party (if applicable). A document is 
considered signed if the document includes: 

(1) an “/s/” and name typed in the space where the 
signature would otherwise appear, unless the document 
is notarized or sworn; or 

(2) an electronic image or scanned image of the 
signature. 

(d) Paper Copies. Unless required by BODA, a party need 
not file a paper copy of an electronically filed document. 

(e) Service. Copies of all documents filed by any party 
other than the record filed by the evidentiary panel clerk or 
the court reporter must, at or before the time of filing, be 
served on all other parties as required and authorized by the 
TRAP. 

Rule 1.06. Service of Petition 

In any disciplinary proceeding before BODA initiated by 
service of a petition on the Respondent, the petition must 
be served by personal service; by certified mail with return 
receipt requested; or, if permitted by BODA, in any other 
manner that is authorized by the TRCP and reasonably 
calculated under all the circumstances to apprise the 
Respondent of the proceeding and to give him or her 
reasonable time to appear and answer. To establish service 
by certified mail, the return receipt must contain the 
Respondent’s signature. 

Rule 1.07. Hearing Setting and Notice 

(a) Original Petitions. In any kind of case initiated by the 
CDC’s filing a petition or motion with BODA, the CDC 
may contact the BODA Clerk for the next regularly 
available hearing date before filing the original petition. If 
a hearing is set before the petition is filed, the petition must 
state the date, time, and place of the hearing. Except in the 
case of a petition to revoke probation under TRDP 2.23 
[2.22], the hearing date must be at least 30 days from the 
date that the petition is served on the Respondent. 

(b) Expedited Settings. If a party desires a hearing on a 
matter on a date earlier than the next regularly available 
BODA hearing date, the party may request an expedited 
setting in a written motion setting out the reasons for the 
request. Unless the parties agree otherwise, and except in 
the case of a petition to revoke probation under TRDP 2.23 
[2.22], the expedited hearing setting must be at least 30 
days from the date of service of the petition, motion, or 
other pleading. BODA has the sole discretion to grant or 
deny a request for an expedited hearing date. 

(c) Setting Notices. BODA must notify the parties of any 
hearing date that is not noticed in an original petition or 
motion. 

(d) Announcement Docket. Attorneys and parties 
appearing before BODA must confirm their presence and 
present any questions regarding procedure to the BODA 
Clerk in the courtroom immediately prior to the time 
docket call is scheduled to begin. Each party with a matter 
on the docket must appear at the docket call to give an 
announcement of readiness, to give a time estimate for the 
hearing, and to present any preliminary motions or matters. 
Immediately following the docket call, the Chair will set 
and announce the order of cases to be heard. 

Rule 1.08. Time to Answer 

The Respondent may file an answer at any time, except 
where expressly provided otherwise by these rules or the 
TRDP, or when an answer date has been set by prior order 
of BODA. BODA may, but is not required to, consider an 
answer filed the day of the hearing. 

Rule 1.09. Pretrial Procedure 

(a) Motions. 

(1) Generally. To request an order or other relief, a party 
must file a motion supported by sufficient cause with 
proof of service on all other parties. The motion must 
state with particularity the grounds on which it is based 
and set forth the relief sought. All supporting briefs, 
affidavits, or other documents must be served and filed 
with the motion. A party may file a response to a motion 
at any time before BODA rules on the motion or by any 
deadline set by BODA. Unless otherwise required by 
these rules or the TRDP, the form of a motion must 
comply with the TRCP or the TRAP. 

(2) For Extension of Time. All motions for extension of 
time in any matter before BODA must be in writing, 
comply with (a)(1), and specify the following: 

(i) if applicable, the date of notice of decision of the 
evidentiary panel, together with the number and style 
of the case; 

(ii) if an appeal has been perfected, the date when the 
appeal was perfected; 

(iii) the original deadline for filing the item in 
question; 
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(iv) the length of time requested for the extension; 

 (v) the number of extensions of time that have been 
granted previously regarding the item in question; and 

(vi) the facts relied on to reasonably explain the need 
for an extension. 

(b) Pretrial Scheduling Conference. Any party may 
request a pretrial scheduling conference, or BODA on its 
own motion may require a pretrial scheduling conference. 

(c) Trial Briefs. In any disciplinary proceeding before 
BODA, except with leave, all trial briefs and memoranda 
must be filed with the BODA Clerk no later than ten days 
before the day of the hearing. 

(d) Hearing Exhibits, Witness Lists, and Exhibits 
Tendered for Argument. A party may file a witness list, 
exhibit, or any other document to be used at a hearing or 
oral argument before the hearing or argument. A party must 
bring to the hearing an original and 12 copies of any 
document that was not filed at least one business day before 
the hearing. The original and copies must be: 

(1) marked; 

(2) indexed with the title or description of the item 
offered as an exhibit; and 

(3) if voluminous, bound to lie flat when open and 
tabbed in accordance with the index. 

All documents must be marked and provided to the 
opposing party before the hearing or argument begins. 

Rule 1.10. Decisions 

(a) Notice of Decisions. The BODA Clerk must give notice 
of all decisions and opinions to the parties or their attorneys 
of record. 

(b) Publication of Decisions. BODA must report 
judgments or orders of public discipline: 

(1) as required by the TRDP; and 

(2) on its website for a period of at least ten years 
following the date of the disciplinary judgment or order. 

(c) Abstracts of Classification Appeals. BODA may, in 
its discretion, prepare an abstract of a classification appeal 
for a public reporting service. 

Rule 1.11. Board of Disciplinary Appeals Opinions 

(a) BODA may render judgment in any disciplinary matter 
with or without written opinion. In accordance with TRDP 
6.06, all written opinions of BODA are open to the public 
and must be made available to the public reporting 
services, print or electronic, for publishing. A majority of 
the members who participate in considering the 
disciplinary matter must determine if an opinion will be 
written. The names of the participating members must be 
noted on all written opinions of BODA. 

 (b) Only a BODA member who participated in the 

decision of a disciplinary matter may file or join in a 
written opinion concurring in or dissenting from the 
judgment of BODA. For purposes of this rule, in hearings 
in which evidence is taken, no member may participate in 
the decision unless that member was present at the hearing. 
In all other proceedings, no member may participate unless 
that member has reviewed the record. Any member of 
BODA may file a written opinion in connection with the 
denial of a hearing or rehearing en banc. 

(c) A BODA determination in an appeal from a grievance 
classification decision under TRDP 2.10 is not a judgment 
for purposes of this rule and may be issued without a 
written opinion. 

Rule 1.12. BODA Work Product and Drafts 

A document or record of any nature—regardless of its 
form, characteristics, or means of transmission—that is 
created or produced in connection with or related to 
BODA’s adjudicative decision-making process is not 
subject to disclosure or discovery. This includes documents 
prepared by any BODA member, BODA staff, or any other 
person acting on behalf of or at the direction of BODA. 

Rule 1.13. Record Retention 

Records of appeals from classification decisions must be 
retained by the BODA Clerk for a period of at least three 
years from the date of disposition. Records of other 
disciplinary matters must be retained for a period of at least 
five years from the date of final judgment, or for at least 
one year after the date a suspension or disbarment ends, 
whichever is later. For purposes of this rule, a record is any 
document, paper, letter, map, book, tape, photograph, film, 
recording, or other material filed with BODA, regardless 
of its form, characteristics, or means of transmission. 

Rule 1.14. Costs of Reproduction of Records 

The BODA Clerk may charge a reasonable amount for the 
reproduction of nonconfidential records filed with BODA. 
The fee must be paid in advance to the BODA Clerk. 

Rule 1.15. Publication of These Rules 

These rules will be published as part of the TDRPC and 
TRDP. 

II. ETHICAL CONSIDERATIONS 
Rule 2.01. Representing or Counseling Parties in 
Disciplinary Matters and Legal Malpractice Cases 

(a) A current member of BODA must not represent a party 
or testify voluntarily in a disciplinary action or proceeding. 
Any BODA member who is subpoenaed or otherwise 
compelled to appear at a disciplinary action or proceeding, 
including at a deposition, must promptly notify the BODA 
Chair.  

(b) A current BODA member must not serve as an expert 
witness on the TDRPC. 

(c) A BODA member may represent a party in a legal 
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malpractice case, provided that he or she is later recused in 
accordance with these rules from any proceeding before 
BODA arising out of the same facts. 

Rule 2.02. Confidentiality 

(a) BODA deliberations are confidential, must not be 
disclosed by BODA members or staff, and are not subject 
to disclosure or discovery. 

(b) Classification appeals, appeals from evidentiary 
judgments of private reprimand, appeals from an 
evidentiary judgment dismissing a case, interlocutory 
appeals or any interim proceedings from an ongoing 
evidentiary case, and disability cases are confidential under 
the TRDP. BODA must maintain all records associated 
with these cases as confidential, subject to disclosure only 
as provided in the TRDP and these rules. 

(c) If a member of BODA is subpoenaed or otherwise 
compelled by law to testify in any proceeding, the member 
must not disclose a matter that was discussed in conference 
in connection with a disciplinary case unless the member 
is required to do so by a court of competent jurisdiction 

Rule 2.03. Disqualification and Recusal of BODA 
Members 

(a) BODA members are subject to disqualification and 
recusal as provided in TRCP 18b. 

(b) BODA members may, in addition to recusals under (a), 
voluntarily recuse themselves from any discussion and 
voting for any reason. The reasons that a BODA member 
is recused from a case are not subject to discovery. 

(c) These rules do not disqualify a lawyer who is a member 
of, or associated with, the law firm of a BODA member 
from serving on a grievance committee or representing a 
party in a disciplinary proceeding or legal malpractice case. 
But a BODA member must recuse him or herself from any 
matter in which a lawyer who is a member of, or associated 
with, the BODA member’s firm is a party or represents a 
party. 

III. CLASSIFICATION APPEALS 
Rule 3.01. Notice of Right to Appeal 

(a) If a grievance filed by the Complainant under TRDP 
2.10 is classified as an inquiry, the CDC must notify the 
Complainant of his or her right to appeal as set out in TRDP 
2.10 or another applicable rule. If a grievance is classified 
as a complaint, the CDC must notify both the Complainant 
and the Respondent of the Respondent’s right to appeal as 
set out in TRDP 2.10 or another applicable rule. 

(b) To facilitate the potential filing of an appeal of a 
grievance classified as an inquiry, the CDC must send the 
Complainant an appeal notice form, approved by BODA, 
with the classification disposition. For a grievance 
classified as a complaint, the CDC must send the 
Respondent an appeal notice form, approved by BODA, 
with notice of the classification disposition. The form must 

include the docket number of the matter; the deadline for 
appealing; and information for mailing, faxing, or emailing 
the appeal notice form to BODA. The appeal notice form 
must be available in English and Spanish. 

Rule 3.02. Record on Appeal 

BODA must not consider documents or other submissions 
that the Complainant or Respondent filed with the CDC or 
BODA after the CDC’s classification. When a notice of 
appeal from a classification decision has been filed, the 
CDC must forward to BODA a copy of the grievance and 
all supporting documentation. If the appeal challenges the 
classification of an amended grievance, the CDC must also 
send BODA a copy of the initial grievance, unless it has 
been destroyed. 

Rule 3.03. Disposition of Classification Appeal 

(a) BODA may decide a classification appeal by doing any 
of the following: 

(1) affirm the CDC’s classification of the grievance as an 
inquiry and the dismissal of the grievance; 

(2) reverse the CDC’s classification of the grievance as 
an inquiry, reclassify the grievance as a complaint, and 
return the matter to the CDC for investigation, just cause 
determination, and further proceedings in accordance 
with the TRDP; 

(3) affirm the CDC’s classification of the grievance as a 
complaint and return the matter to the CDC to proceed 
with investigation, just cause determination, and further 
proceedings in accordance with the TRDP; or 

(4) reverse the CDC’s classification of the grievance as 
a complaint, reclassify the grievance as an inquiry, and 
dismiss the grievance. 

(b) When BODA reverses the CDC’s inquiry classification 
and reclassifies a grievance as a complaint, BODA must 
reference any provisions of the TDRPC under which 
BODA concludes professional misconduct is alleged. 
When BODA affirms the CDC’s complaint classification, 
BODA may reference any provisions of the TDRPC under 
which BODA concludes professional misconduct is 
alleged. The scope of investigation will be determined by 
the CDC in accordance with TRDP 2.12. 

(c) BODA’s decision in a classification appeal is final and 
conclusive, and such decision is not subject to appeal or 
reconsideration. 

(d) A classification appeal decision under (a)(1) or (4), 
which results in dismissal, has no bearing on whether the 
Complainant may amend the grievance and resubmit it to 
the CDC under TRDP 2.10. 

IV. APPEALS FROM EVIDENTIARY PANEL 
HEARINGS 
Rule 4.01. Perfecting Appeal 

(a) Appellate Timetable. The date that the evidentiary 
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judgment is signed starts the appellate timetable under this 
section. To make TRDP 2.21 [2.20] consistent with this 
requirement, the date that the judgment is signed is the 
“date of notice” under Rule [TRDP] 2.21 [2.20]. 

(b) Notification of the Evidentiary Judgment. The clerk 
of the evidentiary panel must notify the parties of the 
judgment as set out in TRDP 2.21 [2.20]. 

(1) The evidentiary panel clerk must notify the 
Commission and the Respondent in writing of the 
judgment. The notice must contain a clear statement that 
any appeal of the judgment must be filed with BODA 
within 30 days of the date that the judgment was signed. 
The notice must include a copy of the judgment 
rendered. 

(2) The evidentiary panel clerk must notify the 
Complainant that a judgment has been rendered and 
provide a copy of the judgment, unless the evidentiary 
panel dismissed the case or imposed a private reprimand. 
In the case of a dismissal or private reprimand, the 
evidentiary panel clerk must notify the Complainant of 
the decision and that the contents of the judgment are 
confidential. Under TRDP 2.16, no additional 
information regarding the contents of a judgment of 
dismissal or private reprimand may be disclosed to the 
Complainant. 

(c) Filing Notice of Appeal. An appeal is perfected when 
a written notice of appeal is filed with BODA. If a notice 
of appeal and any other accompanying documents are 
mistakenly filed with the evidentiary panel clerk, the notice 
is deemed to have been filed the same day with BODA, and 
the evidentiary panel clerk must immediately send the 
BODA Clerk a copy of the notice and any accompanying 
documents. 

(d) Time to File. In accordance with TRDP 2.24 [2.23], the 
notice of appeal must be filed within 30 days after the date 
the judgment is signed. In the event a motion for new trial 
or motion to modify the judgment is timely filed with the 
evidentiary panel, the notice of appeal must be filed with 
BODA within 90 days from the date the judgment is 
signed. 

(e) Extension of Time. A motion for an extension of time 
to file the notice of appeal must be filed no later than 15 
days after the last day allowed for filing the notice of 
appeal. The motion must comply with Rule 1.09. 

Rule 4.02. Record on Appeal 

(a) Contents. The record on appeal consists of the 
evidentiary panel clerk’s record and, where necessary to 
the appeal, a reporter’s record of the evidentiary panel 
hearing. 

(b) Stipulation as to Record. The parties may designate 
parts of the clerk’s record and the reporter’s record to be 
included in the record on appeal by written stipulation filed 
with the clerk of the evidentiary panel. 

(c) Responsibility for Filing Record. 

(1) Clerk’s Record. 

(i) After receiving notice that an appeal has been filed, 
the clerk of the evidentiary panel is responsible for 
preparing, certifying, and timely filing the clerk’s 
record. 

(ii) Unless the parties stipulate otherwise, the clerk’s 
record on appeal must contain the items listed in 
TRAP 34.5(a) and any other paper on file with the 
evidentiary panel, including the election letter, all 
pleadings on which the hearing was held, the docket 
sheet, the evidentiary panel’s charge, any findings of 
fact and conclusions of law, all other pleadings, the 
judgment or other orders appealed from, the notice of 
decision sent to each party, any postsubmission 
pleadings and briefs, and the notice of appeal. 

(iii) If the clerk of the evidentiary panel is unable for 
any reason to prepare and transmit the clerk’s record 
by the due date, he or she must promptly notify BODA 
and the parties, explain why the clerk’s record cannot 
be timely filed, and give the date by which he or she 
expects the clerk’s record to be filed. 

(2) Reporter’s Record. 

(i) The court reporter for the evidentiary panel is 
responsible for timely filing the reporter’s record if: 

a) a notice of appeal has been filed; 

b) a party has requested that all or part of the 
reporter’s record be prepared; and 

c) the party requesting all or part of the reporter’s 
record has paid the reporter’s fee or has made 
satisfactory arrangements with the reporter. 

(ii) If the court reporter is unable for any reason to 
prepare and transmit the reporter’s record by the due 
date, he or she must promptly notify BODA and the 
parties, explain the reasons why the reporter’s record 
cannot be timely filed, and give the date by which he 
or she expects the reporter’s record to be filed. 

(d) Preparation of Clerk’s Record. 

(1) To prepare the clerk’s record, the evidentiary panel 
clerk must: 

(i) gather the documents designated by the parties’ 
written stipulation or, if no stipulation was filed, the 
documents required under (c)(1)(ii); 

(ii) start each document on a new page; 

(iii) include the date of filing on each document; 

(iv) arrange the documents in chronological order, 
either by the date of filing or the date of occurrence; 

(v) number the pages of the clerk’s record in the 
manner required by (d)(2); 
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(vi) prepare and include, after the front cover of the 
clerk’s record, a detailed table of contents that 
complies with (d)(3); and 

(vii) certify the clerk’s record. 

(2) The clerk must start the page numbering on the front 
cover of the first volume of the clerk’s record and 
continue to number all pages consecutively—including 
the front and back covers, tables of contents, 
certification page, and separator pages, if any—until the 
final page of the clerk’s record, without regard for the 
number of volumes in the clerk’s record, and place each 
page number at the bottom of each page. 

(3) The table of contents must: 

(i) identify each document in the entire record 
(including sealed documents); the date each document 
was filed; and, except for sealed documents, the page 
on which each document begins; 

(ii) be double-spaced; 

(iii) conform to the order in which documents appear 
in the clerk’s record, rather than in alphabetical order; 

(iv) contain bookmarks linking each description in the 
table of contents (except for descriptions of sealed 
documents) to the page on which the document 
begins; and 

(v) if the record consists of multiple volumes, indicate 
the page on which each volume begins. 

(e) Electronic Filing of the Clerk’s Record. The 
evidentiary panel clerk must file the record electronically. 
When filing a clerk’s record in electronic form, the 
evidentiary panel clerk must: 

(1) file each computer file in text-searchable Portable 
Document Format (PDF); 

(2) create electronic bookmarks to mark the first page of 
each document in the clerk’s record; 

(3) limit the size of each computer file to 100 MB or less, 
if possible; and 

(4) directly convert, rather than scan, the record to PDF, 
if possible. 

(f) Preparation of the Reporter’s Record. 

(1) The appellant, at or before the time prescribed for 
perfecting the appeal, must make a written request for 
the reporter’s record to the court reporter for the 
evidentiary panel. The request must designate the 
portion of the evidence and other proceedings to be 
included. A copy of the request must be filed with the 
evidentiary panel and BODA and must be served on the 
appellee. The reporter’s record must be certified by the 
court reporter for the evidentiary panel. 

(2) The court reporter or recorder must prepare and file 
the reporter’s record in accordance with TRAP 34.6 and 

35 and the Uniform Format Manual for Texas Reporters’ 
Records. 

(3) The court reporter or recorder must file the reporter’s 
record in an electronic format by emailing the document 
to the email address designated by BODA for that 
purpose. 

(4) The court reporter or recorder must include either a 
scanned image of any required signature or “/s/” and 
name typed in the space where the signature would 
otherwise 

(6¹) In exhibit volumes, the court reporter or recorder 
must create bookmarks to mark the first page of each 
exhibit document. 

(g) Other Requests. At any time before the clerk’s record 
is prepared, or within ten days after service of a copy of 
appellant’s request for the reporter’s record, any party may 
file a written designation requesting that additional exhibits 
and portions of testimony be included in the record. The 
request must be filed with the evidentiary panel and BODA 
and must be served on the other party. 

(h) Inaccuracies or Defects. If the clerk’s record is found 
to be defective or inaccurate, the BODA Clerk must inform 
the clerk of the evidentiary panel of the defect or 
inaccuracy and instruct the clerk to make the correction. 
Any inaccuracies in the reporter’s record may be corrected 
by agreement of the parties without the court reporter’s 
recertification. Any dispute regarding the reporter’s record 
that the parties are unable to resolve by agreement must be 
resolved by the evidentiary panel. 

(i) Appeal from Private Reprimand. Under TRDP 2.16, 
in an appeal from a judgment of private reprimand, BODA 
must mark the record as confidential, remove the attorney’s 
name from the case style, and take any other steps 
necessary to preserve the confidentiality of the private 
reprimand. 

¹ So in original. 

Rule 4.03. Time to File Record 

(a) Timetable. The clerk’s record and reporter’s record 
must be filed within 60 days after the date the judgment is 
signed. If a motion for new trial or motion to modify the 
judgment is filed with the evidentiary panel, the clerk’s 
record and the reporter’s record must be filed within 120 
days from the date the original judgment is signed, unless 
a modified judgment is signed, in which case the clerk’s 
record and the reporter’s record must be filed within 60 
days of the signing of the modified judgment. Failure to 
file either the clerk’s record or the reporter’s record on time 
does not affect BODA’s jurisdiction, but may result in 
BODA’s exercising its discretion to dismiss the appeal, 
affirm the judgment appealed from, disregard materials 
filed late, or apply presumptions against the appellant. 

(b) If No Record Filed. 

(1) If the clerk’s record or reporter’s record has not been 
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timely filed, the BODA Clerk must send notice to the 
party responsible for filing it, stating that the record is 
late and requesting that the record be filed within 30 
days. The BODA Clerk must send a copy of this notice 
to all the parties and the clerk of the evidentiary panel. 

(2) If no reporter’s record is filed due to appellant’s fault, 
and if the clerk’s record has been filed, BODA may, after 
first giving the appellant notice and a reasonable 
opportunity to cure, consider and decide those issues or 
points that do not require a reporter’s record for a 
decision. BODA may do this if no reporter’s record has 
been filed because: 

(i) the appellant failed to request a reporter’s record; 
or 

(ii) the appellant failed to pay or make arrangements 
to pay the reporter’s fee to prepare the reporter’s 
record, and the appellant is not entitled to proceed 
without payment of costs. 

(c) Extension of Time to File the Reporter’s Record. 
When an extension of time is requested for filing the 
reporter’s record, the facts relied on to reasonably explain 
the need for an extension must be supported by an affidavit 
of the court reporter. The affidavit must include the court 
reporter’s estimate of the earliest date when the reporter’s 
record will be available for filing. 

(d) Supplemental Record. If anything material to either 
party is omitted from the clerk’s record or reporter’s 
record, BODA may, on written motion of a party or on its 
own motion, direct a supplemental record to be certified 
and transmitted by the clerk for the evidentiary panel or the 
court reporter for the evidentiary panel. 

Rule 4.04. Copies of the Record 

The record may not be withdrawn from the custody of the 
BODA Clerk. Any party may obtain a copy of the record 
or any designated part thereof by making a written request 
to the BODA Clerk and paying any charges for 
reproduction in advance. 

Rule 4.05. Requisites of Briefs 

(a) Appellant’s Filing Date. Appellant’s brief must be 
filed within 30 days after the clerk’s record or the reporter’s 
record is filed, whichever is later. 

(b) Appellee’s Filing Date. Appellee’s brief must be filed 
within 30 days after the appellant’s brief is filed. 

(c) Contents. Briefs must contain: 

(1) a complete list of the names and addresses of all 
parties to the final decision and their counsel; 

(2) a table of contents indicating the subject matter of 
each issue or point, or group of issues or points, with 
page references where the discussion of each point relied 
on may be found; 

(3) an index of authorities arranged alphabetically and 

indicating the pages where the authorities are cited; 

(4) a statement of the case containing a brief general 
statement of the nature of the cause or offense and the 
result; 

(5) a statement, without argument, of the basis of 
BODA’s jurisdiction; 

(6) a statement of the issues presented for review or 
points of error on which the appeal is predicated; 

(7) a statement of facts that is without argument, is 
supported by record references, and details the facts 
relating to the issues or points relied on in the appeal; 

(8) the argument and authorities; 

(9) conclusion and prayer for relief; 

(10) a certificate of service; and 

(11) an appendix of record excerpts pertinent to the 
issues presented for review. 

(d) Length of Briefs; Contents Included and Excluded. 
In calculating the length of a document, every word and 
every part of the document, including headings, footnotes, 
and quotations, must be counted except the following: 
caption, identity of the parties and counsel, statement 
regarding oral argument, table of contents, index of 
authorities, statement of the case, statement of issues 
presented, statement of the jurisdiction, signature, proof of 
service, certificate of compliance, and appendix. Briefs 
must not exceed 15,000 words if computer-generated, and 
50 pages if not, except on leave of BODA. A reply brief 
must not exceed 7,500 words if computer-generated, and 
25 pages if not, except on leave of BODA. A computer 
generated document must include a certificate by counsel 
or the unrepresented party stating the number of words in 
the document. The person who signs the certification may 
rely on the word count of the computer program used to 
prepare the document. 

(e) Amendment or Supplementation. BODA has 
discretion to grant leave to amend or supplement briefs. 

(f) Failure of the Appellant to File a Brief. If the 
appellant fails to timely file a brief, BODA may: 

(1) dismiss the appeal for want of prosecution, unless the 
appellant reasonably explains the failure, and the 
appellee is not significantly injured by the appellant’s 
failure to timely file a brief; 

(2) decline to dismiss the appeal and make further orders 
within its discretion as it considers proper; or 

(3) if an appellee’s brief is filed, regard that brief as 
correctly presenting the case and affirm the evidentiary 
panel’s judgment on that brief without examining the 
record. 

Rule 4.06. Oral Argument 

(a) Request. A party desiring oral argument must note the 
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request on the front cover of the party’s brief. A party’s 
failure to timely request oral argument waives the party’s 
right to argue. A party who has requested argument may 
later withdraw the request. But even if a party has waived 
oral argument, BODA may direct the party to appear and 
argue. If oral argument is granted, the clerk will notify the 
parties of the time and place for submission. 

(b) Right to Oral Argument. A party who has filed a brief 
and who has timely requested oral argument may argue the 
case to BODA unless BODA, after examining the briefs, 
decides that oral argument is unnecessary for any of the 
following reasons: 

(1) the appeal is frivolous; 

(2) the dispositive issue or issues have been 
authoritatively decided; 

(3) the facts and legal arguments are adequately 
presented in the briefs and record; or 

(4) the decisional process would not be significantly 
aided by oral argument. 

(c) Time Allowed. Each party will have 20 minutes to 
argue. BODA may, on the request of a party or on its own, 
extend or shorten the time allowed for oral argument. The 
appellant may reserve a portion of his or her allotted time 
for rebuttal. 

Rule 4.07. Decision and Judgment 

(a) Decision. BODA may do any of the following: 

(1) affirm in whole or in part the decision of the 
evidentiary panel; 

(2) modify the panel’s findings and affirm the findings 
as modified; 

(3) reverse in whole or in part the panel’s findings and 
render the decision that the panel should have rendered; 
or 

(4) reverse the panel’s findings and remand the cause for 
further proceedings to be conducted by: 

(i) the panel that entered the findings; or 

(ii) a statewide grievance committee panel appointed 
by BODA and composed of members selected from 
the state bar districts other than the district from which 
the appeal was taken. 

(b) Mandate. In every appeal, the BODA Clerk must issue 
a mandate in accordance with BODA’s judgment and send 
it to the evidentiary panel and to all the parties. 

Rule 4.08. Appointment of Statewide Grievance 
Committee 

If BODA remands a cause for further proceedings before a 
statewide grievance committee, the BODA Chair will 
appoint the statewide grievance committee in accordance 
with TRDP 2.27 [2.26]. The committee must consist of six 
members: four attorney members and two public members 

randomly selected from the current pool of grievance 
committee members. Two alternates, consisting of one 
attorney and one public member, must also be selected. 
BODA will appoint the initial chair who will serve until the 
members of the statewide grievance committee elect a 
chair of the committee at the first meeting. The BODA 
Clerk will notify the Respondent and the CDC that a 
committee has been appointed. 

Rule 4.09. Involuntary Dismissal 

Under the following circumstances and on any party’s 
motion or on its own initiative after giving at least ten days’ 
notice to all parties, BODA may dismiss the appeal or 
affirm the appealed judgment or order. Dismissal or 
affirmance may occur if the appeal is subject to dismissal: 

(a) for want of jurisdiction; 

(b) for want of prosecution; or 

(c) because the appellant has failed to comply with a 
requirement of these rules, a court order, or a notice from 
the clerk requiring a response or other action within a 
specified time. 

V. PETITIONS TO REVOKE PROBATION 
Rule 5.01. Initiation and Service 

(a) Before filing a motion to revoke the probation of an 
attorney who has been sanctioned, the CDC must contact 
the BODA Clerk to confirm whether the next regularly 
available hearing date will comply with the 30-day 
requirement of TRDP. The Chair may designate a three-
member panel to hear the motion, if necessary, to meet the 
30-day requirement of TRDP 2.23 [2.22]. 

(b) Upon filing the motion, the CDC must serve the 
Respondent with the motion and any supporting documents 
in accordance with TRDP 2.23 [2.22], the TRCP, and these 
rules. The CDC must notify BODA of the date that service 
is obtained on the Respondent. 

Rule 5.02. Hearing 

Within 30 days of service of the motion on the Respondent, 
BODA must docket and set the matter for a hearing and 
notify the parties of the time and place of the hearing. On a 
showing of good cause by a party or on its own motion, 
BODA may continue the case to a future hearing date as 
circumstances require. 

VI. COMPULSORY DISCIPLINE 

Rule 6.01. Initiation of Proceeding 

Under TRDP 8.03, the CDC must file a petition for 
compulsory discipline with BODA and serve the 
Respondent in accordance with the TRDP and Rule 1.06 of 
these rules. 

Rule 6.02. Interlocutory Suspension 

(a) Interlocutory Suspension. In any compulsory 
proceeding under TRDP Part VIII in which BODA 
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determines that the Respondent has been convicted of an 
Intentional Crime and that the criminal conviction is on 
direct appeal, BODA must suspend the Respondent’s 
license to practice law by interlocutory order. In any 
compulsory case in which BODA has imposed an 
interlocutory order of suspension, BODA retains 
jurisdiction to render final judgment after the direct appeal 
of the criminal conviction is final. For purposes of 
rendering final judgment in a compulsory discipline case, 
the direct appeal of the criminal conviction is final when 
the appellate court issues its mandate. 

(b) Criminal Conviction Affirmed. If the criminal 
conviction made the basis of a compulsory interlocutory 
suspension is affirmed and becomes final, the CDC must 
file a motion for final judgment that complies with TRDP 
8.05. 

(1) If the criminal sentence is fully probated or is an 
order of deferred adjudication, the motion for final 
judgment must contain notice of a hearing date. The 
motion will be set on BODA’s next available hearing 
date. 

(2) If the criminal sentence is not fully probated: 

(i) BODA may proceed to decide the motion without 
a hearing if the attorney does not file a verified denial 
within ten days of service of the motion; or 

(ii) BODA may set the motion for a hearing on the 
next available hearing date if the attorney timely files 
a verified denial. 

(c) Criminal Conviction Reversed. If an appellate court 
issues a mandate reversing the criminal conviction while a 
Respondent is subject to an interlocutory suspension, the 
Respondent may file a motion to terminate the 
interlocutory suspension. The motion to terminate the 
interlocutory suspension must have certified copies of the 
decision and mandate of the reversing court attached. If the 
CDC does not file an opposition to the termination within 
ten days of being served with the motion, BODA may 
proceed to decide the motion without a hearing or set the 
matter for a hearing on its own motion. If the CDC timely 
opposes the motion, BODA must set the motion for a 
hearing on its next available hearing date. An order 
terminating an interlocutory order of suspension does not 
automatically reinstate a Respondent’s license. 

VII. RECIPROCAL DISCIPLINE 
Rule 7.01. Initiation of Proceeding 

To initiate an action for reciprocal discipline under TRDP 
Part IX, the CDC must file a petition with BODA and 
request an Order to Show Cause. The petition must request 
that the Respondent be disciplined in Texas and have 
attached to it any information concerning the disciplinary 
matter from the other jurisdiction, including a certified 
copy of the order or judgment rendered against the 
Respondent. 

Rule 7.02. Order to Show Cause 

When a petition is filed, the Chair immediately issues a 
show cause order and a hearing notice and forwards them 
to the CDC, who must serve the order and notice on the 
Respondent. The CDC must notify BODA of the date that 
service is obtained. 

Rule 7.03. Attorney’s Response 

If the Respondent does not file an answer within 30 days 
of being served with the order and notice but thereafter 
appears at the hearing, BODA may, at the discretion of the 
Chair, receive testimony from the Respondent relating to 
the merits of the petition. 

VIII. DISTRICT DISABILITY COMMITTEE 
HEARINGS 
Rule 8.01. Appointment of District Disability Committee 

(a) If the evidentiary panel of the grievance committee 
finds under TRDP 2.17(P)(2), or the CDC reasonably 
believes under TRDP 2.14(C), that a Respondent is 
suffering from a disability, the rules in this section will 
apply to the de novo proceeding before the District 
Disability Committee held under TRDP Part XII. 

(b) Upon receiving an evidentiary panel’s finding or the 
CDC’s referral that an attorney is believed to be suffering 
from a disability, the BODA Chair must appoint a District 
Disability Committee in compliance with TRDP 12.02 and 
designate a chair. BODA will reimburse District Disability 
Committee members for reasonable expenses directly 
related to service on the District Disability Committee. The 
BODA Clerk must notify the CDC and the Respondent that 
a committee has been appointed and notify the Respondent 
where to locate the procedural rules governing disability 
proceedings. 

(c) A Respondent who has been notified that a disability 
referral will be or has been made to BODA may, at any 
time, waive in writing the appointment of the District 
Disability Committee or the hearing before the District 
Disability Committee and enter into an agreed judgment of 
indefinite disability suspension, provided that the 
Respondent is competent to waive the hearing. If the 
Respondent is not represented, the waiver must include a 
statement affirming that the Respondent has been advised 
of the right to appointed counsel and waives that right as 
well. 

(d) All pleadings, motions, briefs, or other matters to be 
filed with the District Disability Committee must be filed 
with the BODA Clerk. 

(e) Should any member of the District Disability 
Committee become unable to serve, the BODA Chair must 
appoint a substitute member. 

Rule 8.02. Petition and Answer 

(a) Petition. Upon being notified that the District 
Disability Committee has been appointed by BODA, the 
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CDC must, within 20 days, file with the BODA Clerk and 
serve on the Respondent a copy of a petition for indefinite 
disability suspension. Service must comply with Rule 1.06. 

(b) Answer. The Respondent must, within 30 days after 
service of the petition for indefinite disability suspension, 
file an answer with the BODA Clerk and serve a copy of 
the answer on the CDC. 

(c) Hearing Setting. The BODA Clerk must set the final 
hearing as instructed by the chair of the District Disability 
Committee and send notice of the hearing to the parties. 

Rule 8.03. Discovery 

(a) Limited Discovery. The District Disability Committee 
may permit limited discovery. The party seeking discovery 
must file with the BODA Clerk a written request that 
makes a clear showing of good cause and substantial need 
and a proposed order. If the District Disability Committee 
authorizes discovery in a case, it must issue a written order. 
The order may impose limitations or deadlines on the 
discovery. 

(b) Physical or Mental Examinations. On written motion 
by the Commission or on its own motion, the District 
Disability Committee may order the Respondent to submit 
to a physical or mental examination by a qualified 
healthcare or mental healthcare professional. Nothing in 
this rule limits the Respondent’s right to an examination by 
a professional of his or her choice in addition to any exam 
ordered by the District Disability Committee. 

(1) Motion. The Respondent must be given reasonable 
notice of the examination by written order specifying the 
name, address, and telephone number of the person 
conducting the examination. 

(2) Report. The examining professional must file with 
the BODA Clerk a detailed, written report that includes 
the results of all tests performed and the professional’s 
findings, diagnoses, and conclusions. The professional 
must send a copy of the report to the CDC and the 
Respondent. 

(c) Objections. A party must make any objection to a 
request for discovery within 15 days of receiving the 
motion by filing a written objection with the BODA Clerk. 
BODA may decide any objection or contest to a discovery 
motion. 

Rule 8.04. Ability to Compel Attendance 

The Respondent and the CDC may confront and cross-
examine witnesses at the hearing. Compulsory process to 
compel the attendance of witnesses by subpoena, 
enforceable by an order of a district court of proper 
jurisdiction, is available to the Respondent and the CDC as 
provided in TRCP 176. 

Rule 8.05. Respondent’s Right to Counsel 

(a) The notice to the Respondent that a District Disability 
Committee has been appointed and the petition for 

indefinite disability suspension must state that the 
Respondent may request appointment of counsel by BODA 
to represent him or her at the disability hearing. BODA will 
reimburse appointed counsel for reasonable expenses 
directly related to representation of the Respondent. 

(b) To receive appointed counsel under TRDP 12.02, the 
Respondent must file a written request with the BODA 
Clerk within 30 days of the date that Respondent is served 
with the petition for indefinite disability suspension. A late 
request must demonstrate good cause for the Respondent’s 
failure to file a timely request. 

Rule 8.06. Hearing 

The party seeking to establish the disability must prove by 
a preponderance of the evidence that the Respondent is 
suffering from a disability as defined in the TRDP. The 
chair of the District Disability Committee must admit all 
relevant evidence that is necessary for a fair and complete 
hearing. The TRE are advisory but not binding on the chair. 

Rule 8.07. Notice of Decision 

The District Disability Committee must certify its finding 
regarding disability to BODA, which will issue the final 
judgment in the matter. 

Rule 8.08. Confidentiality 

All proceedings before the District Disability Committee 
and BODA, if necessary, are closed to the public. All 
matters before the District Disability Committee are 
confidential and are not subject to disclosure or discovery, 
except as allowed by the TRDP or as may be required in 
the event of an appeal to the Supreme Court of Texas. 

IX. DISABILITY REINSTATEMENTS 
Rule 9.01. Petition for Reinstatement 

(a) An attorney under an indefinite disability suspension 
may, at any time after he or she has been suspended, file a 
verified petition with BODA to have the suspension 
terminated and to be reinstated to the practice of law. The 
petitioner must serve a copy of the petition on the CDC in 
the manner required by TRDP 12.06. The TRCP apply to a 
reinstatement proceeding unless they conflict with these 
rules. 

(b) The petition must include the information required by 
TRDP 12.06. If the judgment of disability suspension 
contained terms or conditions relating to misconduct by the 
petitioner prior to the suspension, the petition must 
affirmatively demonstrate that those terms have been 
complied with or explain why they have not been satisfied. 
The petitioner has a duty to amend and keep current all 
information in the petition until the final hearing on the 
merits. Failure to do so may result in dismissal without 
notice. 

(c) Disability reinstatement proceedings before BODA are 
not confidential; however, BODA may make all or any part 
of the record of the proceeding confidential. 
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Rule 9.02. Discovery 

The discovery period is 60 days from the date that the 
petition for reinstatement is filed. The BODA Clerk will set 
the petition for a hearing on the first date available after the 
close of the discovery period and must notify the parties of 
the time and place of the hearing. BODA may continue the 
hearing for good cause shown. 

Rule 9.03. Physical or Mental Examinations 

(a) On written motion by the Commission or on its own, 
BODA may order the petitioner seeking reinstatement to 
submit to a physical or mental examination by a qualified 
healthcare or mental healthcare professional. The 
petitioner must be served with a copy of the motion and 
given at least seven days to respond. BODA may hold a 
hearing before ruling on the motion but is not required to 
do so. 

(b) The petitioner must be given reasonable notice of the 
examination by written order specifying the name, address, 
and telephone number of the person conducting the 
examination. 

(c) The examining professional must file a detailed, written 
report that includes the results of all tests performed and 
the professional’s findings, diagnoses, and conclusions. 
The professional must send a copy of the report to the 
parties. 

(d) If the petitioner fails to submit to an examination as 
ordered, BODA may dismiss the petition without notice. 

(e) Nothing in this rule limits the petitioner’s right to an 
examination by a professional of his or her choice in 
addition to any exam ordered by BODA. 

Rule 9.04. Judgment 

If, after hearing all the evidence, BODA determines that 
the petitioner is not eligible for reinstatement, BODA may, 
in its discretion, either enter an order denying the petition 
or direct that the petition be held in abeyance for a 
reasonable period of time until the petitioner provides 
additional proof as directed by BODA. The judgment may 
include other orders necessary to protect the public and the 
petitioner’s potential clients. 

X. APPEALS FROM BODA TO THE SUPREME 
COURT OF TEXAS 
Rule 10.01. Appeals to the Supreme Court 

(a) A final decision by BODA, except a determination that 
a statement constitutes an inquiry or a complaint under 
TRDP 2.10, may be appealed to the Supreme Court of 
Texas. The clerk of the Supreme Court of Texas must 
docket an appeal from a decision by BODA in the same 
manner as a petition for review without fee. 

(b) The appealing party must file the notice of appeal 
directly with the clerk of the Supreme Court of Texas 
within 14 days of receiving notice of a final determination 
by BODA. The record must be filed within 60 days after 

BODA’s determination. The appealing party’s brief is due 
30 days after the record is filed, and the responding party’s 
brief is due 30 days thereafter. The BODA Clerk must send 
the parties a notice of BODA’s final decision that includes 
the information in this paragraph. 

(c) An appeal to the Supreme Court is governed by TRDP 
7.11 and the TRAP. 
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