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I. Registration Report 

Supreme Court Rule 756 charges the 
Commission with the responsibility of 
conducting an annual registration of attorneys 
licensed to practice law in Illinois, collecting 
the annual fee prescribed by that rule and 
maintaining the Master Roll of registered 
attorneys. The annual registration process 

begins on November lst of the year before 
the registration is effective, and beginning on 
that date, changes are made in registration
M6, including information showing the 
county of an attorney's princrple office. The 
registration data reported here is, therefore, 
that recorded as of October 3L, 1992. 

As of that date, the 1992 Master Roll 
of attorneys contained the names of 61,107 
attorneys. That total does not include the 
2,122 attorneys who first took their oath of 
office in November or December 1992. 

Chart A reflects the number of 
attorneys registered by reference to the 
categories set forth in Rule 756 for 
determining the annual fee to be paid. 

Chart A: Registration Categories 

Admitted botwoen 01-01-91 and 1O-31-92: 3,093 
Admitted botwson O1-O1-89 and 12-31-9O: 4,440 
Admittod before O1-O1-89: 41 ,460 
Serving'military duty: 164 
Sorving as judge: 910 
BirtMav before 1 2-31-l 6: 2,359 
Noithor practice, nor resido, nor 

are employed iq lllinois: 8,681 

Total sttorney. active and 
currenlly regietercd: 61,107 

Charts B and C show the distribution 
by County and by Judicial Circuit of the 
47,862 registered attorneys who report a 
principal business address in Illinois, with 
Chart B reflecting the registration data for 
the past 5 years. 
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Chart B: Registered AttorneYs bY 

Judicial Districts and Circuits 

1 988 1 989 1 990 1 991 
First Districl 
Cook 
County 3071O 31839 32374 33716 

1992 

34180 

Second Distriet 

1Sth Circuit 174 164 166 
16th Circuit 806 8O2 839 
17th Circuit 533 553 569 
18th Circuit 2075 2084 2178 
lgth Circuitls l620 1755 
Totaf 5144 5223 5507 

167 
868 
592 

2243 
1810 
5680 

180 
929 
619 

2590 
2066 
6384 

Third District 

9th circuit 201 
lOth Circuit 691 
l2th circuit 427 
13th Circuit 285 
14th Circuit 447 
21st Circuit 134 
Totaf 21A5 

200 
716 
422 
284 
452 
139 

2213 

200 195 
732 765 
464 485 
280 28s 
457 468 
133 138 

2266 2336 

202 
782 
487 
294 
487 
150 

2402 

Fourth District 

5th Circuit 27e 280 265 
6th Circuit 693 714 722 
7th Circuit 991 lo1 1 1003 
8th Cireuit 178 179 178 

1 I th Circuit 414 412 417 
Tolal 2554 2596 2545 

269 
738 

1054 
180 
431 

2672 

277
 
767
 

1086
 
185
 
448 

2763 

Fifth District 

1st Circuit 318 317 322 
2d Circuit 300 298 288 
3rd Circuit 454 478 487 
4th Circuit 257 249 243 

2oth Circuit 677 695 694 
Total 2006 2037 2034 

335 
299 
487 
242 
712 

2075 

355 
294 
508 
248 
728 

2133 

Grand 
Totaf 42,599 43,908 44,766 46,479 47,862 

,3 

In addition to the 8,681 attorneys who 
pay a reduced fee because they neither 
practice nor reside nor a.re employed in the 

state, another 4564 attorneys report a 

business address outside Illinois but register 

to be able to practice in Illinois. Those 

L3,24L attorneys are not included in Charts 
B and C. 
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Chart C: Registered Attorneys by County 

PRIIICPAL ilUilBER 
OFFICE OFATTORNEY3 

PRI'ICIPAL IIUIIBER 
OFFICE OFATTORNFTS 

1991 1992 
Adams lOS tog 
Alexander 11 ll 
Bond 13 t3 
Boonc 29 32 
Brown I 8 
Bureau 47 48 
Calhoun 4 3 
Carroll 12 15 
Caea 12 12 

1991 1992 
Lee 33 36 
Livingston 53 53 
Logan 31 34 
Macon 223 233 
Macoupin 47 47 
Madison 474 495 
Marion 52 48 
Marshall 15 14 
Mason 16 16 

Champaign 437 451 
Chrietian 46 48 
ClaA t 5 15 
Cfay 14 14 
Clinton 21 21 

Massac 20 23 
MoDonough 47 50 
McHenry 33O 359 
McLean 310 325 
Menard 12 14 

Coles 85 86 Morcer 11 12 
Cook 33,716 34,180 
Crawford 22 20 
Cumberland 6 6 
DoKalb 129 146 
DeWitt 20 21 
Douglas 18 17 
Du Pege 2,243 2590 
Edgar 32 36 
Edwards 5 6 

Monroe 37 39 
Montgomory 35 40 
Morgan 50 50 
Moultrio 16 19 
Ogle 44 43 
Peoria 634 642 
Porry 20 22 
Piatt 24 26 
Pike 12 t 1 

Effingham 33 
Fayafte 16 
Ford .2O 

36 
17 
l9 

Pope 3 
Pulaski 8 
Putnam 7 

3 
6 
6 

Fronklin 54 
Fulton 38 

51 
42 

Randolph 27 
Richland 27 

26 
28 

Gallatin 8 
Greene 14 
Grundy 4 
Hamilton 13 
Hancock 1 6 
Herdin 5 
Henderson 5 
Henry 49 
lroquois 27 
Jackson 161 
Jaspor 7 
Jefferson tOO 

9 
16 
53 
17 
15 
5 
5 

5t 
27 

171 
8 

97 

Rock lsland 342 
Saline 34 
Sangamon 92O 
Schuyler lO 
Scott 6 
Sholby 18 
St Clair 611 
Stark 10 
Stephenson 52 
Tazewell 99 
Union 16 
Vormilion 131 

355 
6 

949 
12 

7 
18 

621 
13 
55 

1O7 
19 

134 
Jersey 17 
Jo Daviese 26 

17 
31 

Wabash 20 
Warron 30 

20 
31 

Johnson 6 
Kano 711 
Kankakee 1 1 1 

Kendall 28 

8 
752 
123 

31 

Washington 17 
Wayne 14 
Whito 14 
Whiteside 66 

20 
12 
13 
68 

Knox 59 
Lake 1,480 
LaSalle 190 
Lawrsnce 17 

58 
1707 

193 
18 

wiff 485 
Williamson 78 
Winnebago 563 
Woodford 17 

487 
78 

587 
17 

Chart D reports age, gender, and 
tenure information for Illinois attorneys 
registered for 1992. 
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Chart D: Age, Gender and Years in Practice 
for Attorneys Registered for 1992 

Gender 
Male 770h
Femals 230h

100%

Aoe 
21-29 9o/o

30-49 6506
50-74 22o/o
75-or over 4o/o

lOOo/o

Years in Practice
Loss than 10 
1o or Moro 42oh

-ffi 
tr. Report on Disciplinary Matters and 

Non-Disciplinary Action Affecting
Attorney Status 

With the intent of more clearly
explaining the nature of the disciplinary
caseload managed by the Commission and

submitted to the Supreme Court, this 1992 

Annual Report uses charts and categories that 
depart in some respects from methods
previously used to report the caseload. To 
the extent the changes interfere with the
ability to compare 1992 statistics to those 
from previous years, effort is made to
translate or provide other means of observing
trends.

A. Investigations 

The Attorney Registration and 
Disciplinary Commission is charged with the 
responsibility of investigating and,, when
appropriate, prosecuting charges of 
misconduct by attorneys. Charges typically
come from clients, other attorneys, judges,

and other persons connected with transactions 
or litigation in which the attorney is 
involved.

During 1992, the Commission 
docketed 7338 investigations, involving 



i 
charges against 4600 different attorneys. 

When investigations are docketed, a staff 
attorney makes an initial assessment of the 

nature of the misconduct alleged, if any, and 

the type of legal context in which the facts 
arose. Charts 1 and 2 rePort the 

classifications recorded for investigations 
docketed n L992. 

As with prior years, the three areas of 
practice most likely to lead to a complaint of 
attorney misconduct are domestic relations, 
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tort, and criminal law. The violations most 

commonly reported arise from a client's 

concern that the attorney is not diligently 
pursuing the legal matters, concern abont the
 

competence with which the matter is being
 

handled, or concern about the client's
 
inability to get information from the attorney.
 

It must be recalled that these charts report
 

complaints as expressed by the person
 

complaining. It is not uncommon for an
 

investigation to reveal that the complaint
 

could be characterized differently.
 

t-h 
.j, 
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Tvoe of Misconduct Number 
Negfectorfackof diligonce ...... 1,241 

Incompotonca .....818 
Failure to communic€to with cliont, including 

failure to communicate ths basis of a foe . . 714 

Fraudulent or deceptive activity, including 
lying to clients, knowing use of falss evidence 
or making a misroprosentstion to a tribunal . 7O4 

lmproper managoment of client or third party 
funds, including commingling, conversion, 
failuro to promptly pay litigation costs 
or client creditors, or issuing N.S.F. checke . 469 

Excossive foes. including failuro to rsfund
 
unearned fegs
 

Failure to proporly ffi;;; i.- r"pt"".no,ion
 
including failure to rsturn cliont filoo
 
or documents 217
 

Confliot of intorest, including improperly entering
 
into businosstransactionswith clients ... '. 186
 

Conduct preiudicial to tho administration of justico'
 
including conduct which is the subject of a
 

contomptfinding or courtsanction . .... . . 184
 

Faifure to tfeat othors with courtesy , . 121 

Criminal activity, including criminal convictions'
 
counselling illegal conduct, public corruption , 97
 

Not abiding by a client's decision concorning tha
 
representation or taking unauthorized action on
 

thsclient'sbehalf . ,.....'59
 
Aiding in the unauthorized practice of law,
 

including sharing foes with non{awyers . . . . 55
 

lmpropor communication with a party known
 
toboroprosontodbycounsel ........... 55
 

lmproper trial conduct, including suppressing
 
evidence where thero is adutyto revoal . . .. . . 52
 

Alleged CHART 1: Classification Of Charges Docketed In 1992 by Violation 

Filing frivolous or non-meritorious claims or
 

pleadings
 

Precticing law in a iurisdiction where not
 

authorized
 

lmproper commercial speech, including
 
inappropriato written and oral solicitation ' ' ' ' 48
 

43
Failure to register . . . . 

Threatening criminal prosecution to gain
 

advantage in a civil matter 41
. 

Failing to preservs client confidences or secrets ' 97 
Avoiding in bad faith the repayment of an educa

tional loan guarantoed by a governmental
 
33
entity . 

Engaging in conduct solely intended to embarrass
 

or unlawfully burden third persons 29
 

Lawyer is tho subject of grand jury subpoena or 

othor lawful government Procoss 18 

Giving or lending something of valus to iudicial 
13officials 

lmproper division of legal foes . ' 12 

. 12Sexual harassmsnt or abuse 

lncapacity due to chomical addiction or mental 

condition "'."."8 
Failuro to disclose fraud on s tribunsl or 

fawyermisconduct ... " " '7 
Prosecutor's bad faith initiation of criminal 

charges " " 6 

lmproper advances orloansto clionts .. .'' .''' 5 

lmproper expane communication ...,. . . " "' ? 

Nomisconductalloged .. "' 897 

other . .. 40 

Totaf 6'717 



CHART 2: Classification Of Charges Docketed 
In 1992 by Area Of Law 

Area of Law Number 
DomesticRelations .,.,....... 1,208 
Tort (Pereonal Injury/ Property Damago) . . . 1,040
Criminal/Ouasi-Criminal ....868 
RealEetate/Landlord-Tenant ..,,... 537 

.. 458 
Probate i........960
 
LaborRelationa.,.. 
Bankruptcy 
CorporatoMatt€rs 
lmmigration 
Local GovernmentProbloms 
Adoption 

......250 
.. . . ... 165 

...86 
.......41 

...,.,.. 37 
...29 

Tax .. 
Civil Rights 
Mentaf Health 
PatontandTradsmark 
Other. 
No specific area of law identified 

,,.,. 2A 
........26 

.,.....7
,.,....7
.,. .. 48 

. . . O2S 
Complaints alleged nomisconduct .... 
Total .... 

897
G,717 

In furtherance of its duty to protect 
the public and the integrity of the profession, 
the Commission requires its counsel to fully 
investigate alt facially viable complaints. 
Although the primary obligarion is to 
investigate sedous cases of misconduct, when 
feasible, staff counsel will attempt to 
intervene to resolve underlying difficulties. 
Frequently, complainants are referred to 
other organizations that provide assistance in 
mediating disputes. 

If an investigation fails to reveal 
provable misconduct, staff counsel will seek 
authorization"to close the file. Authorization 
is given only after a wdtten explanation of 
the reasons for the closure determination has 
been approved. Counsel is required to 
explain in writing to the complainant the 
basis for closing an investigation. 

If an investigation produces evidence 
of misconduct, the case is referred to the 
Inquiry Board. The Inquiry Board operates 
in panels of three, composed of two attorneys 
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and one lay member, all appointed by the 
Commission. An Inquiry Panel has authority 
to vote a formal complaint if it finds 
evidence to support a charge, to close an 
investigation if it does not so find, or to 
defer the investigation and place an attorney 
on supervision under the direction of the 
panel pursuant to Commission Rule 108. 
The Administrator cannot pursue formal 
charges without authorization by an Inquiry 
Panel. 

Comparatively few investigations 
result in the filing of formal charges. Charts 
3 and 4 show the number of investigations 
docketed and terminated during 1992, and 
the type of action which terminated the 
investigations. 

In previous years, a case in which 
complaint was made against more than one 
attorney was docketed as a single 
investigation. That method of tracking 
investigations was altered during 1992 so that 
now, a separate investigation is docketed for 
each attorney named in a particular 
complaint. The change was made to track 
investigations on a theory consistent with 
action taken throughout disciplinary 
proceedings, including the imposition of 
sanctions, which are entered by the Court 
against each individual attorney, not based 
upon the subject matter of a eomplaint. The 
new method will also provide maximum 
accountability by identifying and reporting 
the most discreet unit of investigation. 

Chart 3 shows figures for 
investigations under both the former and the 
newly adopted methods of tracking. Chart 4 
reports cases counted separately for each 
attorney named. 
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CHART 3: Trend of Investigations 

A. 	 By Number of Charges 
Received 

PSIDIT{G DOCKETED COilCLUDS) PEIIDIM! 

YEAR JATITARY DURINI(: DURIIIG DECEilBEN 
Irt YEAR YEAR 3l 

1991 2944 5969 6377 2536 

1992 2536 6291 6032 2795 

B. 	 By Number of Charges 
Against Each Attorney 
Named 

PCTIDITIG DOCKETED COT{CLUDED PENDIMT 
YEAR 	JAI{UARY DURIM; DURI|{(I DECEIIBER 

lra 1992 1992 31 

1992 2894 7338 6849 3383 

CHART 4: Action Concluding 
Investigations ln 1992 (by 
number of charges against 
each attorney namedl 

Concluded byAdministrator: 
Cloeed bocauee no misconduct waa 
.tatod: 889 

Cloeed after lnvestigation:	 5210 

Concluded bv Inouirv: 
Clooed cftcr inv€otigation: 473 

Complalnt voted:	 271 

Filing of Pctition for Disciplinc on 
conssnt approved: 4 

lmpairment petition voted:	 2 

TOTAL	 6849 

Because the different tracking 
mechanism was implemented midyear, the 

number of investigations which these charts 

show to have been docketed during 1992, 
under either method of calculating, does not 
match the totals for the data reported in 
Charts 1 and 2. Charts I and 2 are included 
to provide general information on categories 

of complaints. The trends shown in those 

charts would not be altered if the data were 

converted to reflect the new method. 

B. Hearing Matters 

Once an Inquiry Panel authorizes the 

frling of charges, a formal complaint setting 

forth all allegations of misconduct pending 

against the attorney is filed, and the matter 
proceeds before the Hearing Board. Upon 
filing and service of the complaint, the case 

becomes public. In addition to complaints 
alleging misconduct filed pursuant to 
Supreme Court Rule 753, and complaints 
alleging conviction of a criminal offense 

under Rule 761, the Hearing Board also 

entertain s petitions for rein statement pursuant 

to Rule 767, pet\trons for transfer to inactive 
stiatus because of impairment pursuant to 
Rule 758, and petitions for restoration to 
active status pursuant to Rule 759. 

Charts 5 & 6 show the number and 

nature of the matters filed before the Hearing
 
Board during 1992. In previous years, cases
 

in which charges against more than one
 

attorney were consolidated were counted as
 

one case. Consistent with the effort to report
 

all matters by attorney, the figures in this
 

chart count a separate case for each attorney
 
named in consolidated matters.
 

,i 
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3 
CHART 5: Trend Of Matters Before 

The Hearing Board 

Caeor Pending on January 1, 1992 140 

Ncw Carss Filed in 1992: 

Dirciplinary Complainte 
Filcd; Rulec 753, 761{dI 1O5f 

icinrtatomont Potition. 
Filed; Rules 767: 11 

Pctirionr alleging 
fmprirmont: Rule 758: 4. 

Contost€d Be:toration 
P.tition.; Rulo 759: 2 

122TOTAL NEW CASES: 

Carcr Concludcd During 1992: 134 

Carcr Ponding Decsmber 31, 1992: 128 

ITho numbor of casos filod at hoaring is 
significantly lower than tho number of matters 
voted by Inquiry because multiple invostigations 
against a particular attorney in which an lnquiry 
Panel has voted a complaint are consolidatod into a
eingle complaint for purposes of filings at h6aring. ',& 

-,f 

The number of new filings before the 
Hearing Board decreased slightly during 
1992 as compiued to 1991, when 127 new 
matters were filed. However, the number of 
matters terminated by theHearing Board rose 
substantially. In 1991, the Hearing Board 
concluded 97 cases involving 103 attorneys, 
compared to the 134 matters for as many 
attorneys concluded during 1992. 

Chart 6 shows the types of 
misconduct alleged in the 95 disciplinary 
complaints frled during 1992 and the areas of 
pnctice in which the alleged misconduct 

- arose. In large part the categories most 
frequently seen in formal charges track the 
categories most frequently seen in clients, 
complaints; as reported in Charts I and Z. 
Some exceptions are noteworthy. 

Although the field of domesticgg
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relations produced the greatest number of 
initial charges, it dropped to fifth in the list 
of areas which most often gave rise to formal 
complaints in 1992. In the types of 
misconduct, improper handling of client or 
third party funds resulted in a significantly 
greater percentage of formal complaints than 
initial charges, while neglect, which was the 
most common source of initial charges, came 
in a close second on the roster of allegations 
most frequently made in formal complaints. 
Neglect and conversion also appeared often 
in tandem. Out of 58 complaints that alleged 
either neglect or conversion, 14 alleged both. 

CHART 64: Area of Law Involved in 
Complaints Filed Before Hearing in 
1992 

Area of Law Number Approx.96 
(out of of casea 
95 filed) filed 

Tort 32 34o/o 

Criminal/ 18 20o/o 
Ouasi-Criminal 

Probate 18 2Oo/o 

Real Estate 14 1504 

Domestic Relations 13 140h 

Labor Relations 9 goh 

Contract 8 8o/o 

Corporate Matters 8 8o/o 

Civil Rights 4 4o/o 

Bankruptcy J 3o/o 

Othor Aroas 2 20h 
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CHART 68: Types of Misconduct Alleged 
in Gomplaints Filed Before 
Hearing Board in 1992r 

Typo of Misconduct No. jlo ol 
from casoa 
95 liled 
liled 

lmproper handling of funda 37 39% 

Neoloct 35 37Vo 
Of tho 35 cases whers negloct 
was charged, tho nsglocts woro
 
accompanied by the following 
factors in the numbor of caseg
 
noted: 

Prejudice to client's cause: 23 
Misrepresentations to client: 17
 
Failure to roturn unearned feee:lO
 

Fraudulent or deceptive activity, 19 20%
 
inoluding echemee to defraud
 
cliente or othors, falsifying 
evidencc, falso statoments to
 
tribunal 

Conflict of interest 'to 11%
 

Excessive or unesrned fees 8 8Yo 

lncompotonce 7 7Vo
 

Unauthorized practico of law 5 50h
 

Conduct prejudicial to tho 4 4%
 
administration of justice. including
 
abuse of court prooosg
 

Criminal conduct 4 40h
 

lmproper eolicitation 3 304
 

Frivolous pleadings 3 30h
 

lmproper communication with 2 2%
 
advorse party
 

lmpropor trial conduct 2 204 

lmplying ability to Influenoo '1 l%
 
tribunal
 

Failuro to troat others w/courtesy 1 1Vo
 

lmproper advancos to clionts 1 1Vo
 

j 

]g€ 

*Totale in these charts exceed the number of complaints 
filod because compleints frequontly allege more than one 
kind of misconduct arising in mor6 th6n a single area of 
prsctico. 

,$' 
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A Hearing Panel can terminate a case 

on the pleadings, after a contested hearing, 
or by approving the filing of a petition for 
discipline on consent pursuant to Rule 
762(br. After a hearing has been held in a 

disciplinary case, the Hearing Board issues a 

report and recommendation either dismissing 
the complaint, or finding misconduct and

recommending what sanction should be 
imposed. In impairment cases, the Hearing
 
Board can dismiss the Administrator's
 
petition or find evidence of impairment and

recommend that the respondent be transferred
 
to inactive status. In reinstatement and 

restoration cases, the Hearing Board issues a
 

report recommending that reinstatement or
 
restoration to active status be allowed or
denied.
 

Chart 7 shows the type of action by
 
which the Hearing Board concluded the 134 

cases terminated during 1992.
 



Actions Taken by Hearing 
Board in Matters Terminated 
in 1992 

A. DISCIPIINARY CASES: Ruler 753 &
 
76ildt
 

Cages dismissod on ploadings:
 
On motion of Administrator: 
 1 

On motion of Respondent: l 
Casco decided aftor Hearing: 

Rocommendetion of dismiesal 
or diechargc: s
 

Rscommondetion of disciplinc: 
 A7 
Caser clo*od by diebarment 

on conoont: 12 
Coaee closed upon transfor 

to inaotivc status: 2 121 
Cases cloeed by filing of petition 

for discipline on consont: 33 

TOTAI. DISCIPTINARY CASES: 

B. REINSTATEMENT PET|T|ONS: Rule 267 

Petition allowed aftor hearing: O 
Petition denied after hearing: 4 
Petition withdrawn after hearing: I 
TOTAL RULE 758 PETITIONS: I 
C. IMPAIRMENT CASES: Rute 758 

Petitiong for involuntary transfer to 
inactive statu3: 

Casos closed by voluntary transfer 
to inactive st€tus: I 

Potition dismisssd after hearing: 2 
Potition allowed: O 

3 
TOTAT RUIE 768 PETITTONS: 

D. RESTORATION CASES: Rutc ?59 

Contested petitions for restoration to 
activ€ 3tatus: 

Petition dismissed for want 
of prosecution: I 

Petition dismiseed with prejudice: l 
Pstition allowod: g 2 

TOTAL RESTORATION CASES: 

TOTAL MATTERS TERMINATED: 134 

C. Matterc Before the Review Board 

Either the respondent or the 
Administrator can file exceptions as a matter 
of right from the recommendation of the 
Hearing Board. Those exceptions are heard 
by the Review Board consisting of nine 
lawyers appointed by the Supreme Court. 
The Review Board entertiains briefs and oral 
arguments, and then issues a report and 
recommendation affirming or reversing the 
r@ommendation of the Hearing Board. The 
Review Board can also dispose of a case by 
approving the filing of a petition for 
discipline on consent pursuant to Rule 
762(b). Chart 8 shows the data on cases 
filed before, and disposed of by, the Review 
Board. 

CHART 8: Trend Of Matters In The
 
Review Board
 

Cases Ponding on January 1, 1992: 25 

Casos filod during 1992: 

Exceptions by Administrator: I I 
Exceptions by Respondontt 26 

TOTAL:
 
37
 

Cases decided in 1992: 

Hearing Board affirmsd: 6 

Hoaring Board reversed 
as to findings or sanction:12 

Cause remanded for new 
or additional proceedings 
before Hearing Eoard: I 

Exceptions withdrawn, matter 
presented to court on motion to 
spprove Hearing Board Report: 2 
Exceptions mootod by 
filing of motion for disbarment on 
consent: 

TOTAL: 24 

Caeec pending December 31, 1992 38 
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D. Supreme Court - Disciplinary Cases 

Only the Supreme Coufi has authority 
to sanction attorneys for misconduct, and 

under the rules of the Court, no sanction 
other than a Board reprimand can be imposed 
in a disciplinary case without order of the 
Court. Disciplinary cases reach the Court in 
several ways. 

In cases that have been heard by the 
Review Board, either party can petition the 
Court for leave to file exceptions to the 
Review Board's report and recommendation. 
Review by the Court in such cases is 
discretionary. If neither party excepts, the 
matter is presented to the Court by motion to 
approve and confirm the Review Board 
report. In either event, the Court may affirm 
the Review Board's report and enter the 
sanction or other relief recommended; decide 
to review the matter on the merits and order 
briefs and argument; or reject the Review 
Board's recommendation and impose a 

sanction or other disposition different from 
that recommended by Review without briefs 
or argument. 

Similarly, if a case has proceeded to 
Hearing, and neither party files exceptions to 
the Review Board, the matter is presented to 
the Supreme Court by motion to approve and 

confirm the report and recommendation of 
the Hearing Board. The Court may grant 
that motion and impose the sanction 
recommended by theHearing Panel; deny the 
motion and remand the case for further 
proceedings; or alter the Hearing Board's 
recommendation without further proceedings. 

In addition, under Rule 762, matters 
can be presented to the Court by conserlt. An 
attorney may move for disbarment on 
consent under Rule 762(a) at any point in 
time. If the motion is allowed, the attorney 
can apply for reinstatement after three years, 
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as opposed to the normal five years when 

disbarment is involuntary. If the motion is ? 
denied, the matter proceeds through the '/ 

regular disciplinary process. 

Rule 762O) provides for discipline 

other than disbarment on consent. While a 

case is pending before any of the boards, 

Inquiry, Hearing or Review, the appropriate 
Board can approve the filing of a petition for 
discipline on consent by which the parties 

agtee to the misconduct that has occurred 

and the sanction that should be imposed. 

The Court may grant the petition and impose 

the agreed sanction or deny the petition and 

remand the case for further proceedings. 

During 1992, the Court entered 89 

orders imposing sanctions against 87 

attorneys in cases presented through one of 
the above procedures. Chart 9 reflects the 

nature of the orders entered, and Chart 10 

provides demographic information on the 

lawyers who were disciPlined. 

CHART 9: Disciplinary Sanctions Ordered By
 

The SuPreme Court In 1992
 

Disbarred '.,32 
. Suspended.... ,,-. 42 

Censured 	 t3 
Probation . . 2 
Toral . ,.... 89 

CHART 10: Age, Gender, and Years In Practice
 
For AttorneYs Disciplined During
 
1992 

GENDER 
Male 
Female 

AGE 
21-29,
30-49. 
50-74. 
75 or over 

YEARS IN PRACTICE 
LessthanlO... 
lOormore 

937o
 
,, 70h
 

loo%
 

o% 
.... 6l% 
....3806 

' ... . 1% 
100% 

. -. 14o/. 
...... 8606 

100%	 ,!r 

F 
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Chart 11 reflects the actions taken by 
the Supreme Court in disciplinary matters in 
the varying procedural contexts in which 
those matters are pre$ented. 

During t992, the Court reviewed 
arguments and issued opinions in two 
disciplinary cases, one of which involved a 
petition for reinstatement. In re Parker, 149 
Ill.2d 222 (1992); In re Bell, I47 Il1.2d 15 
(1992). Thus, all but one of the 89 sanction 
orders entered lrt.1992 were entered pursuant 
to a consent petition or a motion to approve 
the report of the Hearing Board or Review 
Board. As Chart 11 reflects, the Court 
accepted three disciplinary cases for review 
during 1992. 

CHART 11: Orders entered by Supreme Court 
in Disciplinary Cases 

A. Petitions for disbarment on consent- Rule 
762|3'1
Allowed ......23
Denied 	 7*
TOTAL 	 ..30 

rTwo of the 7 petitions denied were resubmittod during 
1992 and allowed by the Court. Those potitions are 
included in tho 23 petitions allowed. 

B. Petitions for discioline on consent- Rule 
762(b) 
Allowed: 

Suspended ......13 
Probation ...,....1
Censured . _g
Total . ...... 22

Denied 	 ...4* 
Wthdrawn .... 
TOTAL 	 27

1 

'One of tho p€titions donied was resubmittod during 1990 
and allowed by the Gourt. That petition is included in the 
22 pctitione allowed. 

c. Petitions for leave to file exceotions to 
reoort and recommendation of Review 
Board: Rule 753{e)(1} 

2 
Allowed, and different sanction 
imposed without briefs . . . . . . . 
Denied 5

1 

Allowed 

TOTAL 	 8 

D.	 Motions to aoorove and confirm reoort of 
Review Board: Rule 753 (e)(6) 

3 
Denied, and review ordered 
Allowed 

1on court'smotion ... 
TOTAL 	 4. 

E.	 Motions to aoorove and confirm reoort of 
Hearinq Board: Rule 753(d)(2)
Allowed ...... 15 
Denied, and different sanc
tion imposed by Court . ., . . . 
TOTAL ...... 16

1 

F.	 Petitions relatino to enforcement of 
subooenas: Rule 754 
Motion to quash subpoena
allowed ......1 

Motion to quash subpoena
denied 	 3 

Petition for rule to show
 
cause for failure to honor
 
subpoena allowed 
 1 

Petition for rule to show
 
cause for failure to honor
 
subpoena denied,
 
with leave to resubmit . . . . . I 

TOTAL 6 

\f.	 Petitions for inteiim susoension due to 
conviction of a crime - Rule 761(b)
Allowed 	 8 
Denied 	 6 
Rufecontinued ....., 7 
TOTAL ...... 21 

H.	 Petitions for reciorocal discipline: Rule 763 
Allowed 
Denied 	 0

1 

1TOTAL 
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l. Petitions for reinstatement: Rule 767 
Referred to Hearing Board . . . . l0 
Allowedafterhearing ... l 
Denied afterhearing.. . . . ., . . . z
Withdrawn 4
TOTAL 17 

J. Petition for interim susoension: Rule 774
Allowed 	 s 
Dismissed as Moot 1

TOTAL 	 6 

E. 	Supreme Court - Non-Discrplinary 
Action 

In addition to activity in disciplinary 
cases, the Supreme Court entertains 
pleadings in non-discrplinary matters that 
affect an attorney's status. Chart 12 reflects 
the orders entered in such cases during 1992. 

CHART 12: Non-Disciplinary Actions By 
the supreme court 

A. 	 Voluntarv motions for transfer to 
inactive status: Rule 770
Allowed ...3S0

Denied ,.....2

Withdrawn l
TOTAL .... 353 

B. 	 Petition for restoration to active status: 
Rule 759
Allowed ....38
Denied ......3
Withdrawn l
TOTAL .....42 

C. 	 Petitions for Involuntarv Transfer to 
Inactive Status Due to Mental Disabilitv 
or Substance Addiction: Rule 7b8
Allowed .....0 
Denied, but conditions
imposed ....1

TOTAT ......1 

D. 	 Petitions for aooointment of an
 
examinino medical exoert: Rule 760

Allowed .....0 
Denied .... 
TOTAL ......1 

1 

E. 	 Petition for apoointment of a receiver:
 
Rule 776

Allowed .....3 
Denied .... 
TOTAL ......4 

1 

F. 	 Petition bv comolainant to reouire
 
Administrator to further investioate
 
charoes or exoedite oroceedinqs: Rule
 
752
 
Allowed .....0 
Denied .... 12 
TOTAT 

F. Summar5r 

Chart 13 continues the effort from 
previous years to show a comparison of data 
on caseload for a ten year period. As that 
chart demonstrates, L992 produced an 
increase in the number of investigations 
docketed over t991, though the number 
remains below the record figure of 1990. 
The chart shows a substantial decrease in the 
number of investigations closed by Inquiry, 
a result consistent with the fact that 
substantially fewer matters were referred to 
Inquiry panels during 1992. 

Historically, virtually all 
investigations were referred to the Inquiry 
Board. Authorization by Inquiry was required 
either to file formal charges or to close an 
investigation. As internal controls were 
developed, the Administrator's counsel were 
afforded greater latitude to close matters that 
did not warrant formal prosecution. 
Nevertheless, at least through 1990, a 
substantial number of files that did not result 
in formal complaints were referrd to and 
closed by Inquiry panels. As Chart 13 
shows, Inquiry panels closed over 1000 cases 
a year from 1984 through 1990. 

:? 

.F, 
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During 1992, the trend toward 

\ concluding matters withoutreferral to Inquiry
s7	 was accompanied by direction to counsel to 

more fully investigate charges before a 
referral to Inquiry would be authorized, with 
the result that the more thorough 
investigation often revealed that formal 
charges were not warranted. 

The impact of those trends is 
dramatically documented in the data for 
1992. Only 405 investigations were referred 
to Inquiry panels during 1992, compared to 
915 matters referred during 1991. At the 
same time, the number of matters voted by 
Inquiry and the number of formal complaints 
filed remained about the same as that in 
1991, which itself represented an all-time 
high in the number of matters frled at 

Hearing. 

Efforts will continue to carefully 
investigate and select the matters to be 
referred to the Inquiry Board, and to assure 

that the most serious matters proceed most 
expeditiously. As noted previously in this 
report, the Hearing Board concluded 
substantially more cases in 1992 than in 
previous years, a trend consistent with the 
effort to give priority to the more serious 
cases. The number of cases filed at Review 
increased substantially, and efforts will be 
necessary to assure that those matters can be 
resolved in an appropriate time frame. At 
the same time, increased effort will be 
necessary to address the investigative 
caseload, so that complainants and attorneys 
are provided an expeditious determination as 

to whether formal charges will be pursued. 
CHART 13: A Comparison 

NUiIBER OF INVESTI. CLOSURE 8Y CLOSURE BY CLOSURE COMPLAINT MATTERS MATTERS MATTERS 

ta REGISTSBED GATIONS ADMINIS. ADMINIS. BY VOTED BY FILED w|TH FILED FILED wlTH 

& 
-:g 

ATTORTTEYS DOCKETED TRATOR/NO 
MISCONDUCT 

TRATOR AFTER 
tNvEsTt-

INOUIRY 
AFTER 

INOUIRY 
BOARD 

HEARING 
BOARD 

w|TH 
REVIEW 

SUPREME 
couRTrr. 

ALLEGED GATION INVESTI. BOARD 
GATION 

1 983 43,1 16 2,388 I 1,340 855 134 69 40 150 

1 984 45,171 2,721 * 1,182 1,O21 179 49 28 139 

1 985 47,400 3,935 * 1,730 1,239 184 68 27 211 

1 986 49,177 4,535 223 2,846 1,O94 219 120 49 228 

1987 50,635 4,886 765 4,542 1,275 229 103 40 364 

1988 52,611 4,945 910 4,369 1,167 214 75 32 390 

1989 54,866 5,822 818 '5,552 1,266 343 89 23 791 

1 990 56,896 6,489 1,O23 5,254 1,41O 349 105 23 578 

r991 58,953 5,969 608 5,701 839 325 127 25 604 

1 992 61,107 6,291 r r 889 5,21O 473 277 122 37 s60 

* Not available 
'* Thie figure ropresents the numbor of complaints roceived, whether or not they included charges against more than one 

attorney, since that is the figure roported for all prior yoars. lf broken down for each atlorney namod, there were 7.338 
investigations docketed in 1992.*l' Tho data reponed in this column represont both disciplinary and non-disciplinary matters filed with the Court. Non-
disciplinary filings account for 412 of tho filings reported for 1992. 
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m. Developments During 1992 

A. Commis5ion Appointments 

During 1992, the Supreme Court 
appointed two new Commissioners to serve 
on the Attorney Registration and Disciplinary 
Commission. Benedict Schwarz II, a 
principal in the West Dundee law firm of 
Schwarz & Ryan, P.C,, was appointed by 
the Court to fill the vacancy created when 
Mary Robinson resigned as a Commissioner 
upon being appointed as Administrator in 
March 1992. fames J. McDonough, the 
named partner in the architectural and 
engineering firm of McDonough & 
Associates, wils appointed to fill the vacancy 
created by the resignation of Carol Nolan in 
August 1992. 

In March 1993, the Court accepted the 
resignation of Commissioner James H. Bandy 
as Chairman of the Commission and 
appointed Commissioner David M. Hartigan 
as Chair. Commissioner Bandy, a retired 
attorney from Belleville, Illinois, will 
continue to serve as a Commissioner. He 
was appointed to the Commission at its 
inception in 1973, and he served as Chair 
since L982. Commissioner Hartigan, a 
partner in the Chicago firm of Altheimer & 
G*y, has served on the Commission since 
1988. 

The Commission is comprised of 
seven members, four lawyers and three lay 
members, appointed by the Supreme Court to 
set policy, to appoint the Administrator 
subject to the Court's approval, and to 
appoint Hearing and Inquiry Board 
members. The Commissioners serve without 
compensation, and direct the activities of 
the Commission. 

In addition to their efforts in directing 
internal affairs, the Commissioners represent 
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the ARDC and speak on disciplinary issues 

in other forums. Commissioner John P. 
Clarke, publisher of the State Journal 
Register in Springfield and Commissioner 
Watts C. fohnson, a partner in the Princeton 
law firm of Johnson, Martin, Russell, 
English, Scoma & Beneke, both serve 
pursuant to appointment by the Supreme 
Court on the Court's Special Commission on 
the Administration of lustice. Both also 
serye on the Illinois State Bar Association's 
Liaison Committee to the ARDC, and both 
were invited to participate in the recent 
Future of the Courts symposium. 
Commissioner Johnson also serves on the 
Supreme Court's Rules Committee. 

Commissioner Eldridge T. Freeman, 
Ir., Ph.D., a professor of management at 
Chicago State University, lectured at 
meetings of the National Organization of Bar 
Counsel and the National Bar Association on 
management and disciplinary issues. 
Commissioner Schwarz is a member of the 
Board of Governors of the Lawyers 
Assistance Program, an officer of the Kane 
County Bar Association, a member of the 
Illinois State Bar Association Family Law 
Committee, and a member of the Board of 
Directors of the American Academy of 
Matrimonial Lawyers. He lectured during 
1992 at the ISBA Annual and Midyear 
Meetings and several Kane County Bar 
Association seminars on issues involving 
impairment, mediation, and family law. 

B. Special Counsel for Adjudication 

In L992, the Commission created the 
position of Special Counsel for Adjudication 
to assure the independence of the 
adjudicatory proceedings at the Commission. 
Special Counsel reports directly to the 
Commission and is responsible for several 
functions, including advising the Commission 
on appointments to the Inquiry and Hearing 

'3 
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Boards, overseeing the administration of 
\ those Boards, overseeing the Clerk of the 

F Commission, and providing support services 
to th6 Boards. 

The Commission appointed Vincent 
Vitullo as the first Special Counsel for 
Adjudication. Mr. Vitullo has served the 
Commission since 1978 as an Inquiry Board 
member and then a member of the Hearing 
Board. He began his legal queer in private 
practice, became a professor of law at 
Loyola University School of Law in 1959, 
and joined the law faculty at the DePaul 
University College of Law in 1971. 

In furtherance of its commitment to a 
system of volunteer adjudicators, the 
Commission authorized Special Counsel to 
hire clerks for the Hearing Board. 
Concurrently, the Commission hired clerks 
for the Review Board. The clerks provide 
research services and assist their respective 
Boards in drafting Reports and

B Recommendations, services which the 
Commission believes are necessary to allow 
the volunteers who serve on those Boards to 
meet the present demands of the disciplinary 
caseload without placing an intolerable 
burden upon their own practice of law. 

C. Expungement and Rule 108 

On May 12, lggD, the Supreme 
Court's Blue Ribbon Committee to Study the 
Function and Operations of the Attorney 
Registration and Disciplinary Commission 
presented to the Court its report on the two 
issues which the Committee had been 
reconvened to study: 1) an expungement 
proposal; and 2) Commission Rule 108, 
allowing for prehearing diversion in certain 
disciplinary cases. 

As to the expungement proposal, the 
Blue Ribbon Committee recommended that 
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the Court adopt a rule rgquiring that the 

Administrator destroy records of 
investigations which are closed by the 
Administrator or an Inquiry Panel after three 
years have passed from the date of the 

closure unless formal proceedings have been 

initiated against the attorney as a result of 
other investigations. The Blue Ribbon 
Committee also endorsed the program of 
prehearing deferral under supervision 
embodied by Commission Rule 108, but 
recommended that the rule be amended to 
limit the availability of such supervision to 
cases involving less serious misconduct. 

On January 5n 1993, the SuPreme 

Court adopted Rule 778 on Retention of 
Records. The new rule authorizes retention 
of records of investigations closed by the 
Administrator or an Inquiry Panel for three 
years after the investigation is closed. After 
three years, those records, including 
computer data, must be destroyed. The rule 
provides, however, that destruction of closed 

investigative files will be deferred by the 

initiation of formal proceedings or the 

imposition of discipline in another matter 

involving the same attorney, in which case, 

the records can be retained for three years 

after the termination of the proceedings or 
the termination of any sanction imposed as a 

result of the proceedings. 

In addition, the Court approved the 

recommendations of the Blue Ribbon 
Committee concerning Rule 108. Effective 
October 23, tgg2, the Commission amended 

Rule 10 8 con si stent with the 
recommendations. As amended, the rule 
authorizes prehearing diversion under the 

supervision of an Inquiry Panel unless: 1) the 

conduct 'under investigation involves 
misappropriation of funds or property of a 

client or third party; 2) the conduct involves 
a criminal act that reflects adversely on the 

attorney's honesty; 3) the conduct resulted in 
3 



prejudice to a client or third person, except 
where restitution would be made a condition 
of deferral; or 4) the attorney has previously 
been disciplined or placed on supervision 
under Rule 108. 

D. Other Rule Changes 

Effective Xanuary 5, 1993, the Court 
amended Rule 762(a) pertaining to 
disbarment on consent. As amended, the 
rule requires that the affidavit that must be 
executed by an attorney who seeks to be 
disbarred on consent must include an 
acknowledgment that if the cause proceeded 
to hearing, the Administrator would prove by 
clear and convincing evidence the facts and 
conclusions of misconduct set forth in the 
statement of charges filed under the Rule. 
Under the amendment, in a case where the 
attorney has been convicted of a crime, it is 
sufficient that the affidavit state that the 
judgment of conviction would be offered as 
evidence and would stand as conclusive proof
of the attorney's guilt of the crime for 
purposes of disciplinary proceedings. As 
amended, the Rule further provides that if 
the Court allows the motion for disbarment 
on consent, the facts and conclusions of 
misconduct set forth in the Administrator's 
statement of charges shall be deemed 
conclusive for purposes of any future 
disciplinary proceedings, including 
proceedings on a petition for reinstatement 
pursuant to Rule 767. 

An attorney who is disbarred on 
consent under Rule 762(a) may seek 
reinstatement three years after the disbarment 
order, whereas an attorney who is disbaned 
after contested proceedings must wait five 
years before petitioning for reinstatement. 
The amendment to Rule 762(a) assures an 
adequate record of the misconduct that led to 
the voluntary disbarment for purposes of any 
reinstatement proceedings. 
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Effective October 30, L992, the Court 
amended Rule 3.8 to repeal subsection (c) of 
that rule. The repealed provision limited the 
use of compulsory process by prosecutors in 
criminal proceedings to secure evidence or 
testimony from attorneys in their capacity as 

counsel for past or present clients. The 
Court had initially adopted subsection (c) on 
November 1., 199L, but had stayed 
enforcement of the provision by order 
entered December 27, 1991. The stayed 
provision has now been eliminated. 

E. Mastpr Roll and Supreme Court RolI 
of Attorneys Linked 

The Clerk of the Illinois Supreme 
Court has the responsibility of maintaining 
the Roll of Attorneys licensed by the 
Supreme Court to practice law in Illinois. 
Attorneys are placed on the Court's Roll 
when they execute the oath of office at the 
time of their initial admission to the bar. The 
Roll reflects any changes in an attorney's 
status as ordered by the Court, either for 
disciplinary or nondisciplinary reasons. 

Concurrently, under Rule 756, the 
Attorney Registration and Disciplinary 
Commission maintains the Master Roll of 
attorneys registered to practice law in the 
State of Illinois for each year of registration. 
Attorneys are included on the Master Roll if 
they appear on the Court's Roll and if they 
register and pay whatever fee is due under 
Rule 756 for the year at issue. 

In 1992, the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court, Juleann Hornyak, and the Attorney 
Registration and Disciplinary Commission 
implemented a computer link-up so that the 
Clerk and the Commission can share a data 
base and assure consistency between the 
Rolls, and so that the Clerk has direct access 
to the registration status of all attorneys 
included on the Court's Roll. 

F1 
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F. Audit by Auditor General 

On October 1, 1992, Chief Justice 
Benjamin K. Miller, on behalf of the Illinois 
Supreme Court, requested that Auditor 
General William I. Holland conduct fiscal 
and compliance audits of the Attorney 
Registration and Disciplinary Commission 
and the Board of Admissions to the Bar for 
the year 1992. The Auditor General agreed 
to do so, and agreed that the compliance 
audits will assess compliance by the two 
entities with the internal procedures and 
regulations of each. In an exchange of 
correspondence, the Chief Justice and the 
Auditor General each acknowledged that the 
audit was requested and the request was 
accepted as a matter of comity between the 
judicial and legislative branches of 
government, withoutprejudice to the position 
of the judicial branch that the funds received 
by the two agencies are not state funds. 

G. Programs 

The Commission continued its efforts 
to familiarize lawyers with ethics rules and 
concems through presentations to bar 
associations, law firms, and law schools, and 
through participation in seminars. The 
Administrator, Chief Counsel James I. 
Grogan, and other staff counsel made 
presentations to over 40 different groups over 
the course of the year. 

In addition, Commission counsel 
continue to participate as members of, or 
liaisons to several committees of the various 
bar associations in the state to foster the 
exchange of information, and to cooperate in 
developing programs and proposals that will 
impact on the disciplinary system directly or 
that will generally add to the bar's 
dedication to professionalism. 
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Commission staff also participated 
extensively in the activities of the National 
Organization of Bar Counsel, and 

collaborated with the American Bar 
Association's Center for Professional 
Responsibility. Deputy Administrator, 
Jerome Larkin, was elected Treasurer of the 
National Organization of Bar Counsel in 
August, L992, and he will become that 
organization's president in 1995. 

The Commission also began an 

externship program with the Northwestern 
University School of Law. As part of an 

advanced professional responsibility 
symposium, students aid staff counsel in 
investigations, research, and presentation of 
hearing matters. 

H. Plans to Move Chicago Office 

Since the inception of the Commission 
in L973, its Chicago off,rces have been 
housed at 203 North Wabash. In the 
beginning, the entire Chicago staff consisted 
of the first Administrator, Carl Rolewick, 
and 9 employees. In its first year of 
operation, the Commission registerel 23,959 
attorneys, and investigated charges in 1521 

matters. Until 1989, all Commission 
proceedings were confidential so that 
members of the public were not admitted to 
hearings or Review Board arguments. 
During 1973, the Commission's Hearing 
Board held t hearings, and the Review Board 
heard oral argument in 2 cases. 

Today, the Commission has 105 

employees. For 1992, the Commission 
registered 61,107 attorneys, and investigated 
7,338 charges. Hearing and Review Board 
proceedings are open to the public, and those 

Boards held public trials or oral arguments 
in 111 cases during 1992. 



The Commission's growth caused it to 
expand its offices at 2A3 North Wabash 
several times, until it now has space on four 
floors. Further expansion needs and other 
considerations led the Commission to explore 
leasing other properties, particularly in light
of favorable market conditions. On 
December 30, L992, after much searching 
and negotiating, the Commission executed a 
lease with the Pnrdential Building at 130 
East Randolph Drive in downtown Chicago. 

The move, which is planned for fune 
1993, will allow the Commission to nearly 
double its present space, with a threefold 
increase in the space available for public 
proceedings. The Prudential will finance the 
full cost of constructing the 38,000 square
feet of space on two floors to meet 
Commission specifications, as well as other 
costs associated with the move. 

Plans for the new space include two 
courtrooms for Hearing and Review Board 
proceedings, each of which is larger than the 
single room in the present quarters, as well 
as expanded reception and conference areas 
available to the public, witnesses and litigants 
who appear for the public proceedings. In 
addition, there will be several interview 
rooms and improved accommodations for 
members of the public who appear at the 
Commission offices to present complaints. 

fV. Financial Report 

The Commission engaged the services 
of Miller, Cooper & Co. Ltd., Certified 
Public Accountants, to conduct an 
independent annual audit as required by Rule 
751(eX4. The audited financial statements 
for the year ended December 31, 1992 are 
attached as Appendix l. 

In addition, the Auditor General 
conducted an audit of the Attorney 
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Registration and Disciplinary Commission 
for 1992. The Auditor General will prepare 
a separate report to be presented to the Court 
independently. 

V. Evaluation and Recommendations 

Progress was seen during this 
transitional year toward the goal of bringing 
formal cases to a more expeditious 
conclusion, both in the substantial increase in 
cases concluded at Hearing and in the 
substantial decrease in cases referred t'o 

Inquiry where no formal proceedings were 
likely to result. The decrease in 
investigations docketed during 1991 was 
unfortunately short-lived, and 1992 saw a 
rise in the number of complaints received 
and a concomitant increase in the 
investigative docket pending at the conclusion 
of the year. Serious efforts must now be 
devoted to concluding those investigations 
expeditiously. To that end, the Commission 
has authorized an expansion in the staffing of 
the intake group, and new internal 
procedures for monitoring the investigative 
caseload are planned. 

In addition, educational efforts will be 
undertaken to assist lawyers in avoiding the 
patterns of conduct that typically result in 
disciplinary investigations, with the goal of 
reducing the investigative caseload and better 
serving the public by prevention of the more 
common complaints. 
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APPENDTf, 1 MILLER 
C@PER 
&Co.,Ltd 

AccotJvr$Ts AND CoNSULTAYTS 

ConmisBionera and A&riniBtrator of the
 
At torney Regi strat,ion and Di acipl inary co.fini Is ion
 
of the supreme court of Illinoid 
Chicago, Illinois 
t{e have audited the lccompanylng balance sheet of the-Attorney Regieeration 
anit Diaclplinary Con'nrieeion 6f lfre Supreme Court of Illlnoi6 aE of Decernbe! 
gL, 1992 

-ana the lelated atatementa oi revenuas and e:(penees, fund balanceg 
andl cash flolrs for the year then ended. Thege finanelal gtatements are the 
reeponeibillty of, the cornmiesion. Our reEpon8ibiliry is to e:<presa al opinion 
on these financlal sgatementa based on our audiE. 

we conducted ou! audit in accordance xilh generally accepted auditing
BtandardE. those glandarda reguire thac ue plan and perfonn the audit to 
obtain reasonable aggurance about vhether the financlal statemenro are free 
frcrn material tnioetatement. An audit includes exaninlng, on a lest baBis. 
evldence aupporclng the amountF and dlgclosurea in the financlal state&entE, 
.An audi! alao includes aeaeesing che accountlng principles uged and 
aignrificant eEt.inaEed nade by managenent, aE uelI aE evaluatlng the overall' 
financial atacement preeenEaEion. tle belleve that our audit provide6 a 
reaeonable basle f,or our opinion. 

In our opinion, the financlal BeatetneotB referred to above pre8enE fairly, in 
a1l rnaterial le8pect.s. the financlal position of the Attorney RegiEtration and 
Disclpllnary commisaion of, th€ suprene court of xllinoig as of, December 31, 
1992, and re8ulta of its operaEions anal its cash flot{B for the year then ended 
ln confornity rith generally accepted rccounbing principles. 

!'IIILER, COOPER A CO., tJTD. 

Northbrook, Il1i.noiE
 
rtanuary 29, 199 3
 

Atcorn€y Regiacratlon ed Digciplinaly comiaalon 
of the Suprene Court of lllinoi6 

BAIAIICA SHBET 

ASSaTS 
MedlcarePby8ical

Aase! and Group legal Replacenent
Reaerye TotalOperating Replacen€nt Service 

Fund Fund Funtl !.ruatFutld Efildleliise Al,I Fund6 

clnRttfr Ass6Ts s9 4 ,229Cash and caEh equivalenrs s 594, 239 S 9
Accoutt recoivable - olher
 

lhs feea s, 609
 
Truafera to other fuds 54
 

13, 96't - \72,492Accrued int6r€6t receiYabli, 150, 30? 6, 90? 1, 31{
115, {51 - 4,051,??5Inveatnonts t, 51.3, {9{ 3?6,309 46,52r - s7,480PEoprid exp€nses 5?, 4 S0 ' 18'476ReinburBabl,€ leasehold lmpf,ovenontE 78,476 
r29 .4r5 ,1 ,963 . 071Tocal eurrene aasela 4,{o2.6os zel.zi6 -s--11> 

PlrystcAl. AssEl's -
CdE)uter ud related -^. .t-lzj156guipnent - 523,LL2 7?8, 806Office fumilure and equipment - 175 t8O6 78.019Library . - 78,019 18. g2Aj,niprovenentsItaaehald 18. 828 L,398,765Total - 1,398,765 
I€Ea accuulated depreciation L'026'926 t?1 01q--------!2!49./.14

3 ?1. 939 

OTIIBR ASSATS 631. ?87 9.150.133Invettncnta 7 .226 -932 286. 654 La -750 
!...1L.53&lI' !---J..gf.l€'1 t--grrl2l r--.z5l+ 
-

C1'RRAM LIIBILIAIAS t3?,3{9AccoutB pryable s 13?, 3{9 t: 88,616Accned ereenseg 89,616 --1'ryl
Trusfcra trs other fuds 5{ 

4 ,9r3 .2OgDs!erred fssa 1. 9{3, 208 8,000Relnslatod€nl dspoeita g, o0o 
Group 1ag!l gerylce regialratlon 62 595feea 62.593"'- < 

---------:- 5{>< 5,219.169Total cqfranl lirbiliEies 111 atn 
cor4{tll{Elrrs ------s2'.525 
FOND B,AIANCES

Gencral operrting fsd 5,{52.3r0
other fwd balsqea 1. 041 - 753 i'iii' iti---:------:- 161.2O2 8.255'2156.,rs2. 310 1-0{1-?63 ------

3----?Z-es :-------:i1 mLlri-€3rJ-13J, f---J49!!J.9,1 

The acddpuying notea are s lntcaral f,art of chi,B f,lnancl,al atatenen!. 

-'9..g!j1!g 
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Attom€y R€gi.tiltrd sd Disciptinary Cdnissidof rhe supr.re cdrt oi rllir;i€
stArcM Ot rMMs N qPAlSaS

Jear 3d.d D..d? 1r 1cc, 

Phy3icrl &dicaEe 
ba.t Dd &placamnt 

- clperaring Replaco@t Reacs.pud tud hdt "otalMd A1t tuds 

Attoh€y !6gi6lati6 !e6a 
sd chrrged a.med g 5.491,079 t- 5 6,197,O11trveatnent inc@ 5rl.21t 49,99O 652.801cos!3 collecl.d 66, 16l 66,461Yi6cc11&eou3 idc@ t26
 

?.l3a.gg0
 11.605 J 2t6,476 

salaries ud lelaled {,060,555 a r 060,555
92,513 92,5a3library &d conlinuing

educalion ?o, a8o ?0. a8aGen€ra] 91a, t96 91t.496cquler loo,3aa 100,3ttOlher {25,9?6 azs,876rnaulsce prenisa 5,299Deprcciatrd !15,aO1Disposition of phy€ical 
428---------!5t 

5 _ grs.8a5 

AxceB3 <deftcienry> of rev€nues 
owe! epenaes belolc trerf.r. {a,59r 1,3 ?0, 630 

T!&6fe. to lud medic.r6 
leplaccrent leaed€ trua! 122,120> 

Trssfer ro physical as6et
 
leplaceren! fud < 213.221> 
 .213,22t 

scBss or srms oER 
EXPENSES 9, -t-t!5.22? s 98.592 r.-g5E3ll s_-____1,lfa,_€3-q 

fre accryanying nolea ere e intogral par! of, thi,€ st6t€ren!. 

Altomey Regiat.aiid md Dlociplinary Cmissid 
ot rha suProre court of Illinoi6 

STATMM OF @ BasCBS 

Pbysical
fBet ud 

Opcrating
tud 

Replaceren!
tud 

R€s6de 
tnst FMd 

Toral 
Atl Fsds 

Baldc€ at hgiming of yea! 
ar pi€wioualy reporred s 5,427.361 S 5 _59{.391 I 6,964,92J 

Prior-perid ldjua!renr for 
uaccrued cryetraated 

_s___-_--39.21J1> < a0.279> 

Blldc€ at begihing 
year aa r6atat6d 

of 
5,34r,083 9{3.1?1 594,39t 5,88a,6a5 

ExceEa of revenuea over LLO5.227 9A,592 1 3?0.630 

8.ldce .t end of yedr t_t.€aJrc F.-r..9!r*r53 t...jla3g r_,_!-255.-a15 

&e accryeying Dote6 are s integral part of lhiE ataterent 

--

Attomey R€giatr-rtid ud Di.ciptin!ry CffiiBsis or th. supl.m court ot Illinois
STATreU OP GA PbIS 

phFiclt &dtcrr. 
&t.r Md Rep]rc@nt

Weratrng R€plac.ent Res€n. to!alFEd tud To.t tud All Pudg 
Cash flots frd qerating 

6xc.BE o! ravenuea ov6r 
eQ€trdilur.. s 9 98.s9: $ s 1,3?0,630 

&justa€nt. to recotrcite
 
exceaa of rcv€nueB over
 
64eDditur.r !o nEt ca.h

provided by @rariag
activitias 

Depr€cirtid t75tto7 L75 ! 4O7Dirpositlon o! assets 828 s2a<Incr€aae> &crea6e in ass€ts 
Accosta receiv&le 
Olb€r .3aecr 2, g7lt < 17,39a> 

lryrosrent3 < ?8,t?6> 
&itulrc$l. lera€hold 

Increas€ in IiSilitiei 
accosEs pry$l. 50,206 60,206 
Orhe! Ii$iliti.! a qos 
Deferred lco€ 2}rtagl 2Ar,99O 

a. t05 
Net caah provid.d ly @!.iing

accrvrcraa I_!51-922 283_536 L6a.731 1_400_1t5 
Casb ltora frd idElting 

Acguirition of ceital asrer. 
Cqut€r sd r.l.t6d 

€siFni < 31,112> < 31,1a2> 
ewrNnl 

Oftic. fumirur€ ud 
< E.rst> < 8,45t> 

Purcbra€B ot inveitmnta
!ibrary < 5,705> < 6, ?06> 

< f167-85a> < 231,23a> < 16a_?3r> < 1.569.829> 
!.t caah uaed iD invelting 

< 1,16r_853> < 2et,536> < A6r.711> < 1.615.131> 
ST INCME Id NI N SB

EQUIVWS 1gt,06r 18r, O6t 
Carh &d cldh e$ival€ot3 rt 

bgiming of ye.r a1o_r7s t10.1?5 
Ctsh eal ca6h esivrlent€ !! ena 

L 59.23e S - !---i2!ar3 
&. acc@&ying note. arc & iatcgr.t par! of rhl. starcmnt 

Atlomey legiatration &d Discipliary ComiEBion 
of th3 suprena court of Illinois 
MASrcBFINCI&STABEMS 

&e Cffii6a16 ras.Foint.d by the Il1inoi6 Suprere Cour! uder d1€s 
?sl through 756 ol the Courr eft.cri€ Pebnary 1, 19?3, ed s$se$ent 
additidal dles ed entudt€. Se puryo6e o! rhe Cffijr6iod ed lhe oflice of 
the &inlstaltor ls to dinrain rh. &s!er Roll of Attohey€ sd to lnve5llgac€ 

ed proaocute claiba againBt llljnoiB altomeys rhose conduc! nighr rend !o defeat 
lh€ a&iniatratid of jusric€ o- bridg rhe court or lbe leg.l profe€sis into 

@ April 2r, 197?, the Illinois Suprerc Courr adeted nl. ?30 €ff,€cliv! 
by I, 1977. Se ruls re$irer tbe leglsrlarionof gloup l.gat sewic€ ptil. 
in rhich s attomey pcrliciprrea. Se ptMs N.t b r€9i6r€red virh tb. 
Cmieaid on o! hfor. July 1st ead year, 

6 Au$st 9, 1983. th€ rltiooi3 Supre@ Coulr .dopr.d sle ??3, cff€cEtv€ 
Octohr 1, 19E3. Se 41e providld rhar u atrom€y-r€Epo&nr coutd be.lc€ponsibl€ 
for p.ying the ssrg incuti.d ia proceodings vhich lsd to th. iqoaitid of 
disciplin.ry Becrioa. 

6 &tobr 13, 1989. ote 7t3 vaB @trded €ffective i@di.tcly. 
Attomey-reapddenle haw€'a dty to Fy costs involv.d in lhe cnforce@ot o! 
c6rtaln Supr@ Coult d16s, cosEs inalled to cqcl rj.tne6! t€stieny mele 
the faryr heE not coee!.ted rith Cffii.Bion procc€dings. sd csls toorred 
!o obt.in !eco!d. l!6 a ftnscial inBtiturion rhs lhe tndrtlutid,s pro

duction follov.d a 1aryer,s faiture to prowi& recolds. 

.$ 
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A*omey tugistratioa sd Didciplimry cmission- of th. swree courl ot lllinol. 
Nms rc sa PlNce saAl:MMs 

Dece&r 31, 1992 

(ConlinuedlMB A - GBMN mPosa DBSCRITION 

6 *robr 20. 1989, €he Suprere cdrt adQEed nle 159, eff€crive 

Now€&r r, 1989. rt i5 doy lhe duty of ev6ry altohey to .elrin ell 

flndcirl !€cordB relaled to the atlom€y'a pr.ctice for a peaid of not le6B 

-!qIE--E 

1. bpl-leg$E - ao enaur€ obaeryalion of limitalidB placed m Ehe 

uae o! !e60urce6 dw.il$le to the cffiiBdioD, the aeaouts of the c@isaid 6!e 

@in&lned in accor&ce rith th6 priaciples of fbd accoeting. sis is th6 

procedulo by {hich leaource6 tor warioua puryBe8 are claaaif,i€d for ac@uting 

sd reporling puFos.s into fuds eet$li3hsd.ccorditrg to thei! nature sd 

puFoses. separat€ accMra arc oirllined for eacb fud sd all f ilscial 

trssactids bwe hen recorded sd r6port€d by fud grouP. 

2. c.ah sd ca6h EdiwalcntB - For pu4oaes of the staEmeot of cash 

floes, cash !@iv.ledrs include rll inwes@nta vith a mturity of three 

rcnth6 or lers

3. lb{Cjgl_Alel! - Physical ardets are slated at co6l. Depreciation 

sd &rtiratid are provid€d o@r Se estiEled u€sfut liv€3 of the asaetB 

or a6aet gloups princip.Uy on the straigbt-line @thd. Itpil di€po8al of 

arset.: co6t l?ss sy proc€ede lrd sale ts chargod ot credit€d to rc@ulat€d 

depleciatim ed gain3 or 10886. ar€ then includ€d in drrenl incd€. 

kaBehold iryldehetrts ale ertized ower the l6ase p€rid. 
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atrohey Roglsr!.tid ed Di.cipfin.ry c@iaais 
ot th€ su9lQs c@rt of lllinoiE 
ffissffiFrNcNarAmms 

!qr8-s - rs|Es3cst 
Atl inves@nt tle6aclion6 at€ hsdlod ty lha Tru.t DeP6l@nl of the 

rirsr h€ricr ask - springfiald, l.A- ed 5!e h€rd in 8.f€k.€Piag rt the bk. 

InveB@nis !!e calri.d rt @rt. fre frlhet vllua ot inv€almnta 6xc€ed. colt by 

S1a?,200 tt &c&r 31, 1992. 

lcrE-D - CAllECrlgN.-qClEBt 

Se Cdml6.id is fsdad by s amsl t€gittllti@ fee aas€€sed lllidotE 

.ttom6y.. fr6 MSl fae i! €enl dir€clry by regiat€ring .ttom€ya to ! lock 

bx loc.r6d at th€ g.s. bst office in sPringfield, rlliiol.. se loc* br ia 

s&r the sole sweni6l6 of air6t horlca Bd _ sDritgfle]d, [.A. fre conlenta 

of !b l@k bx a!€ .ccmt€d for tolely by th€ bk ed.11 rec.iPts arc &potitod 

to th€ cmi6€i6'6 accout- & accoulitg for th€ae fs& i6 6€oi r.$larly to se 

c6&si@'€ legi€tralid aleP.rt@nt foi pr@e.ri.g sd cqariaoD rilh the 

legi.tratid &d bll.ling r€coid3. fro sysra! 1! t€.t ch€ckod by dr io&9eo&nc 

audltors sd th. lock br 6y.tu it .lso ch€ck.d by lh€ idterul tuditolr ot rh€ b&k 

&d th6 Nscimal auk aruinorr' 

-

S6 Coqilsio lea.a. 1t! frlcrgo ed Sprtnglield offie6a s&r o9€r.ting 

lea;€ .greerenls. ?otal pay@nts u&r sl1 1c!!. agrcerenls rcre t521,r98 in 1992' 

Se tutu!€ oinlM leass peyrenls for tho Springfi€ld oflico arc eubj€ct to poasible 

escalacion b.sed d lho Qcrating €4eDsea of ths bilding. 

Se c@isrl6 entored lnto a nev leaee agreenen! in &ce&r 1992 altectiw€ 

Ey 1993 for rcr otfie faciliti€€ itr sicaEo, Illinoia. sa r.frining leaoa 

parenls due on the exi.sting officc P.ca dich eqirea ln &rd 1995 i€ aSject 

ro negoriatioo virh rhe lddlord. 

NStE_r 

attomey Registration ud Disciplinary C@iEslotr
of rhe suprdo couri ot lllinoia 
{dESNffiFIWITSTATTTS 

se tema of rhe n€r off,lce 1€aae are for 15 yeaft ud plovides tor a 

rininu sual h8e redt pluB refared td6a sd Qeraling e@n8es, Itr adition 

the l6aee prowides a period of 32 nonth6 'f.ec renlr vith tbe first reot peFena 

due Jsuary 1, 1996. 

tuture ninimm lease parent!, includidg estimtad liabirtry for tuee sd 

@ratiDg epen6es, rel.ting to leaa€ agteerenta are: 

1993 I 9{9,842
199{ t9g,176
1995 496,799 
1996 r,027 t225
,997 r,06t,552 
1998 tbrough 2002 5,940. r8{ 
2003 rhrough 2007 -___L225;!t!r 

uiLcir3zs 

!Q@_! - T^ruU STAES 

h J&uary 29, 1t?6, ihe Int€ma1 kvsous Senice laaued a detanlnatifi 

t.ttlr rec@iring th6 cffii6sion as a !u exQi orguir.tid uder aecllm 5o1lc) 

(6) of lhe Inleeal kw€nua C&. fr. Cahir€i@ ii t€Sir€d to .Dully filr 

aon 9r0 {s infol@iid retua) rith the Into@l &vanu€ S€ryice. 

!g[g_g ^ Prysr@ EsF EP4cruM lIN 

si3 fud ffialscs of rMt. ehid hawe be6n tr&af€rrod frd tha 

olDtating Md .d der.sinca sd deei$at6d by tb Cmiasid. 

6 A!$at 9, 1945, lha C@niasi@ fo@d a tdat to replace tho r€dicare 

c@raga loit by its ry1qe€3 at th.l tlm deo the $ci!l srdriry &lnislrari@ 

rul€d th6 Cmi6sion rd in€ligible tor bn€fitt, fr6 F6&rrl Unqlwnt Inaurse 

refGds acr€ u.ad to hitiatc lh€ tfr6t rbid lncr€aaer afiually by !h. Cffils3lon 

strihtinE 4t of cadpensalid fo! e.ch.llglble p!fticiput. 

a*omsy B€gietraEio! ed DiBciplinery c@it31d 
of, tha suprem court ot lllinolt 
WSMMFIWNSTAMMS 

sl registr.tid fo€s !.csiwad lor grow legal lenic€ PIsr hwe hen 

segrcgated f!6 a1l oth.r lwda of the cffilstld' Presently lhesc fuds are 

inv€sced in . tn6a .ccout at th€ lirst ol &rica Dd _ sPringtield, N A 

lwJ-pBaEwDFBBS 

&e afiual regiEtratiotr fe€ covets th€ calef,&r Fa! Perid. P!€s 

coll6ct€d it N6veder ed Decetur 1992, tePlesont 1993 tee6. 

Nmx

@ Octob€r 15, 19?7, ths C@lssl6 ert&1iahed. &tir.@al Ple sd 

anst for the hDef,it of all 6li9ibl6 64lryeos. fro Plu $d Tn.t rag 

eftectiwc Jesry 1, 19tt ed le$ired blh lqlryee ed C6is.is c@tti_ 

Effectivc Jesry 1, 1985 th. Pls vr! endsd sd t.st.tcd to irylo% 

r€ti!@Bt brefitt ln 1i9ht of th€ deciElq of tho social S.ority &lnia_ 

trati@ tht @Iqeee of tho C@iB5io a!. not cwoled by asi.l a€drily 

bnefit.. 

fre cdltssid c@trlhtid f,or the v6.t 6ndcd rdr 31, 1992 ra3 

M L - !t!Ig!!rg! 
variou! crylalnt. sil tccid. E.! ftld rg.itrst S. c@lssid in 1992' 

se%lal of !hc6e @t!.!! hav. boa dlsissad. sola poding ar. trot Frceived aa 

pres.ntiug ily sorious pro.Fct of flnecl.l cdsa@6net

mailto:pr@e.ri.g
mailto:aleP.rt@nt
http:Cdml6.id
http:Di.cipfin.ry
http:princip.Uy


Board Members For 
Review Board 

fames L. Coghlan, Chairman Timothy R. Neubauer 
William F. Costigan Albert S. Porter 
Robert I. Downing Thomas P. Scherschel 
RobertJ. Egan Neil K. Quinn 
Martin H. Katz 

Hearing Board 

Michael R. Albert Stuart B. Dubin Nancy K. Needles 
Mary Frances Andreoni Joan Myers Eagle Dennis S. Nudo 
rrVilliam Eugene Arnold Matthew James Egan Patrick W. O'Brien 
I-ouis T. Ascherman Thomas Feehan James Leon Palmer 
Jack O'IIair Asher Ioseph E. Fitzgerald James Dudley Parsons 
Chris Averkiou Melvin Gaines John S. Pennell 
Charles T. Beckman William R. Galliani Raymond Clark Persin 
Stephen P. Bedell James E. Gorman Joseph Carmen Polito 
Bernard H. Bertrand Richard Alan Green Lon Mason Richey 
Robert M. Birndorf Michael C. Greenfield Jerome Rotenberg 
John Magruder Bowlus Robert Handley Donald-S. Rothschild 
Scott Mackinnon Boyd Demetri }lassakis Judith Sherwin 
Terrence M. Burns Paul Carter Hendren Arthur B. Smith, Jr. 
William F. Carmody Terence Michael Heuel John M. Steed, III 
W. Thomas Coghill, Ir. Burton S. Hochberg Ernest Summers, IIf 
David L. Coghlan Edward W. Huntley Paula S. Tillman 
Melanie Rovner Cohen Timothy Huizenga Gary Miro Vanek 
Joseph Patrick Condon Allen E. Kanter Vincent F. Vitullo 
Michael John Costello Robert M. Klein Harland Daniel Warren 
Bruce Kent David Leo Henry Konzen John B. Whiton 
Champ W. Davis, Jr. Kenneth T. Kubiesa Raymond G. Wigell 
William M. Dickson Ilarold I. I-evine Henry P. Wolff 
Philip Ambrose Doran Molly Warner Lien E. Kenneth Wright 
Patrick T. Driscoll, Ir. fames M. Murray James F. Young, Jr. 

Inquiry Board 

Ronald J. Allen Ianet L. Grange Seymour S. Raven 
Albert C. Balderman Sanley J. Gros, Jr. Richard Roberts 
Robert Beckner, fr. Michael S. Harley David F. Rolewick 
Carolyn Berning Pamela E. Hill Marshall R. Rowe 
Charles C. Bingaman Terrance A. Hilliard Jean Rudd 
Sol Brandzel William H. Hooks Kaarina Salovaara 
Howard H. Braverman Mark Lionel Karasik Carolyn Sartor 
Susaa L. Brody Delmar Oliver Koebel Richard D. Schiller 
Penny T. Brown Philip E. Koenig Lee J. Schoen 
Anthony Cascino, Jr. Jaimee Horwitz Levin Jason S. Sharps 
William M. Cox, fr. Paul Michael Lisnek Geraldine C. Simmons 
Lallie I. Coy Iohs J. Iowrey Lute Smith 
Albert 0. Eck, Jr. J. William Lucco John C. Taylor 
Susan G. Fleming Richard A. Makarski Linda A. Teplin 
Nathaniel Friedman Lee Bert McClain Theodore M. Utchen 
William E. Gabbard Edward J. Miller James D. Wascher 
William Ted Gotfryd Donald I. Moran Valerie C. Wells 

David T. Osborn 
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