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THE FLORIDA BAR, Complainant, 

v. 

STANLEY H. HELM, Respondent. 

[JUNE 12, 19861 

PER CURIAM. 

The Florida Bar has filed two complaints against Helm, a 

member of the bar, charging him with eighteen instances of 

violating the rules regulating the bar. The bar notified Helm by 

both regular and certified mail, but Helm has never responded to 
* 

nor appeared in these proceedings. After hearing this matter, 

the referee recommends that Helm be found guilty of violating 

disciplinary rules 1-101(A)(1) (violating a disciplinary rule) 

and (A) (6) (engaging in conduct that reflects adversely on 

fitness to practice law) , 2-110 (A) (2) (withdrawing from employ- 

ment with resulting prejudice to client) and (A) (3) (failing to 

refund fees upon withdrawal) , 6-101 (A) (1) (incompetency to handle 

client's legal matters), e(A)(2) (handling a legal matter without 

adequate preparation), and (A)(3) (neglecting a legal matter 

entrusted to him), and 7-101(A) (1) (failing to seek the lawful 

objectives of a client), (A) (2) (failing to carry out a contract 

of employment) , and (A) (3) (prejudicing or damaging a client) . 
The referee also recommends that Helm be disbarred. 

* 
Helm's whereabouts have been unknown since approximately 
March 1983; all certified mail sent to his last-known address 
has been returned unclaimed. 



N e i t h e r  H e l m  nor  t h e  bar contests  t h e  referee's report  and 

r e c o m m e n d a t i o n s ,  and w e  h e r e b y  adopt them. S t a n l e y  H. H e l m ,  

therefore, i s  d isbarred ,  effect ive i m m e d i a t e l y  upon t h e  f i l i n g  of 

t h i s  opinion.  J u d g m e n t  f o r  costs i n  t h e  a m o u n t  of $ 1 7 8 9 . 3 6  i s  

hereby en te red  a g a i n s t  Helm,  f o r  w h i c h  s u m  l e t  execut ion  i s s u e .  

I t  i s  so  ordered. 

ADKINS, A c t i n g  C h i e f  J u s t i c e ,  and McDONALD, EHRLICH, SHAW and 
BARKETT, JJ. ,  C o n c u r  

NOT FINAL UNTIL TIME EXPIRES TO F I L E  REHEARING MOTION AND, I F  
FILED,  DETERMINED. THE F I L I N G  OF A  MOTION FOR REHEARING SHALL 
NOT ALTER THE EFFECTIVE DATE OF T H I S  DISBARMENT. 
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