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PER CURIAM 

T h i s  case i s  a d i s c i p l i n a r y  p r o c e e d i n g  b r o u g h t  by The 

F l o r i d a  B a r  a g a i n s t  suspended  a t t o r n e y  J e f f r e y  Levkof f .  The 

c o m p l a i n t  w a s  f i l e d  p u r s u a n t  t o  a r t i c l e  X I  of  t h e  I n t e g r a t i o n  

Rule o f  The F l o r i d a  B a r .  T h i s  Cour t  h a s  j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  b a r  

d i s c i p l i n a r y  p r o c e e d i n g s .  A r t .  V ,  5 1 5 ,  F l a .  C o n s t .  

The c o m p l a i n t  o f  The F l o r i d a  B a r  a l l e g e d  t h a t  r e s p o n d e n t ,  

w h i l e  unde r  s u s p e n s i o n  f rom r e g u l a r  membership i n  The F l o r i d a  Bar 

f o r  nonpayment o f  d u e s ,  engaged i n  t h e  p r a c t i c e  of  l a w  i n  

F l o r i d a ,  p e r f o r m i n g  numerous f u n c t i o n s  as a n  a t t o r n e y  o v e r  a 

1. On J a n u a r y  1, 1987,  t h e  I n t e g r a t i o n  Rule w a s  s u p e r s e d e d  
by t h i s  C o u r t ' s  a d o p t i o n  o f  t h e  new Ru les  R e g u l a t i n g  The F l o r i d a  
Bar .  The F l o r i d a  B a r ,  R e :  Ru les  R e g u l a t i n g  The F l o r i d a  Bar ,  494 
So.2d 977 ( F l a .  1986)  . - 



seven-month p e r i o d  i n  1984. The responden t  submi t t ed  a  g u i l t y  

p l e a  f o r  a  consen t  judgment, a d m i t t i n g  t h e  a l l e g e d  misconduct  and 

a g r e e i n g  w i t h  t h e  Bar t o  a  n inety-day suspens ion .  The r e f e r e e  

accep t ed  t h e  p l e a  and found responden t  g u i l t y  of  v i o l a t i n g  t h e  

Code of  P r o f e s s i o n a l  R e s p o n s i b i l i t y ,  D i s c i p l i n a r y  Rule 

3-101(B).  2 

W e  approve t h e  r e f e r e e ' s  r e p o r t ,  w i t h  t h e  fo l l owing  

e x c e p t i o n .  Although t h e  r e f e r e e  recommends t h a t  r e s p o n d e n t ' s  

n inety-day suspens ion  run  c o n c u r r e n t l y  w i t h  h i s  suspens ion  f o r  

nonpayment of  dues ,  t h i s  Court  i s  o f  t h e  op in ion  t h a t  such a  

su spens ion  has  no r e a l  meaning. Respondent h a s  committed two 

s e p a r a t e  and d i s t i n c t  v i o l a t i o n s  of  t h e  I n t e g r a t i o n  Rule of The 

F l o r i d a  Bar.  The second v i o l a t i o n  occu r r ed  wh i l e  he  was a l r e a d y  

under suspens ion .  Th i s  second a c t  must be d e a l t  w i t h  s e p a r a t e l y  

i n  o r d e r  t o  g i v e  f u l l  f o r c e  and e f f e c t  t o  t h e  I n t e g r a t i o n  Rule of  

The F l o r i d a  Bar. 

A t  such t i m e  a s  t h e  responden t  s h a l l  have completed a l l  

t h e  a p p l i c a b l e  requ i rements  f o r  r e i n s t a t e m e n t  t o  a c t i v e  

membership i n  The F l o r i d a  Bar ,  s e e  r u l e  1-3.7, Rules Regula t ing  

The F l o r i d a  Bar ,  and i f  r e i n s t a t e d  he  w i l l  be r e q u i r e d  t o  submit  

t o  a  n inety-day su spens ion ,  t o  commence a t  t h e  t i m e  of 

r e i n s t a t e m e n t .  

The c o s t s  of t h i s  p roceed ing  a r e  a s s e s s e d  and judgment 

t h e r e f o r  e n t e r e d  a g a i n s t  r e sponden t  i n  t h e  amount of $578.00, f o r  

which sum l e t  execu t i on  i s s u e .  

I t  i s  s o  o rde r ed .  

McDONALD, C . J . ,  OVERTON, EHRLICH,  SHAW, BARKETT, GRIMES and 
KOGAN, JJ . ,  Concur 

NOT FINAL UNTIL TIME EXPIRES TO FILE REHEARING M O T I O N  AND, I F  
FILED, DETERMINED. THE FILING OF A M O T I O N  FOR REHEARING SHALL 
NOT ALTER THE EFFECTIVE DATE OF THIS SUSPENSION. 

2 .  D i s c i p l i n a r y  Rule 3-101 ( B )  p rov ide s  : "A lawyer s h a l l  
n o t  p r a c t i c e  law i n  a  j u r i s d i c t i o n  where t o  do s o  would be i n  
v i o l a t i o n  o f  r e g u l a t i o n s  of t h e  p r o f e s s i o n  i n  t h a t  j u r i s d i c t i o n . "  
The Code of  P r o f e s s i o n a l  R e s p o n s i b i l i t y  was superseded  by t h e  
r u l e s  Regula t ing  The F l o r i d a  Bar on January  1, 1987. Rule of 
P r o f e s s i o n a l  Conduct 4-5 .5(a)  i s  t h e  cor responding  p r o v i s i o n  i n  
t h e  new r u l e s .  
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