
I N  THE SUPREPIE COURT OF FLORIDA 
(Before a Referee) 

THE FLORIDA BAR, 

Complainant, 

VS.  

ROBERT F. THOMPSON, 

CASE NO: 69,594 
(TFB NOS. 12B86H12 
12B86H16, 12B85H50 
12B85H9p, 12B85H62) 

Respondent. I , C- 

REPORT OF REFEREE f l  
THIS CAUSE having come before  t h i s  Referee on October 2 2 ,  

1987 f o r  t h e  p resen ta t ion  by The F lo r ida  B a r  of argument as t o  

what might be an appropr i a t e  d i s p o s i t i o n  i n  t h i s  cause and f o r  t h e  

respondent t o  make argument i n  mi t iga t ion ,  and 

There a l s o  came before  t h i s  Referee on s a i d  d a t e  t h e  

Order t o  Show Cause f i l e d  he re in  by t h i s  Referee and t h e r e  being 

p resen t  David R. R i s t o f f ,  r ep resen t ing  The F lo r ida  B a r  and t h e  

Respondent, Pro Se, and t h i s  Referee having considered t h a t  

Respondent d i d  admit having v i o l a t e d  d i s c i p l i n a r y  Rule 6 . 1 0 1 ( a )  (3)  

as t o  Counts 1, 2 ,  3, and 4 of t h e  Complaint f i l e d  he re in  and 

having en te red  a No Contest  p l ea  as t o  having v i o l a t e d  s a i d  Rule 

a s  it relates t o  Count 5,  s a i d  Rule r e l a t i n g  t o  t h e  neglec t  of 

matters en t rus t ed  t o  him i n  h i s  capac i ty  as an a t t o r n e y ,  and 

t h i s  Referee having found t h a t  Respondent has  i n  f a c t  v i o l a t e d  

t h e  d i s c i p l i n a r y  Rule 6 . 1 0 1  ( a )  (3)  as it relates t o  a l l  f i v e  counts 

hereby makes t h e  following f ind ings  as t o  what would c o n s t i t u t e  

an appropr i a t e  d i s p o s i t i o n  i n  t h i s  cause: 

1. The Respondent's neg lec t  i n  t h e s e  f i v e  counts 

i s  c o n s i s t e n t  with h i s  neglec t  i n  a t t end ing  t h e  hear ings 

i n  t h i s  cause and appearing a t  t h e  designated t i m e .  

Sa id  n e g l e c t f u l  a t t i t u d e  i s  c o n s i s t e n t  with t h e  con- 

cern  previously expressed by t h i s  Xeferee i n  Case No. 66,399 

wherein it w a s  found t h a t  t h e  defendant w a s  i n  possession 

of a r e s i d u a l  amount of cocaine. The f a c t  t h a t  respondent 

cont inues t o  be n e g l e c t f u l  i n  h i s  a t t e n t i o n  t o  t h e s e  ma t t e r s  



i s  i n d i c a t i v e  of t h e  f a c t  t h a t  he has not  y e t  overcome 

t h a t  which causes t h i s  n e g l e c t f u l  a t t i t u d e  and i n d i c a t e s  

t h a t  he i s  no t  now ready t o  resume t h e  r ep resen ta t ion  

of ind iv idua l s  a s  an a t torney .  Respondent i s  not  found 

t o  be i n  contempt of t h i s  Referee f o r  h i s  f a i l u r e  t o  

a p p e a r ' a t  t h e  hearing (even though he d i d  no t  c a l l  o r  

advise of anything which i n t e r f e r r e d  i n  h i s  presence) 

a s  Respondent d i d  i n  f a c t  conduct himself i n  a  r e s p e z t f u l  

and c o n t r i t e  fashion and does appear t o  have appropr ia te  

r e spec t  f o r  t h e  o f f i c e  of Referee. This was not  an a c t  

of contempt, hut  r a t h e r  one of neg lec t ,  Respondent is  

no t  a  nean or  h o s t i l e  ind iv idua l ,  but  r a t h e r  a  r e l a t i v e l y  

- .  b r i g h t ,  bu t  c ; lsfanct ioninr~ person. 

Spec ia l  a t t e n t i o n  should be given t o  t h e  T a c t -  t h a t  

the rn  was n o t  one, bu t  f i v e  separa te  i n c i d e n t s  of neg lec t .  

Each one taken i r d i v i d u a l l y  without considering t h e  p a t t e r n  

.perhaps wou.ld warrant a  reprimand. However, t h e  cumulative 

na tu re  a€ t hese  inc iden t s  and t h e  continuing evidence of 

iiec~?ect r equ i re  a per iod of suspension. The F lo r ida  Bar v. --- - 

Vernel l ,  374 So.2d, 473 (Fla .  1979).  ---.-- 

It  is ,  the re fo re ,  t h e  recommendation of t h i s  Referee 

t h a t  Respondent's l i c e n s e  t o  p r a c t i c e  law i n  the  St?.-& 

of F lo r ida  Le suspended f o r  a  per iod of two years ,  e f f e c t i v e  

t h i s  d a t e ,  and t h a t  during t h e  two year per iod t h a t  he 

be considered on probat ion with t h e  condi t ion  t h a t  he 

pay c o u r t  c o s t s  i n  t h e  amount of $ 2,473027 wi th in  

s a i d  two year  per iod and f u r t h e r  t h a t  he undergo a  

drug evalua t ion  wi th in  fo r ty - f ive  (45) days of t h e  d a t e  

of t h i s  Order, and undergo such t reatment  a s  i s  ind ica ted  

appropr ia te  and t h a t  he provide random u r i n e  samples f o r  

a n a l y s i s  a t  t h e  d i s c r e t i o n  of t h e  t reatment  provider ,  a t  

respondent 's  expense, assuming t reatment  i s  ind ica ted ,  and 

absent  same, a t  t h e  d i s c r e t i o n  of t h e  evalua t ing  ind iv idua l  

o r  agency. 



DATED t h i s  qk day of February, 1988, i n  Tampa, 

Hillsborough County, F lo r ida .  

~ - c X * , c _  
DONALD C.  EVANS 
C I R C U I T  J U D G E  

Copies furn ished  t o :  

Suprene Court of F l o r i d a  
Robert F. Thompson 
David R. R i s t o f f ,  The F l o r i d a  Bar 



I N  THE SUPREME COURT OF FLORIDA 
(Before  a  R e f e r e e )  

THE FLORIDA BAR, 

Complainant ,  

v. 

ROBERT F. THOMPSON, 

Respondent.  

CASE NO. 69,594 
TFB No.  85-13-377- (12B) 
( f o r m e r l y  12B85H50) 
TFB NO. 85-13-388-(12B) 
( f o r m e r l y  12B85H62) 
TFB NO. 85-13-415-(12B) 
( f o r m e r l y  12B85H92) 
TFB NO. 86-19-177-(12B) 
( f o r m e r l y  12B8H12) 
TFB NU. 86-19-181- (12B) 

AMENDPlENT TO IiEPORT OF REFEREE 

The Respondent having b rough t  b e f m e  t h i s  R e f e r e e  $h 
on March 4 ,  1988 h i s  "Plotion f o r  Rehear ing ,  ~ l a r i f i c ' a t i o n ,  

o r  t o  Amend Repor t  o f  Referee"  and t h i s  R e f e r e e  having heard  

argument o f  t h e  ~ a r t i e s  and b e i n g  o t h e r w i s e  a d v i s e d  i n  t h e  

p remises  f i n d s  t h a t  t h e  p r e v i o u s l y  r e p o r t e d  recommended 

suspens ion  of  t w o  y e a r s  i s  i n a p p r o p r i a t e ,  t h e  recommendation 

i s  hereby amended t o  recommend t h a t  t h e  Respondent ' s  l i c e n s e  

t o  p r a c t i c e  law i n  t h e  S t a t e  of  F l o r i d a  be suspended f o r  a  p e r i o d  

of  one y e a r ,  and t h a t  t h e  Repor t  o t h e r w i s e  remains  t h e  same. 

Dated t h i s  8-A. day o f  March, 1988. /fLA2 a- 
Donald C. Evans 
R e f e r e e  

Copies  f u r n i s h e d  t o :  

Supreme C o u r t  o f  F l o r i d a  
David R.  R i s t o f f ,  The F l o r i d a  Bar 
Rober t  F. Thompson, Respondent 


