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Re: No. 14-14-00470-CV; Robert S. Bennett v. Commission for Lawyer 

Discipline; in the Fourteenth Court of Appeals. 
 
Dear Mr. Prine: 
 

Appellant submits this additional letter brief in the above-referenced appeal. 
Please circulate copies of this letter to Justices Boyce, Busby, and Brown.   
 

As this Court is aware, oral argument was held on September 16, 2016. The 
final judgment disbarring Mr. Bennett from the practice of law was entered two 
years ago—on March 21, 2014.   Mr. Bennett practiced law without incident for 40 
years, and his career was taken from him without any valid basis by a trial court 
judge who clearly—based on the face on the record—disliked him. While we hate 
to burden the Court with another letter, the rules, for some reason, and probably 
unconstitutionally, prohibit the Court from issuing a stay of a disbarment judgment 
pending appeal.  Hence the sense of urgency felt by Mr. Bennett, who is 
understandably intent on clearing his name while he still has a few years in which 
he could practice law.  

 
The trial court, without any authority interpreting the two rules allegedly 

violated here, failed to act fairly and justly when rendering judgment in this case. 
The judge expressed her dislike over her accommodations, apparently did not want 
to be in Houston, and took it out on Mr. Bennett, treating him as if he were some 
sort of criminal who “stole” money from his client. (2 RR 10-14) The judge 
appeared to have come to trial with her mind made-up that Mr. Bennett had 
committed a crime like those she handled in Juvenile Court and had to be severely 
punished. The trial court stated that she did not want to be “educated” about the 
facts and law of the case. (2 RR 10)  She called Mr. Bennett a “fool” in open court. 
(2 RR 22-25)  While Mr. Bennett recognizes that many judges preside over matters 
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of which they may not be intimately familiar, this judge admitted that she had no 
experience with civil or attorney discipline cases prior to Mr. Bennett’s case. Yet, 
she declined to hear from any of Mr. Bennett’s experts who might have advised her 
on those subjects. (2 RR 120-139, 173-189) 

 
During oral argument, the Commission made the bold and unsubstantiated 

statement that Mr. Bennett was a threat to the public or the legal profession.  This 
Court has reviewed the nearly 30 amicus curiae briefs filed and the references to 
the thousands of Texas attorneys who support Mr. Bennett’s immediate 
reinstatement to the Bar. Not one person testified at any stage in the trial 
proceeding that Mr. Bennett was a threat to the profession or the public.  From all 
of the briefs and letters, it appears just the opposite is true. 

 
Mr. Bennett has now served almost two years of “active” suspension. This 

length of suspension is far more than the Commission asked for (until it was put in 
the untenable position of having to defend a harsh sentence it never asked for and 
the record does not support.)  Mr. Bennett respectfully requests that this Court 
reverse all of the trial court’s misconduct findings along with the disbarment 
sanction.  In the alternative, this Court has the power to, based on the face of this 
record and the law, render a sanction of reprimand, or at worst, suspension of up to 
six months, which has long ago been served. See Comm’n for Lawyer Discipline v. 
A Tex. Attorney, Bd. of Disciplinary Appeals Case No. 55619, 2015 WL 5130876 
(Aug. 27, 2015) (reversing evidentiary panel’s no-rule-violation finding, rendering 
judgment that the accused lawyer violated disciplinary rule 1.01, and rendering 
judgment of a private reprimand); Okorafor v. Comm’n for Lawyer Discipline, Bd. 
of Disciplinary Appeals Case No. 44357, 2012 WL 1893261 (April 23, 2012) 
(reversing part of a panel’s decision, upholding only one of the two violations, and 
rendering a suspension sanction that ended the date of the BODA judgment—time-
served); Derkunt v. Comm’n for Lawyer Discipline, Bd. of Disciplinary Appeals 
Case No. 48512, 2011 WL 12850547 (Nov. 7, 2011) (reversing evidentiary panel’s 
sanction of disbarment and rendering the sanction of suspension).   
 

Respectfully submitted,  
 

/s/ Thomas C. Wright 
Thomas C. Wright 
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