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September 1,  201 5 

Ms. Linda Acevedo 
Chief Disciplinary Counsel 
Commission for Lawyer Discipline 
P.O. Box 12487 
Austin, TX 7871 1-2480 

Re: Commission for Lawyer Discipline vs. Robert S. Bennett 
Cause No. 2013-56866; 334Ih District Court of Harris 
County, Texas; now pending in the 14'" Court of Appeals 

Dear Ms. Avevedo: 

During the past two years, I have been generally aware that an action is pending 
against Robert S. Bennett, which resulted in his disbarment. Since I have known, worked 
with, and respected Bob Bennett since he was in law school, I acquainted myself with some of 
the facts surrounding this case, before I decided to write this letter on his behalf. 

Personally, I was licensed to practice in law in Texas, on September 20, 1965, 
following my graduation from the University of Texas Law School the same year. After I 
was licensed, I served as a Judge Advocate in the USAF for four years, and was an Assistant 
United States Attorney from 1971 until 1974. While I served as an AUSA in Houston, Bob 
Bennett was a research assistant, and I, along with others, supervised him. Even during those 
law school years, Bob was energetic, resourceful, and competent. It was always a plus to 
have Bob on your team. After I left the Department of Justice, and started my own private 
practice, I occasionally either heard about or saw Bob Bennett, and on each such occasions 
Bob received high complements regarding his legal representation of his clients. 

Recently, Bob placed me on his team to represent R. Allen Stanford in a pending 
Federal criminal case. One of my fields of practice includes federal criminal representation, 
and Bob Bennett continued to exhibit a high degree of competency in our preparation of the 
Stanford case that was consistent with my prior experiences with Bob, and his 
representationof the client was completely consistent with his highly regarded reputation in 
the legal profession. Nothing that I have read in the files of this case has changed my high 
opinion and regard for Bob Bennett. 

Finally, my review of this case has raised personal significant concerns about its effect 
of the possible rights, if any, of lawyers when disputes about fees are presented in the 
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grievance process. It is long been my belief that payment of a judgment is required when, and 
only when, a mandate is issued. Every lawyer knows what a mandate is, and how it defines 
when a final decision has been issued by- our Courts. A grievance for failure to pay a 
judgment prior to issuance of a mandate is inconsistent with my belief of the controlling law. 
It is my opinion that filing a supersedes bond stays payment of a judgment until a mandate is 
issued. 

You are obligated to represent the State Bar of Texas in this matter, and I urge you do 
so capably. My comments are made to reinforce my prior comments regarding my regard for 
Robert S. Bennett, and are not intended to suggest that you compromise your representation 
of your client. Be that as it may, in conclusion, it is my belief that the Bar will be enhanced if 
your efforts in this case are unsuccessful. If you have discretion in this case, please exercise it 
in a manner favorable to Bob Bennett. 

Thank you for reading this letter 

Sincerely, 

Olney G. Wallis 


