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Communications Committee

In January 2006 board 
member Min Suh published an 
article in Unidad Latina to edu-
cate at-risk audiences.

Hearings and Hearing 
Committees

Hearing committee mem-
bers are ranked based on their 
experience. Senior members 
are those who have completed 
one full three-year term and 
who have conducted at least 
three hearings that required 
the preparation of transcripts 
and full reports to the board.  
Experienced members are those
who have completed at least 
one full year of service and 
who have conducted at least 
one hearing that required 
preparation of transcripts and a 
full report to the board.  New 
members are those who are 
either still in their first year of 
service and/or have not yet had 
a full hearing.

A committee must be composed of at 
least one senior member and one senior or 
experienced member.  A senior member chairs
the committee.  Only a senior or experienced 
member may conduct the mandatory prehearing 
conference.

As of December 31, 2006, 70 senior 
members, 73 experienced members and 55 new 
members were serving on a pro bono basis to 
conduct hearings.

Disciplinary Board Web Site

In late June the board launched its 
redesigned Web site with the goal of making it 
more consumer friendly.  The new site features

Table 3.8.2

an attorney section, a consumer section and an 
attorney look-up section.

The attorney section provides forms for 
registration and reinstatement, information on 
registration and reinstatement procedures, 
options to look up attorneys, frequently asked 
questions, current copies of the rules and other 
attorney-related information.

The new consumer section allows 
consumers to look up attorneys, explains the 
process for filing a complaint, provides down-
loadable copies of the complaint form and 
informational brochures and provides informa-
tion to better understand how the disciplinary 
system works.

2006 Executive Session Results

Action Total
Adjudications involving formal charges 58

Board referrals to Supreme Court, including report and 
recommendation for public discipline 46

Oral arguments before three-member panels of board 
members 10

Hearing before one board member on petition to revoke or
modify probation 1

Considerations by three-member panels of recommen-
dations for summary private reprimands 14

Appeals by Office of Disciplinary Counsel from Review 
Hearing Committee members before three-member panels 1

Respondents appearing before board or three-member 
panels to receive private reprimands 21

Approval of filing petitions with the Supreme Court for 
emergency temporary suspensions 4

Petitions for reinstatement to active status of attorneys
inactive more than three years with no discipline involved 72
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The attorney look-up section, which can 
be accessed directly from the home page or 
from either the attorney or consumer sections, 
allows users to easily search registered 
Pennsylvania attorneys to verify public address 
information, the attorney’s current status and 
date of admission; a history of public discipline, 
if any; and whether any public proceedings are 
pending against that attorney.

HALT Report Card

In 2002 the legal reform organization 
HALT issued its first Lawyer Discipline Report 
Card.  Pennsylvania ranked 51st in the nation 
with an overall grade of F.  In the 2006 Report 
Card, Pennsylvania had improved to fifth in the 

nation, receiving a grade of C+ and honors as 
the most improved.  The report based the 
improvement on the launching of the board’s 
Web site in 2003, a more organized staff that 
now provides the American Bar Association with 
statistics related to its case processing and the 
opening of the disciplinary system to the public.

While the board appreciates the 
recognition from HALT, efforts to improve the 
disciplinary system over the last several years 
were not made as a result of the report card.  
Rather, they were in response to the realization 
that in balancing the rights of respondents 
against a responsibility to protect the public, 
opening the disciplinary system in certain cases 
was warranted and necessary.



Disciplinary Board Actions 1973-1992

Disciplinary
Cases 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992

Informal
Admonition 37 55 95 81 96 102 121 98 113 156 137 125 123 101 110 106 123 98 115 82

Private
Reprimand 0 7 8 9 7 14 5 5 4 6 9 21 19 27 17 25 31 26 46 42

Probation 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 7

Public
Censure 0 2 5 8 10 7 6 1 1 2 6 1 3 2 3 0 2 1 4 1

Suspension 3 12 12 8 10 13 17 8 17 12 7 7 16 5 10 17 17 18 10 20

Disbarment 3 4 6 5 13 6 12 12 21 33 24 21 16 29 23 32 18 26 27 38

TOTAL 43 80 126 111 138 143 161 124 156 209 183 175 177 164 163 180 191 170 203 190

Reinstatement
Cases

Petitions
Granted 1 2 2 3 3 4 2 6 42 21 22 25 21 17 24 34 27 34 35 27

Petitions
Denied 1 2 2 0 0 3 1 5 4 0 0 2 0 2 1 1 0 1 0 1

TOTAL 2 4 4 3 3 7 3 11 46 21 22 27 21 19 25 36 27 35 35 28



Disciplinary Board Actions 1993-2006

Disciplinary
Cases 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 Total

Informal
Admonition 85 75 74 70 106 88 48 45 40 54 58 106 109 77 3,109

Private
Reprimand 30 41 48 31 46 43 26 29 35 32 36 34 26 22 807

Probation 5 5 7 3 8 5 7 3 10 8 8 20 24 11 136

Public
Censure 0 1 6 3 3 7 4 0 2 2 1 1 2 4 101

Suspension 12 23 26 37 33 24 23 30 27 29 31 38 51 65* 688

Disbarment 20 32 35 41 40 33 29 32 31 42 38 37 37 39+ 855

TOTAL 152 177 196 185 236 200 137 139 145 167 172 236 249 218 5,696

Reinstatement
Cases

Petitions
Granted 29 24 44 31 35 33 45 35 55 64 58 75 72 93# 1,045

Petitions
Denied 1 0 1 0 2 1 4 2 3 4 4 2 1 1p 52

TOTAL 30 24 45 31 37 34 49 37 58 68 62 79 73 94 1,097

* This figure includes 16 suspensions on consent (Rule 215 Pa.R.D.E.) but does not include nine temporary suspensions (Rule 214 Pa.R.D.E.) or three temporary suspensions (Rule 
208(f) Pa.R.D.E.)

+ This figure includes 21 disbarments on consent (Rule 215 Pa.R.D.E.).
# This figure includes reinstatement to active status of 77 attorneys who had been inactive three or more years, ten reinstatements after suspensions and six reinstatements

after disbarment.
p This figure is a reinstatement request denied after the attorney had been suspended
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Disciplinary Board Actions Comparison

Table 3.8.4

1973-2006

54.6%

14.2%

2.4%

1.8%

12.1%

15.0%

2006

35.3%

10.1%

5.0%
1.8%

29.8%

17.9%
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