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People v. Snyder

418 P.3d 550 (Colo. O.P.D.J. 2018) - Decided April 10, 2018

SUMMARY

The Colorado Presiding Disciplinary Judge found that Albert R. Snyder neglected an immigration

representation, failed to communicate with his clients, failed to provide fee and financial records, and

practiced law while administratively suspended. The court concluded that Snyder violated eight

Colorado Rules of Professional Conduct and imposed a three-year suspension, along with related

winding-up, affidavit, and cost obligations.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Snyder violated the Colorado Rules of Professional Conduct by neglecting the clients'

immigration matter and failing to communicate material information.

2. Whether Snyder violated the rules governing fees, client funds, and financial records by failing to

provide a written fee agreement, accounting, and required records.

3. Whether Snyder violated disciplinary rules by continuing to represent the clients and practicing law
while administratively suspended.

4. What sanction was appropriate in light of the misconduct, mental state, injury or potential injury,

aggravating factors, mitigating factors, and comparable Colorado disciplinary cases.

HOLDINGS

1. Snyder violated Colo. RPC 1.3 by failing to act with reasonable diligence and promptness, including

allowing the clients' I-130 petition to expire.

2. Snyder violated Colo. RPC 1.4(b) and 1.4(a)(4) by failing to explain his change in immigration strategy
and by failing to respond promptly to reasonable requests for information and an accounting.

3. Snyder violated Colo. RPC 1.5(b), 1.15A(b), and 1.15D by failing to communicate the basis of his fees
in writing, failing to provide an accounting or deliver client funds or property upon request, and failing
to maintain required financial records.

4. Snyder violated Colo. RPC 3.4(c) and 5.5(a)(1) by failing to notify the clients of his administrative

suspension, failing to withdraw, and practicing law without authorization while suspended.

5. A three-year suspension was warranted for Snyder's knowing and repeated misconduct, considering the
duties violated, actual and potential injury, four aggravating factors, absence of mitigation, and

comparable Colorado disciplinary decisions.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Respondent's misconduct warrants suspension for three years.” (at 552)

“Taking into consideration the misconduct and the number of aggravators and lack of mitigators, the Court

suspends Respondent for three years.” (at 557)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Snyder represented Marta Hawk, a U.S. citizen, and her husband, Francisco Sanchez Ruiz, a Mexican national,
in an effort to obtain Ruiz's lawful permanent residence. He failed to communicate adequately, failed to explain a
change from consular processing to advance parole, failed to complete or monitor required immigration filings,
and allowed the I-130 petition to expire before Hawk obtained its reinstatement. Snyder also practiced during an
administrative suspension, failed to notify the clients of that suspension or withdraw, failed to provide a written

fee agreement and accounting, and failed to maintain financial records.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY



The Office of Attorney Regulation Counsel filed a disciplinary complaint on September 22, 2017. Snyder

acknowledged receipt but did not answer, so the court entered default on December 1, 2017, deeming the

complaint's allegations admitted. After a March 8, 2018 sanctions hearing at which Snyder did not appear, the

court found multiple Colorado Rules of Professional Conduct violations and ordered a three-year suspension,

compliance with winding-up and notice requirements, payment of costs, and related posthearing filings.
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