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SUMMARY

The Louisiana Supreme Court considers disciplinary charges against attorney Edwin D. Hawkins
arising from the abandonment of multiple client matters, failure to refund unearned fees, and failure to
cooperate with disciplinary investigations. The court concludes that Hawkins repeatedly and
intentionally converted client funds, causing substantial harm, and orders his permanent disbarment
and restitution to his victims.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the factual allegations in the formal charges were deemed admitted and proven under Supreme
Court Rule XIX, § 11(E)(3).

2. Whether the admitted facts established violations of the Louisiana Rules of Professional Conduct.

3. Whether the appropriate sanction was permanent disbarment based on repeated or multiple instances of
intentional conversion of client funds with substantial harm.

4. Whether Hawkins should be ordered to make restitution to his victims.

HOLDINGS

1. When a lawyer fails to answer formal charges, the factual allegations are deemed admitted and proven
by clear and convincing evidence under Supreme Court Rule XIX, § 11(E)(3), but legal conclusions
flowing from those facts are not automatically deemed admitted.

2. The admitted facts established that Hawkins neglected legal matters, failed to communicate with clients,
failed to properly withdraw from representations, failed to refund unearned fees, and failed to cooperate
with the Office of Disciplinary Counsel, violating the Rules of Professional Conduct as charged.

3. Permanent disbarment was warranted where the lawyer committed repeated or multiple instances of
intentional conversion of client funds with substantial harm, as described in Guideline 1 of the
permanent-disbarment guidelines.

4. Hawkins was required to make restitution to the clients whose unearned fees he retained.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“However, the language of § 11(E)(3) does not encompass legal conclusions that flow from the factual
allegations.” (at 382)

“As such, we find that respondent’s conduct amounts to repeated or multiple instances of intentional
conversion of client funds with substantial harm, as contemplated by Guideline 1 of the permanent
disbarment guidelines set forth in Supreme Court Rule XIX, Appendix E.” (at 383)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Hawkins represented at least seven clients in traffic, criminal, post-conviction, appellate, and forfeiture matters
between 2002 and 2006. He repeatedly abandoned or neglected the representations, failed to communicate,
failed to pursue required proceedings, and failed to refund more than $26,000 in unearned fees, effectively
converting the funds to his own use. He also failed to cooperate with the Office of Disciplinary Counsel and did
not participate in the disciplinary proceedings.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Office of Disciplinary Counsel filed formal charges in January 2010 alleging misconduct in seven client
matters. Hawkins did not answer, and the factual allegations were deemed admitted and proven by clear and



convincing evidence under Supreme Court Rule XIX, § 11(E)(3). The hearing committee recommended
disbarment and restitution, and the disciplinary board recommended permanent disbarment and restitution. The
Supreme Court independently reviewed the record, adopted the board's recommendation, permanently disbarred
Hawkins, and ordered restitution.
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