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2008: The Year in Ethics and Bar Discipline

by

Constance V. Vecchione, Bar Counsel

This column takes a second look at significant developments in ethics and bar discipline in

Massachusetts over the last twelve months.

Disciplinary Decisions

The full bench of the Supreme Judicial Court issued seven disciplinary decisions in 2008.

Approximately 170 additional decisions or orders were entered by either the single justices

or the Board of Bar Overseers. Several decisions by the Court and the Board were of

significant interest to the bar, either factually or legally.

Curry and Crossen

Of the full-bench decisions, the two that perhaps generated the most interest were the

companion cases of Matter of Kevin P. Curry, 450 Mass. 503 (2008) and Matter of Gary C.

Crossen, 450 Mass. 533 (2008). Curry held that disbarment was the appropriate sanction for

an attorney who, without any factual basis, persuaded dissatisfied litigants that a trial court

judge had “fixed” their case and developed and participated in an elaborate subterfuge to

obtain statements by the judge's law clerk intended to be used to discredit that judge in the

ongoing high-stakes civil case. In Crossen, the Court held that disbarment was also warranted

for another attorney’s participation in the same scheme by actions including taping of a sham

interview of the judge’s law clerk; attempting to threaten the law clerk into making

statements to discredit the judge; and falsely denying involvement in, or awareness of,

surveillance of the law clerk that the attorney had participated in arranging.

These cases are particularly noteworthy for their rejection of the attorneys’ arguments that

the deception of the law clerk was a permissible tactic akin to those used by government

investigators or discrimination testers. The SJC in both cases also reaffirmed that expert

testimony is not required in bar disciplinary proceedings to establish a rule violation or a

standard of care.



COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 

S u f f o l k , SS. SUPREME JUDICIAL COURT 
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NO: BD-2011-037 

IN RE: PETER S. FARBER 

, MEiMORANDUM . OF DECISION 

At the d i r e c t i o n , o f the Board of Bar Overseers (the board), 

BaJr Counsel has f i l e d a: three-count information seeking 

d i s c i p l i n a r y action, against, attorney Peter S. Farber. The 

hear i n g committee recdntriiehded t h a t Fairber be suspended from the 

. . . piradtice of law f o r one y'ea.r and one day; the Board recommended a . 

: public: reprimand. I, MgSree • With thfe Boatd that the appirbpriate '''m^'."' 

d i s c i p l i n a r y s a n c t i o n f o r t'ai-ber's misconduct i s a p u b l i c ;, , • 

repritftand. . v: .• •' 

Standard of Revi&w.'^:'',in a l l d i s c i p l i h a r y proceeding^ Bar , . 

/.\ Coiihs e l . S h a l l have the btirdien 6£ proof by a preponderance of' the ; if^l^y /. 

V , e v i d e n c e . , R u l e s , of :thi'^^Si3^M bf Bar Oyerseers § 3.:28y *fhe board 

, • • reviewiV and- may , revi'^&v-•'f^l^e -f i h d i i i g conclusi'bns , bf law , 

^ : a ; h d i ^ ^ cowmittee, "paying due: r - ' ^ ^ -; 

, :i:e:spe^ct" to the tole-,b£,the-'hearihg comifftittee "as : the S b l i , v j u d g e : : ,';.v̂^ 

•,of ..^tt •;/'00Wia 

ray;::^:C':r;B^ 4:: b l / §',\:8̂|&)yCa/);v'ŷ  [ T Ihe. f i n d i n g §,"aiid recbmfflehda:ttibhs v 

•;̂ :::;̂ >r'|:Cî ^ thbUgh^^3#fe :̂bMiir̂ ^^^^^ [tee ;:S\ipreme ::Jhdi^i^al-6^^ 

•:;:5:y,.;;-,:;î^ t o :'gi^eat:S;#eitht;. '̂̂^̂  ;447 M S i s m ; î4;5,/;.3,.̂ 6̂ ^̂  

A?":-?'C:::7' :(:2 .3̂ 8- ̂ MaSS'i;-447'v, ̂ 4-̂ l,;/(.l9:75̂ ):V;:;-; ;̂ ; v,;.:̂  



Accord In.re Murrav, 455 Mass. 872, 879 (2010). The Court 

accepts s u b s i d i a r y f a c t s found by the board i f they,are,supported 

by s u b s t a n t i a l evidence i n the record. S.J.C. Rule 4:01, § 8(6); 

In re Murrav, supra. " [Ai s .long as . there i s s u b s t a n t i a l 

evidence, we do not d i s t u r b the board's, f i n d i n g , even i,f We would 

have come t o a d i f f e r e n t : c o n c l u s i o n i f c o n s i d e r i n g the matter de 

novo." I d . , quoting Master: o£..:SeGral, 430 Mass. 359, 364; (1999) . 

" ^ S u b s t a n t i a l evidence' fneahs such evidence as a reasonable mind 

might accept as adequate:"t6, support a conclu s i o n . " Matter:.of: 

Segal, supra at 3 64, qubtihg C. L. c. 30A, § 1(6). 

D i s c u s s i o n . The board .adopted the hearing committee 's, . • 

s u b s i d i a r y f a c t u a l findinQ^'S: and, except as to count two> i t s 

-A- v, l e g a l c o h c l u s i o n s . r address., each count s e p a r a t e l y , begihhihg . 

V :-Awith the-two ooants^, that "Bife; hearing committee and board.^agrfeed^ , 

• warranted d i s c i p l i h e no more ,:se%^ere-th repritnahd.. ,, ' - , 

. Couhtv one .• AS .fouhd/liy iihe board,, the .gist bf^ cO\iht;,:0he i s ; ;,.V-v: ' 

. that .Farber •represerite'dvvdhi, 6 i n a. • rear.estate-/,;/ -^.^'^l-'ir';:.^ 

(Siosihg•r.:Mi&±& the bther seiler^A^;^^' ,:i:-6>:. -

ta': '::::r "ithe disposiBioh' bf^^:,l0W'Mim ^M±(->r to the:bibSihg/''.^Farber •'m:^;\m--\i:^^^ 

y';::;̂^̂ '̂̂  :',pfopb$^d,^that: ̂ tte :shm,'-ih:/tliSph be placed i n -e^GrbW' in^^hi& '̂ OLTÂ ^ :,,v;̂ ,%;,:̂  

•'2m ''':^^^ sb'.tha/t.• the §ale :bbiild .cibse. the'^attbrhey,.fbr- -th^',bthef ;. 

% e i l e r S /'Will,latft;;l:il«y.>^'3^g!iped^ -Bhat'' Farbeir: my • hdilidrtla&^^iS :Wm'M:-:: 

n i n -̂ sbrbw'f̂ ^ a l l .part-£̂ §:"̂ airee,; " • 'Mfber--feld:-.:thesi;^ 

.:0r;y:f e^^ 'Bh©- d:lbsiMt-/\^bUt • ;iF'arber '.•̂ :•̂ ba.i;eht:-liMfcer'•:;beb̂  ;.:̂;;• V';Â:iv;̂AŷJ:; 



upset that the other s e l l e r s were not communicating with him to 

re s o l v e the. i s s u e i n dis p u t e , and demanded that Farber pay him 

the escrowed funds. Farber sent an email to R i l e y informing him 

t h a t R i l e y ' s c l i e n t s had made no e f f o r t to speak with Farber's 

c l i e h t i n the four weeks s i n c e the c l o s i n g , and that he would 

r e l e a s e the escrow to h i s C l i e n t i f R i l e y ' s c l i e n t s d i d hot 

contact h i s C l i e n t "right'.away," R i l e y r e p l i e d that Farber had a 

f i d u c i a r y O b l i g a t i o n with.respect to the escrowed funds and aSked 

t h a t Farber- inform him i f ;He- d i d not intend to ho l d the money i n 

escrow so that he co u l d seek .to o b t a i n a p r o t e c t i v e brde'r. from a 

cour t . ' Farber r e l e a s e d :the escrow to h i s c l i e n t withont gl'v'ihg 

p r i o r n o t i f i c a t i o n t o R i l e y . 

I agree w i t h the board' g c o n c l u s i o n that- Farber owed a,, 

f i d u c i a r y , obiig'.ation as .escrbw agent to a l l the s e l l e r s , ahd:^that 

he breached t h i s b b l i g a t l b h by r e l e a s i n g the fuhdS befbre aih 

: agreement: ha:d .heen reached .re i t s d i s p b g i t d b h .Withbiit,;:,; 

• f i r s t 'bbt^ihihg: a c b u r t ' b r ^ d e r # h i i e the -pjrecise terttts':bf;-:iihfe:; ; 

^e^crbw hadl-.'hbh:;been delineated/ Farber shbuid/ha.ye recbghlzed-p,-- :• 

.fhat he-dohld. riot v h h i l a t e f ^ l i y , f e l e a s e the -fhhds .f b his cllfeht';::, 

" : the.-iBbariii - bf-/Sar' •d'i^fef^iefs- (bbard) - bbhciMed,:.th^t:>'Fafber: 
-had v i o l a t e d ,Mass> "Ry Pt6t\at:.. /i . :i:5{c)', which-:.reqhiresvprbmpt. 
' d l s p b s i t l b h b f :^:funds f b:.^a/^pto e n t i t l e d to .rebeive;,thetfi .-ahd;̂  -^f -
dmE5iic&'trbh:/y,^f&c[uires; u t t b f n e y hot;.to'trahsffer-;funds- :tb:-a-r.:::: 
^ a r t y - who;is hot' e n t i t l e d .^b^ireceive.^thetttv ,,:the ,bba:rd. a l s b v • 'V̂;/ 
'cbrtblMedi:fhat. •Faafbfer v i b i a t - i d ^ Mass. R. Prbf ,>,-:• (:v:;8 .4- (h) /..-Which. 
;-^rbhibits. ebhdtibt. .that refiect-s' adyerseiy bn-:;a.n.vattbrneyJS;. 
f i ' t n e s s tb i p r actice-; ,1, agree w i t h ' the board.^ s ;boheihsiohs-.b;£-^;^^^ 
':law..,'...- 6, .-̂ ,̂• ••:̂•-•,--A •- .A'--. /. ^ ,.• - '' v 



s o l e l y because the other s e l l e r s had not t i m e l y communicated w i t h 

h i s C l i e n t . Even i f he had a d i f f e r e n t view as to the terms of 

t h e escrow, a t a minimum, he should have provided R i l e y W i t h 

advance warning of h i s re l e a s e of the escrowed funds so that 

R i l e y had an opp o r t u n i t y to l i t i g a t e the question. 

Count .three. As found by the board, the g i s t of couht three 

i s t h a t . F a r b e r requested a r e t a i n e r O f $ 2 , 5 0 0 t o represent a 

c l i e n t w h o b e l i e v e d t h a t h e h a d a . r i g h t t o purchase a p a r t i c u l a r 

p r o p e r t y o n C a p e C o d . T h e c l i e n t p a i d h i m a p a r t i a l r e t a i n e r 0^ ̂  

$ 1 , 5 0 0 / which Farber deposited i h h i s busihess account .rather . 

t h ' a h h i s I.OLTA a c c o u n t , , without p r i o r h O t i f i c a t i O h ' t o t h e C l i e n t 

a n d Without p r o v i d i n g the c l i e h t . w i t h a n accounting.. A f t e r 

F a r b e r a § k e d f o r t h e b a l a n c e b f t h e r e t a i n e r , t h e c l i e n t s a i d 

m h M t h e h a d f o u n d , a n o t h e r a t t o r h e y a n d d e r r t a n d e d r e f u n d o f • t h e 

• p a r t i a l r e t a i h e r . Farber r e f u s e d t o r e t u r n t h e p a r t i a l r e t a i h e r 

• t o t h e c l i e n t . , a h d d i d n o t t r a n s f e r i t t o h i s : IOLTA a c c o u n t . ,•, 

: Ih' t h e . M a t t e r , d f , S h a r i f . •^SS M a s s . 5 5 8 , ;5'6'4-565 ( ^ ' o l l ) ; , t h i s 

• c o u r t , r e d e h t l y ' , d e c l a r e d : 

, ., i ' l J n d e r t h e ' i y i l a g s a C h u s e t t s ^ ^ ' i E t U l e o t p r o f e s ^ i O h a l . C o n d u c t , ; 
•.,/Where ,.a. c l i e n t : . p a y s -an a t t o r h e y a. s u t n o f . m o n e y : f o r , l e g a l . . . . . , 

jy •v^''fees;bef©re . - the ' . l e g a l . f ees!...::have; b e e n e a r h f e d v . . ; t h e . £ee;s • 
/::>:::y'"-adyahefed/'.i o f t e n , r e f e r r e d ^ : .-t'b;; a s ..a . r e t a i n e r /• ; : b e l d n g • t a . h h e 
cyj.::- '•• c l i e h t u n t i l . ^ ^ e a r n e d b y t h e \ a : t t 6 r n e y a u d , M i s t - b e V h e i d a s i ; w 
•̂ •̂; -' t r u s t f u h d S - \ i h a c l i e n t . t r u s t : a c c o u n t . . A S ^ e v M a s s .,.; R. • ; P r o f V . - , -

t:-: , l . . . i 5 : ( a ) : ( l ) ; . , : . ..as a p p e a r i n g : i h 4 4 0 Mass;;,,133:&, ( 2 0 0 3 ^ : ( . : " ' t i i f s t ̂  
,'•; . f u n d s " : d e f i r i e d . a s ; a n y f u n d s b e l o n g i n g t o . d l l e h t b u t herl.d::by;.., 

" ^ ' l a w y e r i h c o h n e c t i b n w i t h , r f e p r r e s e u t a t i o n ) ;. Mass.^.; :iR:-. p r o f i ^ : C ; : ; 
i ; i l 5 . (b) i 1 ) ./.. a s . a p p e a i i h g ; ih.:.;4'40 . M a s s v. i3'3^S:.:'' ( 2 ' 0 0 3 ) •:;( lawyer/;.;.. ;.: 

v m u s t ^ h o l d . ; c i i e h t , t r u s t ; ; f u r i d s : i h t r u s t a b c b u n t s e p t r a t e y ^ f r b m ; ̂::'; 
l a w y e r . ' , s : . b w h v ; p r o p e r t y ) , . i - ; O h c ^ - a r t • • a t t o r h e y : ; h a s . / e a r h e a a i l v : ; ; o . i ; ^ : . ; 



some o f the fees advanced, the attorney should withdraw the 
earned fees, see Mass. R. Prof. C. 1 . 1 5 ( b ) ( 2 ) ( i i ) , as 
appearing i n 440 Mass. 1338 (2003), but the attorney may not 

^ d o . s o before d e l i v e r i n g t o . the c l i e n t " i n w r i t i n g (i) a n 
i t e f n i z e d b i l l or other accounting showing the s e r v i c e s 
rendered, ( i i ) w r i t t e n n o t i c e o f amount and date o f the , 
withdrawal, and ( i i i ) a- statement o f the balance o f the 
c l i e n t ' s funds i n the t r u s t account a f t e r the withdrawal." 
Mass. R. Prof. C. 1.15(d)(2),' a s appearing i n 440 Mass. 1338 
(2003). Where the c l i e n t disputes the b i l l , the attorney 

• : may not withdraw the d i s p u t e d funds from the t r u s t account 
u n t i l the dispute i s resolved.. Seei Mass. R. . Prof. C. 
1 . 1 5 ( b ) ( 2 ) ( i i ) . I f the a t t o r n e y has already withdrawn the 
amount b i l l e d and the c l i e n t w i t h i n a reasonable time a f t e r 
r e c e i v i n g the b i l l d i s p u t e s the b i l l , the att o r n e y must 
.restore the disputed amount t o the t r u s t account u n t i l the 
disp u t e i s r e s o l v e d . I d ' . . _ _ 

I .agree w i t h the board's c o n c l u s i o n that Farber v i o l a t e d 

' . 'Mass. R. Prof. C. 1 . 1 5 ( b ) , ( d ) ( l ) , & (d ) ( 2 ) by d e p o s i t i n g the 

advanced f e e i n h i s business aOcouht before p r o v i d i n g the c l i e n t ; . 

• W i t h ' o r other accduhting Showing the s e r v i c e s . ; 

' - r e n d e r e d / and by f a i l i n g to t r a n s f e r . t h e advanced fee to the 

. ' l O L T A account a f t e r the C l i e n t d i s p u t e d the b i l l . . I a l s o 

c b h C l i i d e that the board's f i n d i h g ; t h a t Farber • had; e a r n e d the .'; 

a/dyjah business, .account and ; • . 

' / • :tftafc i h e e r r o h e o h s i y ^ b that, t h e a d v a n c e d t e e ' h a d been ' '•:'^'^-\::.m::-m. .-:.'y 

, e k r h e d .'Ori r e c e i p t i s s u p p o r t e d " b i ^ ; S u i ? s t a h t i a i . . e v i ' d ^ i n t h e ;;/ /^X';-

••'..////;'/red6rd....:',/ •'.•'(/ '̂̂'••'../• ^ ' ' ' . • • ' ' ' . r ' '• •'''jm:iy''y).r::-y-^ 

:'y;-'V'-"-''/^gotht':.'.tWO:.. .'As; fdund by' th^-'Soard,- t h e g i s t / . d f count twd'Is-;;.;;\;.y 
7:;-.--;/:i;tha:t̂ /F'ar c o n t a c t e d by ©rei&ty^'/Johnson and;/E •to-v/. •/;•;/'/ 
•v/''̂.-̂ '̂§ntifc PhrChasiX;/;-/'::/̂ :;:;̂  
;. •//y'/ '^lMhSdh /and C3eret:y/ha!d learhe€'/'d£:,/the' Sporty. thtough a ̂  real:.://///^^ 



e s t a t e broker, Russ Damon, who had an e x c l u s i v e l i s t i n g w i t h the 

proper t y ' s owners which provided f o r a f i v e percent broker's 

commission, to be shared w i t h the buyer's broker. Gerety had 

v i s i t e d the property twice w i t h Damon, but would not make ah 

o f f e r through Damon. Damon had t o l d Gerety that he thought the 

owners would accept an _ o f f e r of .$-525, 000 . Once Johnson learneid ̂  

t h a t Farber was .a r e a l e s t a t e bsrdker, Johnson looked f o r a priced 

concession, p o s s i b l y from r e c e i v i h g a share Of the broker's 

comttiissioh. _ _ 

Farber contacted Damon and piresehted himself as the 

p r o s p e c t i v e buyer, adding t h a t he' Was ̂ a l i c e n s e d r e a l e s t a t e 

broker and expected to share i n Damoh' S broker' s. commission.., 

• . i k i t i a l i y , Damon refused t o s p l i t the-.CdmmissiOh, but Farber Said; 

he- heeded the commission s p l i t because he-planned to- renovate .'the 

house and, i n s t a l l a .hew septic- system,; • A f t e r Farber made a low ;,. 

o f f e i ahd the owhers 'presented a ,t!ohhter-of f e r of -$52'5, OOP,; ̂  v 

• ;''p̂ arber.. offered $5207 ô ot), and' ;tbld;.iDamdh .that he.^lahned. tb .re- . .; ,;• 

• • g^li--the property-a;fter making the rehdvatIons, and;; would,-tnaJ^e/r ..; 

'Damoh :the broker ;fdr're^sale :ih;;reth:th for Dam:on's sp.iittihg.:;df.;;:: 

:.'the/-'.dbtfitnissi6h.^ . (fhi .;owhers';;agre-id t the prb|)erty^ tb; /;///'-/:: 

•;:̂ ;::fi'arber dehie^./-havihg made;;t11fei;Ami&-epresehta^t 
' iiis.,---ihtehtibn to' r^hOA/at^, a:hd. s e i i ,the;.property, and tb r e t a i n 
/Dambn. as..'a-. broker 'wheh he; did:/. artdHhotes that the .•bnd4̂  evidende;;'/ 
.:that ̂ hê .made these, statements; dame;,.frbm iDambh, whb had;;brbught;:>;,;; 
the>;.Gbmplaint agaihst; him ih. an -attempt to recbver 'the;:.pb,rtiohv bf 
;..the./broker ',s fee he 'had;, paid: to''i^tber. c r e d i b i l i t y - ^ t i n d i n g s / .;;..,-:;; 
'shbwyver'/:.ar'e the-prbviiice bf^' t ' 



Farber f o r $520,000, and Damon agrfeed to pay Farber $13,000, h a l f 

of the broker's commission. Farber i d e n t i f i e d himself as the 

purchaser i n the purchase and s a l e agteement and at the c l o s i n g . 

S h o r t l y a f t e r the c l o s i n g , however, Farber t r a n s f e r r e d the . 

p r o p e r t y to a nominee t r u s t i n which Gerety was the t r u s t e e , and 

JohnsOn and Gerety the b e n e f i c i a l owners. Farber p a i d half, of -. 

the broker's fee that he r e c e i v e d t o Johnson, r e t a i n i n g $6,500 

f o r h i m s e l f . This Was the o n l y compensation Farber r e c e i v e d for. 

h i s r o l e i n the t r a n s a c t i o n , apart fifom the $250 he was p a i d by. 

Gerety f o i : d r a f t i n g the t r u s t instirliment f o r the nominee t r u s t . 

The hearing Cdmrhittee found t h a t Fairber had committed fraud 

by f a i l i n g to ireveal, t h a t he was a c t i n g on behalf of Johnson .and, 

Oeirety i n the s a l e . - 'The-hoard, concluded, however, t h a t •Fairber ;:. 

d i d not commit ftahd-by f a i l i n g t S t-weal. to Damon oir the 

propeirty owners th a t he-^'was-.acting .as- an. agent f o r undiSdldsed . .. 

- p r i n c i p a l s .: :,The bdaifd -found: t h a t - i t : was immaterial, t o the oWheirs 

/whether they SOld, : i t ; t o . Fairber of . t d u n d i s c l o s e d p i r i n d i p a l s , ahd,, 

//that tfetety' would .hdt:.:-'hav;e purchased the property .thirdugh Damdh,, 

So. Damon -wbuld hot-' have , r e c b i v e d any birbker's. cdm'misSioh. had' the-: 

-Saie::hbt.;. be-en matieVthtdUgh --E^airbei .-f ouh#.; that'thfe::/:.;:--;:/ 

/:dbridiude. that; the-'hdiiih^.' cbmmittee ' s.̂ f̂ ^ 
::adoptedv.by the .hdairdy/are-;SUppor-ted\ substantial evidence.'-. 
:/;, -; -./ /̂ v.̂ t'he' boatd^ alib;:hbted.:that. thd :'heairing - committeie :;,did:y hot:: 
/f ihd. t h a t '.'Jbhllsdh: .'Otr^Qetety ..intended: :t6. depirive -BaitiiOfc. /of a: .... 
bommissioh. that ,they::Bhought he: was e n t i t l e d to: reoeiveV:." 



o n l y acts of misconduct Farber committed during the t r a n s a c t i o n 

were h i s misrepresentations about h i s i n t e n t to renovate the 

pro p e r t y and to r e t a i n Damon as a broker f o r the r e - s a l e . The 

board concluded that these misrepresentations v i o l a t e d Mass. R. . 

Prof. C. 8.4(C), which p r o h i b i t s an attorney from engaging i n 

conduct i n v o l v i n g misr-epresentation. The board a l s o cohcluded .... . 

th a t Farber'was a c t i n g as a broker, nOt an attorney. When he 

made these statements. .The board r e j e c t e d the hearing , 

committee'S l e g a l c o h c l u s i o n s t h a t these misrepresentations 

v i o l a t e d the conduct r u l e s p r o h i b i t i n g an. attorney from a s s i s t i n g 

a c l i e n t to engage i h fraud, because the board found that, there. 

was no evidence t h a t Johnson Or Gerety knew of theSe 

mi s r e p r e s ^ h t a t i o h s v o r ' a h t h o r i z e d the^^^ 

Bedatise the l e g a l •dohclusions and: d i s c i p l i n a r y 

recofflmendatidhs Of the ,hoard "are. e n t i t l e d to great weighty" In. , ,. 

re Lupbv' suTsra .at- 356',' i give, def erende t o the board' s cohdlhsioh, : 

t h a t . Farber.madethese 'raigre|3resehtatidns . to ihduce' Damdh.:.td 

reiinquish/;hkrfv d£ hiS;:>b commissidri,' .that \he/w€§ mdt : y ';. , / ^ ^ ^ ^ 
aGtihg;:;asv:.&'attorney and t M t h i s miscdhdhcfr 'wasv:.,: v̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^ 

' " f ar'.. lbss/e§reg:ibhs :' t M of ;: lawyers ' whd haye; been'; Suspended ; /;;;/;-:.: • '': 
,fdr:"actadhs" takeh• outs.i t'hd pradtlce o f law. • sie:,=ihvjiei,'' ' • '//•///. 

Migwafd/- -:4g'3.• Mass's: • '2.8.., {069), ,(one'. month>suspeh&idn, f ©rv,attdrhey;-/cv •./M 

who ' ffligrepteSfeht-ed ••h^r o t ^ 

^ •div6rceT%t8deedihg^ //'mc/rfe/Mallird /' :4:5̂ ;:::Mass v •• l^tdM iV:;̂ !̂'̂ ;:;' ;;':' 



month suspension f o r attorney who provided f a l s e testimony i n 

c r i m i n a l case i n v o l v i n g domestic dispute where she was v i c t i m ) ; 

Matter Of.Finnertv, 418 Mass. 821 (1994) ( s i x month suspension 

f o r m i s r e p r e s e n t a t i o n made on f i n a n c i a l statement i n attorney's 

d i v o r c e ) . In view bf a l l the circumstances, c o n s i d e r i n g the 

misconduct found i n <pOunts one through three together, 

r e c o g n i z i n g that t h i s i s the f i r s t time Farber has been found to 

have engaged i n misconduct, I a l s o give deference to the .board's 

conclusion, that the purposes of p r o f e s s i o n a l d i s c i p l i n e are , 

adequately served by the i m p o s i t i o n of,,a, p u b i i c reprimand-. See. 

Matter, 6:t ,F.inn.e.rty, supra at 829 ( o v e r r i d i n g c o n s i d b r a t i o n i n bar 

d i s c i p l i h e i s " t h e e f f e c t upon, and perception of, the p u b l i c and 

.the bar") ; 

Sonclusibn. . Fbr t he reasons s t a t e d above, .1 a f f i r m the^ 

board's decision,, adopt I t s conclusions bf laW/ .ahdi.' brdet that. 

Farber .be -:j3Ubiicly repriifiahded. 

• : , ; r ^ ^ ^ ^ . Gants 
' ̂ Associate. JUStide 

m-' .fehtered'r,August.-29, :'2011. '-' ' \''A,'HV /V/̂ /'"̂ ^̂  
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