
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF FLORIDA
(Before a Referee)

THE FLORIDA BAR, Supreme Court Case
No. SC21-1637

Complainant,
The Florida Bar File

v. No. 2020-10,425 (06D)

MELIS A A GIASI,

espondent.

ONDITIONAL GUILTY PLEA FOR CONSENT JUDGMENT

OMES NOW, the undersigned Respondent, Melissa A. Glasi, and

files this Conditional Guilty Plea pursuant to Rule 3-7.9 of the Rules

Regulating The Florida Bar.

1. Respondent is, and at all times mentioned herein was, a

member of The Florida Bar, subject to the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court

of Florida.

2. Respondent is acting freely and voluntarily in this matter and

tenders this plea without fear or threat of coercion. Respondent is

represented in this matter by Attorney Benedict P. Kuehne.

3. The Sixth Judicial Circuit Grievance Committee "D" found

probable cause as to The Florida File No. 2020-10,425 (06D).



4. Respondent is board certified in Appellate Practice and has

been advised that any disciplinary sanction imposed may adversely affect

her board certification. The Board of Legal Specialization and Education

has jurisdiction over the revocation of board certification.

5. The disciplinary measures to be imposed upon Respondent are

as follows:

A. Respondent shall receive a public reprimand to be

administered by publication;

B. Respondent shall attend Ethics School within six (6)

monthsofthis Court's orderaccepting thisplea.Respondent shall be

responsibleforthe $750.00 fee associated withthat program;

C. Respondent shall write an apology letter to Judge

Muscarella and has already written a letter of apology to Judge

Meyer; and

D. Respondent shall pay the bar's cost in this disciplinary

proceeding.

6. The following allegations and rules provide the basis for

respondent's conditional guilty plea and for the discipline to be imposed in

this matter:
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Respondent was counsel for Mr. Joseph Erickson in litigation against

Locations of Pinellas, Inc. (LPI), in Pinellas County Case Nos. 19-604-CI

and 108099-CI. On November 13, 2019, a hearing on Respondent's

Emergency Motion to Vacate Forec16sure Judgment was held before The

Honorable Keith Meyer in Case No. 19-604-CI. The following exchange

occurred with the court:

THE COURT: Okay. Free and clear. Was there some
agreement with the plaintiff at that time that [the
condominium association] were going to only take the,
you know, $29,000.00 and that they were going to
assist him in getting the rest of the money back in his
pocket?
MS. GIASI: Yes.
THE COURT: So, there was an agreement at that
time to [that] affect?
MS. GIASI: Yes.

Respondent admits her statement to the court was inaccurate. Respondent

did not intend to represent to the court that her client had an agreement

with the Happy Fiddler Condominium Association, the foreclosing plaintiff,

at the time of the auction. Rather, Respondent misunderstood the court's

inquiries and instead referenced an agreement Mr. Erickson had reached

with Happy Fiddler Condominium after the auction in exchange for the

Association not contesting his motion to vacate the sale. This agreement

was confirmed on the record by Association counsel during the November
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13, 2019 hearing. Judge Meyer did not rule at the November 13, 2019

hearing,butsetthe matter for an evidentiary hearing inFebruary2020.

On December 26, 2019, in Case No. 19-604-CI, Respondent filed

Joseph Erickson's Amended Motion to Vacate Certificate of Sale,

Certificate of Title and Final Judgment of Foreclosure and Memorandum in

Opposition to Defendant's Motion to Release of Excess Funds in Court

Registry and Memorandum of Law in Support, or Alternatively, Motion to

Stay Pending Outcome of Appeal ("Amended Motion to Vacate"), in

compliance with Judge Meyer's direction that both parties amend their

respective motions to clarify the grounds for relief being sought. In her

Amended Motion to Vacate, Respondent included as a heading: "Judge

Muscarella found that the Amended Final Judgment was void, yet utilized

her discretion to deny Erickson's motion to vacate. This does not estop

Erickson from arguing that LPlwasnotatitle holder entitled to the surplus

funds." Respondent was referencing a hearing that had occurred on

September 26, 2019, in Case No. 10-8099-CI. During the hearing on

September26, 2019, Judge Muscarella did not make a specificfinding of

fact or ruling other than to deny the motion Respondent filed for Mr.

Erickson. Respondent recognizes that the heading was inartful and inexact

and admits she should have used different language. Respondent did not
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intend to falsely state Judge's Muscarella's ruling in her memorandum.

The body of the memorandum provided clarification by stating "[d]uring the

hearing held on September 26, 2019 in the 2010 Case, Judge Muscarella

recognized that the Amended Final Judgment was void because there was

no written motion filed and no notice provided to the other parties, in

addition to the fact that the Amended Final Judgment was entered three

years after the original Final Judgment ... Judge Muscarella's order simply

denies Erickson's motion ...".

Upon becoming aware that these two statements were erroneous,

respondent made a timely, good faith effort to correct any misimpressions

or misunderstandings from her statements made to the court in writing and

during the hearing. On January 21, 2020, respondent sent a letter to Judge

Meyer and the parties to identify, correct, and clarify the statements.

Respondent also secured a continuance of the evidentiary hearing and

assisted her client with procuring substitute representation. Furthermore,

on January 23, 2020, respondent filed a Second Amended Motion to

Vacate which changed the heading to state "Erickson is not estopped from

arguing that LPI was not a title holder entitled to the surplus funds."

7. Respondent admits that as a result of her conduct described

above, she is guilty of violating the following Rules Regulating the Florida
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Bar: Rule 3-4.3 (Misconduct and Minor Misconduct); Rule 4-3.3(a) (Candor

Toward the Tribunal); and Rule 4-8.4(d) (Misconduct - conduct prejudicial

to the administration of justice).

8. The Florida Bar voluntarily dismisses Rule 4-8.4(c) (Misconduct

- conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit, or misrepresentation) as part

of this agreement upon acceptance of this plea.

9. The Florida Bar has approved this proposed plea in the manner

required by Rule 3-7.9.

10. If this plea is not finally approved by the referee and the

Supreme Court of Florida, then it shall be of no effect and may not be used

by the parties in any way.

11. If this plea is approved, then Respondent agrees to pay all

reasonable costs associated with this case pursuant to Rule 3-7.6(q) in the

amount of $1,766.25. These costs are due within 30 days of the court

order. Respondent agrees that if the costs are not paid within 30 days of

this court's order becoming final, respondent shall pay interest on any

unpaid costs at the statutory rate. Responderit further agrees not to

attempt to discharge the obligation for payment of the Bar's costs in any

future proceedings, including but not limited to, a petition for bankruptcy.

Respondent shall be deemed delinquent and ineligible to practice law
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pursuant to Rule 1-3.6 if the cost judgment is not satisfied within 30 days of

the final court order, unless deferred by the Board of Governors of The

Florida Bar.

12. Respondent acknowledges the obligation to pay the costs of

this proceeding and that payment is evidence of strict compliance with the

conditions of any disciplinary order or agreement and is also evidence of

good faith and fiscal responsibility. Respondent understands that failure to

pay the costs of this proceeding may reflect adversely on any reinstatement

proceedings or any other bar disciplinary matter in which respondent is

involved.

13. This Conditional Guilty Plea for Consent Judgment fully

complies with all requirements of the Rules Regulating The Florida Bar.

Dated this 26 day of April 2022.

Melissa A Glasi
Respondent
100 SE 2nd St Ste 3105
Miami, FL 331312100
813/816-1880
Florida Bar ID No. 37807
melissa@qiasilaw.com
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Dated this 26 day of April 2022.

Benedict P Kuehne
Counsel for Respondent
100 SE 2nd St Ste 3105
Miami, FL 331312100
305/789-5989
Florida Bar ID No. 233293
Ben.kuehne@kuehnelaw.com

Dated this 26 day of April, 2022.

Lindsey Margaret Guinand, Esq.
Florida Bar ID No. 100030
Counsel for The Florida Bar
Jennifer Robyn Dillon, Esq.
Bar Counsel
Florida Bar ID No. 72643
The Florida Bar
Tampa Branch Office
2002 N. Lois Ave., Suite 300
Tampa, Florida 33607-2386
(813) 875-9821
rdillon@floridabar.orq - primary
Iquinand@floridabar.orq - primary
nstanley@floridabar.orq -secondary
tampaoffice@floridabar.orq -secondary
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