
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF FLORIDA
(Before a Referee)

THE FLORIDA BAR, Supreme Court Case
No. SC21-507

Complainant,
The Florida Bar File Nos.

v. 2018-10,098 (20B)
2019-10,758 (20B)

NIRAV MAHENDRA JAMINDAR, 2019-10,783 (20B)

Respondent 2019-10,810 (20B)
8 2020-10,004 (20B)

AMENDED CONDITIONAL GUILTY PLEA FOR CONSENT JUDGMENT

COMES NOW, the undersigned respondent, Nirav Mahendra

Jamindar, and files this Amended 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 Amended Plea without fear or threat of coercion. Respondent

is represented by Richard Baron, Esq., in this matter.

3. The parties submitted a Conditional Guilty Plea for Consent

Judgment dated September 1, 2021 to the Court, wherein respondent

admitted to the allegations and rule violations in substantially the same



form as were plead in the bar's formal complaint in an effort to amicably

resolve all pending issues while decreasing the time and expense to be

expended by the parties, referee, and the Florida Supreme Court.

4. Subsequent to the Court's review of the prior Conditional Guilty

Plea for Consent Judgment, the parties have completed additional

depositions in preparation for a final hearing and expanded on further

details and explanations that were not previously outlined in the prior

consent judgment. This Amended Plea has been updated to reflect the

facts and rule violations in light of these additional details and explanations.

5. The disciplinary measures to be imposed upon respondent are

as follows:

A. Ninety-day suspension from the practice of law;

B. Attendance at Ethics School within six (6) months of the

Court's order approving the consent judgment. Respondent shall be

responsible for payment of the $750.00 fee for Ethics School directly

to The Florida Bar; and

C. Payment of the disciplinary costs.

6. The following amended allegations and rules provide the basis

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

matter:
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A. As to Count I, TFB File No. 2018-10,098 (20B):

Respondent represented Sheddrick Brown, Jr. ("Brown") in a criminal

case. In or around May 2016, respondent visited Brown at the Lee

County Jail in Fort Myers, Florida. The meeting between Brown and

respondent was set up by another inmate respondent represented in

a separate matter, Nelson Lopez, based on discussions between

Brown and Lopez. The meeting was not made at respondent's

direction. In August 2016, Brown retained Absolute Law, P.A., the

firm where respondent was employed, and respondent took on the

representation of Brown. Respondent represented Brown at trial in

April 2017, and Brown was ultimately convicted and sentenced.

Brown subsequently advised respondent he wanted to pursue an

appeal, and Absolute Law filed a notice of appeal on his behalf.

Respondent left Absolute Law on May 8, 2017. Respondent

spoke with the Brown family in May 2017 and advised them he left

the firm. Subsequently, Absolute Law filed a motion to withdraw from

the case and a Public Defender was appointed to pursue Brown's

appeal. However, respondent did not take steps to withdraw

individually as counsel of record from Brown's case.
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After his departure from Absolute Law, respondent was "Of

Counsel" for the law firm of Schwartz and Zonas between April 2018

and November 2018. Respondent relocated to Key West in August

2019, but as of December 2019, respondent's bar profile reflected he

was still "Of Counsel" for Schwartz and Zonas, and he inadvertently

filed notices of appearance reflecting his "Of Counsel" designation

through December 2019 as well. Respondent explained that any

listings reflecting respondent's "Of Counsel" designation after

November 2018 were done in error and were the result of an

oversight in copying and pasting his signature block from prior

pleadings.

Respondent admits to violations of the following Rules

Regulating The Florida Bar in connection with Count I: Rule 3-4.3

(Minor Misconduct and Minor Misconduct) and Rule 4-1.16(d)

(Declining or Terminating Representation).

B. As to Count II, TFB File No. 2019-10,758 (20B): Attorney

Shannon H. McFee was advised by his client, Nicholas Prisco, that a

private investigator, Keith Perry, contacted him shortly after he was

arrested. Mr. Perry was asked by a friend of Mr. Prisco to reach out to

him about his recent criminal charges. Mr. Prisco rnentioned
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respondent's name in the course of the discussion between he and

Mr. Perry. As an investigator, Mr. Perry is often asked about local

lawyers, but he did not specifically recommend respondent's services

to Mr. Prisco or anyone else.

Mr. Perry is a longtime friend of respondent's spouse who

worked for respondent, and respondent explained that his wife had

asked her friends to send any legal business they may have to

respondent without respondent's knowledge. Respondent admits that

he failed to adequately supervise his wife to ensure her conduct was

compatible with his professional obligations as a lawyer. However,

neither respondent nor his wife requested Mr. Perry to reach out to

any potential clients on respondent's behalf or otherwise recommend

his services.

Respondent admits to violations of the following Rules

Regulating The Florida Bar in connection with Count II: Rule 4-5.3(b)

(Responsibilities Regarding Nonlawyer Assistants - Supervisory

Responsibility) and Rule 4-8.4(a) (Misconduct - violate or attempt to

violate Rules of Professional Conduct, knowingly assist, or induce

another to do so through acts of another).

5



C. As to Count Ill, TFB File No. 2019-10,783 (20B): Attorney

Lee Hollander was advised by his client, Skyler Wayne, that a private

investigator, Keith Perry, contacted his mother, Jane Wayne, after Mr.

Wayne was arrested. Respondent's name was mentioned in the

course of the discussion between Mr. Perry and Ms. Wayne. As an

investigator, Mr. Perry is often asked about local lawyers, but he did

not specifically recommend respondent's services to Ms. Wayne or

anyone else.

Mr. Perry is a longtime friend of respondent's spouse who

worked for respondent, and respondent explained that his wife had

asked her friends to send any legal business they may have to

respondent without respondent's knowledge. Respondent admits that

he failed to adequately supervise his wife to ensure her conduct was

compatible with his professional obligations as a lawyer. However,

neither respondent nor his wife requested Mr. Perry to reach out to

any potential clients on respondent's behalf or otherwise recommend

his services.

Respondent admits to violations of the following Rules

Regulating The Florida Bar in connection with Count III: Rule 4-5.3(b)

(Responsibilities Regarding Nonlawyer Assistants - Supervisory
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Responsibility) and Rule 4-8.4(a) (Misconduct - violate or attempt to

violate Rules of Professional Conduct, knowingly assist, or induce

another to do so through acts 'of another).

D. As to Count IV, TFB File No. 2020-10,004 (20B): Attorney

and former Collier County Judge Mike Carr was advised by his client,

Samuel Robert Tanielian, that a private investigator, Keith Perry,

contacted his mother, Kim Tanielian, after Mr. Tanielian was arrested.

Respondent's name was mentioned in the course of the discussion

between Mr. Perry and Ms. Tanielian. As an investigator, Mr. Perry is

often asked about local lawyers, but he did not specifically

recommend respondent's services to Ms. Tanielian or anyone else.

Mr. Perry is a longtime friend of respondent's spouse who

worked for respondent, and respondent explained that his wife had

asked her friends to send any legal business they may have to

respondent without respondent's knowledge. Respondent admits that

he failed to adequately supervise his wife to ensure her conduct was

compatible with his professional obligations as a lawyer. However,

neither respondent nor his wife requested Mr. Perry to reach out to

any potential clients on respondent's behalf or otherwise recommend

his services.
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Respondent admits to violations of the following Rules

Regulating The Florida Bar in connection with Count IV: Rule 4-5.3(b)

(Responsibilities Regarding Nonlawyer Assistants - Supervisory

Responsibility) and Rule 4-8.4(a) (Misconduct - violate or attempt to

violate Rules of Professional Conduct, knowingly assist, or induce

another to do so through acts of another).

E. As to Count V, The Florida Bar File No. 2019-10,810

(20B), the bar filed a notice of voluntary dismissal without prejudice.

7. There are applicable mitigating factors under Standard 3.3(b) to

be considered in this case and additional considerations that must be made

regarding the applicable aggravating factors under Standard 3.2(b),

namely:

a. Respondent does have a prior disciplinary history under

Standard 3.2(b)(1). However, his prior discipline was a public

reprimand from almost 12 years ago, making it remote in time as

considered in mitigation under Standard 3.3(b)(13), and respondent

has not received any other discipline since that time. Additionally, in

light of Standard 8.1, respondent's prior misconduct that resulted in

his 2010 public reprimand was dissimilar to the allegations and rule

violations presented in this case.
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b. Also in mitigation, respondent has been cooperative with

the bar in these referee proceedings under Standard 3.3(b)(5).

Respondent provided full and free disclosure in his deposition taken

in this matter, and through his testimony, he took responsibility for his

actions, demonstrating that he acknowledges his misconduct and has

shown remorse for his actions.

c. The aggravating factors under Standard 3.2(b)(3) and (4)

of pattern of misconduct and multiple offenses are present in this

case due to the fact that three counts of the bar's complaint (Counts II

through IV) deal with substantially similar allegations and rule

violations; however, these two factors do not justify an increase in the

disciplinary sanction to be imposed because of the circumstances

surrounding those three counts. Specifically, respondent did not

direct the investigator at issue, Keith Perry, to recommend his

services or solicit any clients on his behalf. Respondent's deposition

in these proceedings of Mr. Perry corroborated these facts. Even

though there were three separate client matters raised in Counts II

though IV of the bar's complaint, they resulted from one act on the

part of respondent, which is respondent's acknowledged failure to

supervise his wife, who was acting as his assistant, and adequately
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ensure her actions were in line with his professional obligations as an

attorney when she was discussing his new law firm with her friends

and asking them to support his business.

8. Respondent acknowledges that there was a finding of probable

cause by the grievance committee as to TFB File Nos. 2018-10,098 (20B),

2019-10,758 (20B), 2019-10,783 (20B), 2019-10,810 (20B), and 2020-

10,004 (20B).

9. Respondent acknowledges that, unless waived or modified by

the Court on motion of respondent, the court order will contain a provision

that prohibits respondent from accepting new business from the date of the

order or opinion and shall provide that the suspension is effective 30 days

from the date of the order or opinion so that respondent may close out the

practice of law and protect the interest of existing clients.

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

required by Rule 3-7.9.

11. 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.

12. Respondent agrees to eliminate all indicia of respondent's

status as an attorney ori social media, telephone listings, stationery,
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checks, business cards office signs or any other indicia of respondent's

status as an attorney, whatsoever. Respondent will no longer hold himself

out as a licensed attorney.

13. 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 $1,765.00. 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. Respondent 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

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.

14. This Conditional Guilty Plea for Consent Judgment fully

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

Dated this day of Nhe 1 ---- , 2022.

Niray M héndra Jamindar, Respondent
17555 tere-Wa1R'ffl Unit 305
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Parker, CO 80134-5273
(305) 204-6869
Florida Bar ID No.: 59068
keywestduiattornev@amail.com

Dated this day of FC 8 , 2022.

Richard Baron, Counsel for Respondent
169 E Flagler St Ste 700
Miami, FL 331311203
(305) 577-4626
Florida Bar ID No.: 178675
rb@richardbaroniaw.com

Dated thiS 4th _ day of February , 2022.

Kirate UJolbe-Q-
Kimberly Anne Walbolt, Bar Counsel
The Florida Bar, Tampa Branch Office
2002 N. Lois Ave., Suite 300
Tampa, Florida 33607-2386
(813) 875-9821
Florida Bar ID No. 105593
kwalbolt@floridabar.ora
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