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Marilyn FLORENCE, Age 9; Vernice Price, Age 8; and Robert
Matthews, Age 6, By Their Mother Elsie Matthews and Elsie
Matthews, Individually v. Captoria TAYLOR

95-1170 928 S.W.2d 333

Supreme Court of Arkansas
Opinion delivered September 30, 1996

1. CONTEMPT — ATTORNEY FINED FOR CONTEMPT OF COURT. — The
supreme court viewed counsel’s failure to appear at oral argument on
appeal, coupled with her rationale that she anticipated that the su-
preme court would simply affirm the trial court’s decision due to her
absence, as matters of the utmost seriousness and ordered the attorney
to pay $500 for her contempt of court.

2. CONTEMPT — MATTER REFERRED TO COMMITTEE ON PROFESSIONAL
CONDUCT. — In light of counsel’s pattern in failing to attend judicial
proceedings both at the trial-court and appellate levels, the supreme
court sent the matter to the Committee on Professional Conduct for
review and for any additional appropriate action.

Contempt Order issued.
Heather Patrice Hogrobrooks, for appellant.

No response.
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PER CURIAM. On September 23, 1996, Heather Patrice
Hogrobrooks appeared before this court pursuant to an order to
show cause why she should not be held in contempt for failing to
appear at oral argument in this matter on September 3, 1996. Ms.
Hogrobrooks arrived several minutes late at the show-cause hearing
and pled guilty to contempt of court. In mitigation of her con-
tempt, she offered her misconceived notion that her failure to
attend oral argument, which she had requested as appellants’ coun-
sel, would simply result in an affirmance of the trial court’s decision.
She further admitted that she had not notified this court that she
was not coming to oral argument. She stated that she now under-
stands this was wrong,

When asked by this court about the disservice that a failure to
appear would do to her clients, she responded that she generally
cared for her clients, but she offered no reason for why she aban-
doned the appellants’ interests in this appeal. As it happened, this
court heard and decided the appeal in Florence v. Taylor, No. 95-
1170, despite Ms. Hogrobrooks’s absence at oral argument. See
Florence v. Taylor, 325 Ark. 445, 928 S.W.2d 330 (1996). Ironically,
that appeal also concerned Ms. Hogrobrooks’s failure to attend trial
on two occasions and the dismissal of her case by the trial court. We
affirmed that dismissal.

[1] We view Ms. Hogrobrooks’s failure to appear at oral
argument in this court, coupled with her rationale that she antici-
pated that this court would simply affirm the trial court’s decision
due to her absence, as matters of the utmost seriousness. We order
Ms. Hogrobrooks to pay $500 forthwith for her contempt of court.

[2] Moreover, in light of her pattern in failing to attend
Judicial proceedings both at the trial-court level and this level, we
are sending this matter to the Committee on Professional Conduct
for review and for any additional action that may be appropriate.
We direct the Committee’s attention to our decision in Florence v.
Taylor, 325 Ark. 445, 928 S.W.2d 330 (1996), and to the transcript
of the show-cause hearing before this court, which will be fur-
nished both to the Committee and to Ms. Hogrobrooks.



