
STATE OF CONNECTICUT 

STATEWIDE GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE 
www.jud.ct.govlsgc/ 

Second Floor - Suite Two 
287 Main Street, East Hartford, Connecticut 06118-1885 

OFFICE OF CHIEF DISCIPLINARY C 
100 WASHINGTON STREET 
HARTFORD CT 06106 

ROGER G NIELSON 
26 TERRACE LANE 
POBOX 403 

Michael P. Bowler 
Statewide Bar Counsel 

Frances Mickelson-Dera 
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04/12/2013 

BRISTOL CT 06011-0403 

RE: GRIEVANCE COMPLAINT #12-0460 
KING vs. NIELSON 

Dear Respondent and Disciplinary Counsel: 

Enclosed herewith is the decision of the reviewing committee 
of the Statewide Grievance Committee concerning the above 
referenced matter_ In accordance with the Practice Book Sections 
2-35, 2-36 and 2-38(a), the Respondent may, within thirty (30) 
days of the date of this notice, submit to the Statewide Grievance 
Committee a request for review of the decision. 

A request for review must be sent to the Statewide Grievance 
Committee at the address listed above. 

Sincerely, 

'~\;\~ ~l ~)~ 

Encl. 
cc: Attorney Richard T. Florentine 

Attorney Donald E. Freeman 
Patricia King 

Michael P. Bowler 



NOTlt;E(U:G.ARDING DECISioN 
- PRESENTMENT -

GRIEVANCE COMPLAINT #,--~/LlQc..· -I-(,..L/-,-0u~""OL-__ 

THE ATTACHED DECISION IS' PRESENTLY sTAYED· IN 
ACemWANCE WITH PRACTICE BOOK §2-35.· 

SEGTION 2-35 STATES, IN PART, AS FOLLOWS: 

(~) ••• Enforce~en.t :of ·the final decision ••• sh<;lJl be stay~d 
·fQr ·thirty days from the date of the i.ssuance to ·the parties 

. of· the. final decision. . In the event· the respondent timely 
s~bmits to· the s.tateW;de grievance co~~ittee a requeSt f~r 
review of the final decision of the reviewing committe.e; 
~1It;h stay shali. rem~in in full force and effect pursuant to 
Section 2-38{b)~ 

NGt~ This stay· t~rmjnate.S upon the issuance of a final 
dec.si~n by the statewide Giievance·Comniittee. 



STATEWIDE GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE 
Christopher L. Slack, First Assistant Bar Counsel 

Attorney Patricia A. King 
Chief Disciplinary Counsel 
Office of the Chief Disciplinary Counsel 
100 Washington Street 
Hartford, CT 06106 

STATE OF CONNECTICUT 
JUDICIAL BRANCH 

287 Main Street 
Second Floor - Suite Two 

HastHartford, CT06118-1885 
(860) 568-5157 Fax (860) 568-4953 

Judicial Branch Website: wwwjud.ct.gov 

Attorney Roger G. Nielson 
26 Terrace Lane 
Bristol, CT 06010 

RE: Grievance Complaint #12-0460, Patricia A. King v. Roger G. Nielson 

Dear Chief Disciplinary Counsel and Respondent: 

Pursuant to Practice Book §2-82(g), the undersigned, dUly-appointed reviewing committee of 
the Statewide Grievance Committee, have reviewed the Agreement to Order of Presentment for 
Consolidation (hereinafter "Agreement") filed December 13,2012, and submitted for approval in 
the above referenced matter. After careful consideration of the Agreement and the entire record of 
the complaint, the undersigned hereby APPROVE the Agreement, a copy of which is attached hereto. 
Accordingly, the Respondent is hereby ordered presented to the Superior Court upon the terms set 
forth in the Agreement, and said presentment is to be consolidated with the matter presently pending 
before the court. 

So ordered. 

cc: Attorney Richard T. Florentine 
Attorney Donald Freeman 

(8) 
jf 

DECISION DATE: 
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Attorney Jo~fph D. Foti 

/ 
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· PATRIGIA kiNG 
.Complainant 

Vi;; 

ROGER NIELSON 
Respondent 

STAtEWIDE GRIEVANCECO!VIMITTEE 

GRIEW\NCr; NO. 12-Q4(lO 

AGREEMENT tClORDEROF PRESENTMENT 

Pursuant to Practice Book §2.82(g), the),fndet!iigneP Respondent and Disi::iplinary. 
~Qun&elstipf;ftat1;l and agre~as follows: . '. 

1. Tl:tfs matter wal!'iosfltuted by grievance. complaint filed bytQ~Co.rnplgir)ant 
$tatewide Gr~vance·Qpmrnlttee on Jurre:zi , ~Ot2. 

2;.QnSeptember19, 20.12, the !()cal.GrievancePaner fotfOe;·New BrftafhJlJ.dicial 
DistKiclanqJJjc!ic;iif Di~tric~of Ha!#q[¢ .fQuf}<:l 'PTPbap(e cauS.e that the 
Respondentbadvib"fated Rldes t 105(b):, and8A(-:4> ofthe;l~lJ!~s of Professional 
G(mdu~tarisihgfrqm !:tis misa.ppropriattolJoffurid~from.aJi estate, 

$. ResPol'Jden1ls'fhesl;lQjectoJ an apPiifla1io.ncforinteritnsLispehsion peMlng 
before !he (l.q:UJ1 • .Dq<:~~~ NQ, Q\(.t?2~Q2g$Qf,nlscipnnar\(b()unselv.Nielson. in 
the .Jud.feial O1sttict'of NeWSrifaih. 

4. Respondeilfiilod Di$clpliri<lry C~,)uIWe,1 aDe! Re~ppndentagfeethajaJ\ofljerQr 
preS.eotment m:ay enter In the preseflLmatter; . . 

5. Re.sponden.tand bisclplinary COi)n$elagree tl1~t pursuanlfo Pracitic:e; E!ook§2~ 
?2 (9) that this qrqer Qfpresentment is agreed to for theporpoSi;!Qfc.on$olid~ting 
Ihjsmatter Wlththe.'mij.tt.er curr,entlYPenc:ilng before(h~ court. 



WHEREFORE; thisrnatteri~ sl;Ib(llitted in 1lCcorq1lnc~with Ptactice Book § 2"82 

~:W~'hec 'l~Jnl2.. 
Date 

I3Y; 

I3Y: 

F'trlcltd<fng' 
Ghil?rpi~-clpiinaty QOl.ll)sei 


