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misleading under Rule 7.1. A consumer reading these statements will immediately be apprised 

that they may be awarded $1000 for debt collection abuse. The statements are concise, in the 

nature of advertising, though they are not complete; but this reviewing committee must ascribe 

some level of reasonableness that a potential client will understand that they must prevail first. 

We do not find the statement false and the lack of further explanation in the phrase itself does 

not constitute a material omission under Rule 7.1. This reviewing committee does not view the 

disclaimer language found on the last screen as helpful on this issue, because it is briefly 

displayed and does not contain clear language that collection of "up to $1000" is predicated on 

the success of a debt collection abuse claim. All the same, a reasonable consumer will 

understand that an award of any money to them must be based on a successful claim. 

In the request for the advisory opinion, the requesting attorney indicates that as part of 

the fee shifting provisions of federal law if a claim of collection abuse is successful, the debt 

collector pays legal fees and costs. The costs of litigation are initially advanced by the law firm 

and in the case of unsuccessful cases are written off by the firm. As a result, the proposed 

advertisement does not need to include a disclosure regarding the collection of costs and 

expenses as required by Rule 7.2(t) of the Rules of Professional Conduct which mandates such 

cost collection disclosure when an attorney's fees are advertised as "free." For discussion of 

Rule 7.2(t) requirements also see Advisory Opinion #08-04895-A and Advisory Opinion #11-

03423-A available at http://www.jud.CLgov/sgc/Adv opinions/defauILhtm. 

Accordingly, this reviewing committee opines for the reasons outlined in this opinion that 

the proposed advertisement does not comply with the Rules of Professional Conduct. 
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