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DISMISSAL

Case No. 18-34-MZ (Ref. 15-148-GA; 16-140-MZ)

Andrew J. Kozyra, P 38309, Aimont, Michigan, by the Attorney Discipline Board Tri-County
Hearing Panel #62.

Dismissal - Effective August 22, 2018.

A show cause hearing was held in this matter on May 31, 2018. After that hearing, the
panel ordered that the Grievance Administrator's Petition for Entry of an Order to Require
Respondent to Show Cause Why Discipline Should Not Be Increased for Failure to Comply with
Conditions, filed March 23, 2018, be denied notwithstanding respondent’s clear failure to comply
with the panel’'s July 18, 2018 order. The hearing panel declined to extend discipline beyond the
180-day suspension of respondent’s license to practice law originally imposed in the panel's March
14, 2016 order given that respondent’s license has been continually suspended since April 5, 2016,
and that respondent is ineligible to petition for reinstatement until he can establish, by clear and
convincing evidence, that he has met all of the requirements of MCR 9.123(B)(1)-(9), in particular
MCR 9.123(B)(4) and (9). The panel further ordered that all other aspects of the March 14, 2016
Order of Suspension and Restitution (By Consent), and the July 18, 2017 Order Amending Order
of Suspension and Restitution (By Consent), would remain unchanged and that respondent will be
compelled to address his failure to comply with the panel’s July 18, 2017 order in the event of any
future petition for reinstatement. The matter was dismissed without prejudice and no costs were
assessed against respondent.
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