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New Rule 779. Limitations

(@)

(b)

(©

General Provisions. Charges brought pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 753 aleging
conversion or violations of 1llinois Rules of Professona Conduct 8.1(a), 8.4(a)(3) or
(4), 3.3(a)(15), or 3.5(h) may be filed before the Hearing Board a any time. Unless
the limitation is extended by the provisions of paragraph (b) of thisrule, al other
charges must be filed before the Hearing Board within five years of the commission of
the misconduct.

Extended Limitations. The period within which acharge must be filed under the
provisons of thisrule is extended by the following conditions

@ acharge dleging aviolaion of Rule 1.8(c) may be commenced within two
years of the latter of the following two events: the discovery of the gift by an
aggrieved party (other than the grantor) or, if al of the aggrieved parties are
minors or under legd disability, then the termination of the minority of disability
of any one of those parties,

2 acharge may be filed within two years of the disclosure of its underlying factsin
aavil or crimina proceeding.

Periods Excluded from Limitation. The period within which acharge must befiled
does not include any period in which:

@ proceedings are pending under Supreme Court Rule 754 relating to the
attorney’ s compliance with a subpoena related to the charge;

2 an atorney or judicid disciplinary proceeding or a crimind proceeding for the
same conduct is pending againgt the lawyer, even if those proceedings result in
the dismissal of those charges,

3 the attorney has concedled the facts underlying the charge from the aggrieved
party and the aggrieved party does not know of and should not know of the
conduct of the attorney. Concedment includes a communication that
congtitutes a misrepresentation by commission or omisson; or

4 the attorney has concedled the facts underlying the charge from the



Commission. Such concedment includes a communication to the Commission
that congtitutes a misrepresentation by omission or commission.

(d) Commencement of Limitation Period. Except as provided below, misconduct will
be deemed to have been committed when every eement of the dleged violation has
occurred. When achargeis based on a series of acts performed at different times, the
period of limitations under this rule sarts when the last such act is committed. When
the charge aleges a violaion of acontinuing duty, the limitation period under thisrule
darts a the termination of that duty.

(e) Procedure. The attorney may assert the provisons of thisrulein an answer to a
complaint filed before the Hearing Board. If the attorney does not do so in atimely
fashion, the limitations provisons of this rule are deemed waived. Once asserted, the
Adminigtrator bears the burden of establishing that the charges are not barred by the
goplication of thisrule. The attorney may agree to extend the limitations period under
thisrule

)] Applicability of Rule. Thisrule shal gpply to conduct that occurs after its effective
date. Therule shdl goply only to chargesincduded in complaints voted by the Inquiry
Board pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 753. Nothing in this rule shdl prohibit the
admission of evidence in proceedings to establish that the attorney has engaged in a
course of conduct, to the extent that such evidence is otherwise admissible.



