The deci sion below is hereby signed. Dated: QOctober
20, 2006. P
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S. Martin Teel, Jr.
Uni ted States Bankruptcy Judge

UNI TED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DI STRI CT OF COLUMBI A

Inre

Case No. 05-00488
(Chapter 13)

SHI RLEY E. HUGHES,

N N N N N

Debt or .

DECI SI ON RE APPLI CATI ON FOR ADM NI STRATI VE EXPENSES FOR
REI MBURSEMENT FOR COPYI NG FI LE FI LED BY BERNARD ENGLANDER

This addresses the Attorney's Mtion for Rei nbursenent of
Cost for Copying File (Docket Entry No. 152) filed by Bernard
Engl ander. Al though the case has been di sm ssed, the court has
jurisdiction even after dismssal to review the reasonabl eness of
an attorney's conpensation for services rendered under 11 U S. C
8 329(b). Because Engl ander is not authorized under District of
Colunbia law to be reinbursed for the expense of naking a copy of
his client's file upon surrendering the file to his client, the
request ed rei mbursenent does not represent reasonable
conpensation for services to be rendered, and the notion wll be
deni ed.

Rule 1.16(d) of the D.C. Rules of Professional

Responsibility nmakes clear that the files pertaining to an



attorney's representation of a client are the property of the
client. D.C. Ethics Opinions 283 and 333 address an attorney's
obligation to ascertain a client's desires regardi ng di sposition
of the files and to surrender themto the client if the client so
desires. Those opinions do not condition surrender on the
client's paying for the cost of an attorney's naking a copy of
his client's property (the files) for the attorney's own
purposes. |If an attorney decides to nake a copy of a client's
file being surrendered to a client, the photocopying is not a
service to the client but instead an expense incurred by the
attorney to protect hinself.

Perhaps an attorney and a client nay agree at the outset
that the law firmmay charge for making a copy of the client file
upon the client requesting a surrender of the file (instead of
charging a higher hourly fee to clients that reflect this cost of
doi ng business). Engl ander, however, does not contend that his
agreenent regarding representing the debtor included any
agreenent that the debtor would pay for Englander's naki ng copies
of the file upon a surrender of the file being requested.

Finally, it is noted that if a client gives an attorney
specific instructions to review a file in order to produce only
sel ected docunents, a reasonable fee may be charged for the file
review. D.C. Bar Opinion 283. The court's order wll not

precl ude Engl ander's chargi ng such fees if he receives such



specific instructions requiring a file review. The order instead
addresses only the request for reinbursenent of the expense of
copying the file.
An order follows denying the notion.
[ Signed and dat ed above. ]
Copi es to:

Debtor; Cynthia A N klas; Bernard Englander; Ofice of United
St ates Trustee.
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