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The bankruptcy court had jurisdiction to order disgorgement of Lawrence’s

fees for both bankruptcy filings. See Tsafaroff v. Taylor (In re Taylor), 884 F.2d

478, 481 (9th Cir. 1989). The court didn’t abuse its discretion by reducing those
fees, as there was sufficient evidence that Lawrence’s filings were incomplete and
the associated cases dismissed. Nor did the court abuse its discretion in ordering
disgorgement of any fees partially billed for services pertaining to the state court
proceedings, as neither the state court representation nor the fees therefor had been
authorized by the court. The bankruptcy court also reasonably found those services
deficient, especially given that his license was suspended before the state court
matter was resolved. Lawrence misstates the record when he claims that the
bankruptcy judge gave him only five minutes to oppose disgorgement: The judge
permitted long statements from him before limiting him to “five more minutes.”
(Emphasis added.) Finally, Pauline Windman’s preferences can’t moot the

disgorgement order. See 11 U.S.C. §§ 329(b), 330(a).

AFFIRMED.



