
Lead Atty
opens auction, sets 

dates

Lead Atty
Auction number is 
automatic serial

Lead Atty
Chooses Senior 

Atty

Lead Atty
Veto Jr Atty but 

generally stays out 
of staffing

Sr Attys pick staff 
atty

Not necessarily 
‘boss’ of staff atty, 
not picking teams

Pool of staff attys

Can approve 
application or veto 

application
Reviews Signs off 

on all apps

No action if fraud 
found later, but not 

good  
_REMOVE_

Can bring in atty 
from outside of 

system
assigns apps to 

attorneys

some assignment 
is intentional, often 
it is left to random 

chance - apps 
picked up as avail

S. says wants more 
deliberate system 

for assigning

Print button, all 
system must be 
analog capable

applications

company, 

legal rep

financial statment

current in market 
assets

statement on 
foreign ownership 

signed

Can red flag 
company

Staff atty

slog through apps, 
must have done by 

date

A. 
looks at state 

location, financial 
rec representation

B 
financial, legal rep 

address, legal 
names, previous 

builds

B 
has pile of apps, 
sorts by legal rep 

alphabetical

int record of 
previous acc work

statement of gov’t 
for employees

app review in 
rounds, at least 
one, usually 2 

occasionally 3 or 4

each app should be 
seen by 2 staff atty

sr atty approves 
app, sends to lead 

for sig

lead atty approves, 
disapproves apps, 
can send back for 
review or hold for 

further round

staff atty 
recommends does 

not approve or 
disapprove, signs 
on investigation

no system for 
tracking companies 

by ID or >>

A. 
No sort for apps, 

does them as they 
come in

C 
sorts apps by 

complexity to meet 
deadline

C 
deadline can be 

lots of work, 

looking for 
inconsistencies, 

common elements 
impossibilities, 

foreign ownership

banking info and 
legal rep are most 

common trips


