Note to readers: To navigate within this document use the set of icons listed above on the Acrobat toolbar.

These opinions are made available as a joint effort by the District of Columbia Court of Appeals and the
District of Columbia Bar.

Notice: This opinion is subject to formal revision before publication in the
Atl antic and Maryl and Reporters. Users are requested to notify the Clerk of the
Court of any formal errors so that corrections nay be nade before the bound
vol umes go to press.
DI STRI CT OF COLUMBI A COURT OF APPEALS
No. 95-BG 1321

INRE DANTEL P. LEVITT, RESPONDENT.

A Member of the Bar
of the District of Colunbia Court of Appeals

On Report and Recommendati on
of the Board on Professional Responsibility

(Deci ded February 25, 1999)

Bef ore FarreLL and Ruz, Associ ate Judges, and Prvor, Senior Judge.

Per ClRAM  Respondent, Daniel P. Levitt, is admtted to practice lawin the
District of Colunmbia and the State of New York. In 1995, he pled guilty in the
United States District Court for the Southern District of New York to charges
that he failed to file personal income tax returns for the years 1989, 1990, and
1991. Also in 1995, respondent pled guilty in New York state court to failing

to file a New York State and City personal incone tax return for 1992.

Bar Counsel filed certified copies of respondent's judgnents of conviction,
and this court tenporarily suspended respondent pursuant to D.C. Bar R XI, § 10
(c). W directed the Board on Professional Responsibility ("Board") to institute

formal proceedings to determne the nature of the final discipline to be inposed.

Thereafter, this court received from Bar Counsel certified copies of
di sciplinary orders entered against respondent by the United States District
Court for the Southern District of New York and the United States District Court

for the Eastern District of New York. Both of those courts censured respondent
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as a result of his convictions for failing to file tax returns. Thus, two
reci procal discipline proceedings were instituted agai nst respondent in addition
to the two formal proceedings this court ordered. Al'l four proceedings were

consol i dated before the Board.

The Board has filed a report and recomendation that respondent be
suspended fromthe practice of law for six nonths. The Board, in accord with the
Hearing Conmittee, found that respondent's failure to file personal incone tax
returns did not involve noral turpitude, but did constitute a violation of Rule

8.4 (b) of the District of Colunbia Rul es of Professional Conduct.

Bar Counsel has informed the court that he takes no exception to the
Board's report and reconmendati on. Respondent has not filed any exceptions to

the Board's report and recomrendati on.

This court will accept the Board's findings as |long as they are supported
by substantial evidence in the record. D.C. Bar R X, 8 9 (g)(1). Moreover,
we will inmpose the sanction reconmended by the Board "unless to do so would
foster a tendency toward inconsistent dispositions for conparable conduct or
woul d otherwi se be unwarranted.” I d. Respondent's failure to file any
exceptions to the Board's report and reconmmendation increases this court's
al ready substantial deference to the Board. D.C. Bar R XI, 8 9 (g)(2); Inre

Del aney, 697 A.2d 1212, 1214 (D.C 1997).

We find substantial support in the record for the Board's findings, and,

accordingly, we accept them Likew se, we adopt the sanction reconmended by the
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Board, as it is not inconsistent with discipline inposed in simlar cases. See,
e.g., Inre Shorter, 570 A 2d 760, 762 (D.C. 1990) (referencing the respondent's
previ ous six-nmonth suspension for conviction of failing to file tax returns).

Accordingly, it is

ORDERED that Daniel P. Levitt is suspended fromthe practice of law in the
District of Colunbia for the period of six nmonths nunc pro tunc to Cctober 29,
1996, the date respondent filed an affidavit in conpliance with D.C. Bar R Xl,

8§ 14 (g). Further, the reciprocal discipline proceedings are dism ssed.

So ordered.





