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DI STRI CT OF COLUMBI A COURT OF APPEALS
No. 96- BG 540

I N RE RAYMOND J. SWEENEY, 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

(Decided March 11, 1999)
Bef ore FarrReLL and Ruz, Associ ate Judges, and Prvor, Senior Judge.
Per ClRAM  Respondent, Raynond J. Sweeney, pled guilty on October 26, 1995,
in federal court to one count of making fal se statenents in relation to docunents
required by the Enpl oyee Retirenent Inconme Security Act. He was sentenced to two

years probation and fined $7, 500.

Bar Counsel filed a certified copy of respondent’'s judgnent of conviction,
and, on May 15, 1996, this court tenporarily suspended respondent pursuant to
D.C. Bar R X, 8 10 (c). W directed the Board on Professional Responsibility
("Board") to institute a fornmal proceeding to deternmine the nature of the final

discipline to be inposed.

On April 2, 1998, Bar Counsel notified this court that the Supreme Court
of Ohio had indefinitely suspended respondent as a result of his conviction.
Accordingly, we directed the Board to consider the issue of reciprocal discipline

in conjunction with the crimnal matter previously referred to the Board.
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On Decenber 30, 1998, the Board filed its report and reconmendati on. The
Board concluded that respondent's conduct did not involve noral turpitude, but
did violate this jurisdiction's ethical rules, specifically Rule 8.4 (c) of the
Di strict of Colunbia Rules of Professional Conduct and forner Disciplinary Rule
1-102 (A)(4) of the District of Colunbia Code of Professional Responsibility.
The Board recommends that respondent be suspended for the period of one year.
Because the Hearing Commttee conducted a full de novo proceeding, the Board

recommends that the reciprocal proceeding be di sm ssed.

Bar Counsel has informed the court that he takes no exception to the
Board's report and recomendati on. Respondent has not filed any exceptions to
the Board's report and recommendati on. W therefore accept the Board's findings
and adopt its recommendation. See D.C. Bar R XI, 8 9 (g)(2); In re Del aney,

697 A .2d 1212, 1214 (D.C. 1997). Accordingly, it is

ORDERED t hat Raynond J. Sweeney is suspended fromthe practice of law in
the District of Colunbia for the period of one year. For the purpose of seeking
reinstatenment to the Bar, respondent's suspension shall not begin until he files
a sufficient affidavit pursuant to D.C. Bar R X, § 14 (g). Further, the

reci procal discipline proceeding is disn ssed

So ordered.





