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INRE JosE A. RIVERA, 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

(Submitted March 16, 1999 Deci ded April 1, 1999)

Before Ruz and Reipb, Associ ate Judges, and Mk, Senior Judge.

Per ClRAM  Respondent, Jose A Rivera, was adnitted to the State Bar of New
York and the Bar of the District of Colunbia. On Septenber 16, 1991, the Suprene
Court of the State of New York, Appellate Division, disbarred respondent,
"sustaining 22 charges of professional nisconduct.” The charges ranged "from
sinple and gross neglect, to taking and then abandoning manifestly neritless
matters, to dipping into escrow funds entrusted to him to falsely assuring
clients that their cases were pending |ong after they had been disnissed for his
default, to pressuring a client who he knew to be depressed and under a doctor's
care to lend hima |arge sumon a non-negotiabl e prom ssory note prepared by him

and defaulting on the note after a few paynments leaving a still unpaid

bal ance, to commingling clients and personal noneys, to outright conversion.”

Respondent did not report the disbarment to Bar Counsel as required by D.C
Bar R XI, 8 11 (b). After learning of respondent's disbarnent in February 1998
from the New York disciplinary counsel, Bar Counsel filed with this court a

certified copy of the New York disciplinary order. This court tenporarily
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suspended respondent pursuant to D.C. Bar R X, 8 11 (d), and referred the
matter to the Board of Professional Responsibility ("Board"), "to determ ne

whet her reciprocal discipline should be inposed.”

The Board has recommended di sbarnent as reciprocal discipline. Bar Counsel
has informed the court that he takes no exception to the Board's report and
recomnmendation.® Respondent has not filed any opposition to the Board's report
and recomendation. W accept the Board's recommendation. See In re Powell, 686
A 2d 247, 248 (D.C. 1996) ("District of Colunbia Bar Rule XI, 8§ 11 (c) requires
that reciprocal discipline be inposed in this jurisdiction unless the respondent
can denonstrate, by clear and convinci ng evidence, that one of the exceptions set
forth in the rule applies to his case."); D.C. Bar R XI, 8 9 (g)(2) (1988)
("When no exceptions are filed . . . the Court will enter an order inposing the
di sci pli ne recormended by the Board upon the expiration of the tinme pernmitted for

filing exceptions."); D.C Bar R X, 8 11 (f). Accordingly, it is

ORDERED that Jose A Rivera is disbarred fromthe practice of law in the
District of Colunbia. For the purposes of reinstatenent to the Bar, respondent's
di sbarnment shall comence on the date he files a sufficient affidavit pursuant

to DDC. Bar R XI, § 14 (g).

So ordered.

! The Board and Bar Counsel agree that respondent's m sconduct in this case
"ranks with the npbst serious violations in the history of the District of
Col unbi a di sciplinary system"





