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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COURT OF APPEALS
No. 99-BG-1073
IN RE DONALD G. RICHARDS, RESPONDENT.

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

On Report and Recommendation
of the Board on Professional Responsibility

(Submitted November 14, 2000 Decided 28, 2000)
Before WAGNER, Chief Judge, ScHWELB, Associate Judge, and NEwMAN, Senior Judge.
Per CurRIAM: Respondent Donald G. Richardsisamember of the bar of this court and was
formerly amember of theVirginlaState Bar. During a1998 investigation of alegationsagaingt him by
Virginiadisciplinary authorities, respondent admitted that he misgppropriated money in hisattorney trust
account over anine-year period. Respondent’ s misconduct included the use of dient fundsto pay office

and personal expenses.

Intheface of pending disciplinary actioninVirginia, respondent petitioned the VirginiaState Bar
Disciplinary Board (“the VirginiaBoard”) for leave to surrender hislicenseto practicelaw in that
jurisdiction. On December 3, 1998, theVirginiaBoard accepted respondent’ sresignation and revoked
hislicenseto practicelaw. Subsequently, areceiver who had been gppointed to oversee the closing of
respondent’ s practicefound, inapreiminary report, that repondent’ strust account wasdeficient inthe
amount of gpproximately $297,228.00. Thereceiver further found that respondent had misappropriated
fundsfromat least twelve dientsand that respondent’ srecords* reved ed apattern of mishandling of dlient

funds.”
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Bar Counsd filed with this court acertified copy of the order revoking respondent’ slicenseto
practicelaw inVirginia. Thiscourt temporarily suspended respondent pursuantto D.C.BarR. X1,811

(d) and referred the matter to the Board on Professional Responsibility (“the Board”).

The Board concluded that substantialy different disciplineiswarranted in thisjurisdiction and
recommended that respondent be disbarred. Bar Counsel hasinformed the court that she takesno
exception to the Board' srecommendation. Respondent did not participatein the proceedings before the

Board, and he has not filed any opposition to the Board’' s recommendation.

Respondent’ sfailuretofileany exceptionstotheBoard' srecommendation condtitutesan effective
acknowledgment that reciproca discipline iswarranted and that the Board' s proposed sanctionis
goppropriate. 1nre Goldsbhorough, 654 A.2d 1285, 1287-88 (D.C. 1995); seealsoD.C.BarR. X1, §
11 (f). Therecord supportsthe Board' sconclusion that respondent intentionaly misappropriated client
funds' Wehddin InreAddams, 579 A.2d 190, 198-99 (D.C. 1990) (en banc), that disbarment isthe
appropriate sanctioninnearly al casesof intentional misappropriation. Weare aware of no reasonto

make an exception in respondent’s case. Accordingly,

Dondd G. Richadsisdisbarred from the practice of law inthe Didrict of Columbia. We natethet
respondent has not filed the affidavit required by D.C.Bar R. X1, § 14 (g). Respondent’sattentionis
directed totherequirementsof that ruleand their effect onhisdigibility for rengatement. SeeD.C.Bar
R. X1, §16 (c).

! Therule pursuant to which the VirginiaBoard accepted respondent’ sresignation providesthat
aresignation tendered whiledisciplinary chargesare pending isdeemed an admission that the allegations
of misconduct aretrue. VA. Sup.CT.R. Pt. 6, 81V, 113 ().



So ordered.



