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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COURT OF APPEALS
No. 99-BG-1390
INRE: ALVIN G. DOUGLASS, RESPONDENT.

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

On Report and Recommendation
of the Board on Professional Responsibility

(Decided February 3, 2000)
Before TERRY, FARRELL, and WASHINGTON, Associate Judges.
Per CuriAM: The Board on Professona Responsibility ("Board") has found that respondent,
Alvin G. Douglass violated saverd Rulesof Professond Conduct in the courseof hisrepresentation of the
persond representative of an estatein probatein 1994-1995." Respondent failed to defendadam againgt
the edtate, forcing the estateto pay $4,500.00 on adam that would have sattled for $1,000.00 hed it been
contested. Respondent was not forthcoming with hisdient about the entry of adefault judgment or about

settlement discussions that eventually resulted in dismissal of the client’s appeal.

Inmitigation, the Board cons dered the deaths of respondent’ smother and son and respondent’s
sariousmedicd problems dl of which occurred in 1993, Additiondly, the Board noted thedient’ sgenerd
sdtisfaction with respondent’ srepresentation and thefact that respondent paid half of the $4,500.00 daim
agang theedtate that resulted from hisneglect. Inaggravation, the Board cons dered respondent’ stwo

prior instances of discipline, both of which resulted in informal admonitions from Bar Counsel.

! Specifically, respondent violated Rules 1.1 (a), 1.1 (b), 1.2 (a), 1.3 (4), and 1.3 (c).
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TheBoard gavegreat we ght to the Heering Committes srecommended senctionin light of itsfirg-
hand opportunity to eval uate respondent’ stestimony and demeanor. In accord with the Hearing
Committee, the Board recommendsthat respondent be publicly censured. Acting Bar Counsdl has
informed the court that he supportsthe Board'sreport and recommendation. Respondent hasnot filed any

exception to the Board's report and recommendation.

Thiscourt will accept the Board'sfindingsaslong asthey are supported by substantid evidence
intherecord. D.C.Bar R. X1, 89(g) (1). Moreover, wewill impose the sanction recommended by the
Board "unlessto do sowould fodter atendency toward incondstent digpositionsfor comparable conduct
or would otherwise beunwarranted.” Id. Respondent'sfaluretofile any exception to the Board's report
and recommendation increasesthis court'sdready substantid deferencetothe Board. D.C. Bar R. X,
89(0)(2); InreDeaney, 697 A.2d 1212, 1214 (D.C. 1997). Giventhislimited scope of review, we

adopt the Board’ s recommendation. Accordingly, it is

ORDERED that Alvin G. Douglass be, and hereby is, publicly censured.

So ordered.





