BEFORE THE DI SCI PLI NARY BOARD OF THE
SUPREVME COURT OF PENNSYLVANI A

In the Matter of . No. 3, Disciplinary Docket
: No. 3 - Suprene Court
[ ANONYMOUS] ; No. 76 DB 1991 - D sciplinary Board
Attorney Registration No. []
PETI TI ON FOR REI NSTATEMENT C(11)
REPORT AND RECOMVENDATI ONS OF

THE DI SCI PLI NARY BOARD OF THE
SUPREME COURT OF PENNSYLVAN A

TO THE HONORABLE CHI EF JUSTI CE AND JUSTI CES
OF THE SUPREME COURT OF PENNSYLVAN A:

Pursuant to Rule 218(c)(5) of the Pennsylvania Rul es of
Disciplinary Enforcenent, The Disciplinary Board of the Suprene
Court of Pennsylvania submts its findings and reconmendations to
your Honorable Court with respect to the above-captioned Petition

for Rei nst at enment.

H STORY OF PROCEEDI NGS

On Septenber 19, 1996, Petitioner, [], filed a Petition
for Reinstatenent. Petitioner was suspended for a period of two
years pursuant to the O der of Supreme Court dated January 21,

1994. The suspension was based on Petitioner's failure to disclose



an arrest and conviction on her bar application. This natter was
referred to Hearing Conmttee [] conprised of Chair [], Esquire,
and Menbers [], Esquire, and [], Esquire. A reinstatenent hearing
was held on Decenber 16, 1996. Petitioner represented herself.

Ofice of Disciplinary Counsel was represented by [], Esquire. The
Commttee filed a Report on April 15, 1997 and recommended that the
Petition for Reinstatenent be granted. No Briefs on Exceptions

were filed by the parties.

This matter was adjudicated by the D sciplinary Board at

the neeting held on May 1, 1997.

. FI NDI NGS OF FACT

The Board makes the findings of fact nade by the Hearing
Commi ttee.

1. Petitioner was born on October 31, 1953. She was
admtted to the bar in Pennsylvania in 1988. She currently resides

at []. Petitioner has two children, ages 25 and 14.

2. Petitioner was suspended fromthe practice of lawin
Pennsyl vania by Order of the Suprene Court of Pennsylvani a dated

January 21, 1994.






3. Petitioner was suspended as a result of her failure
to disclose a 1984 arrest and conviction on her Pennsyl vania Bar
application. Petitioner was convicted of falsification of a social
security nunber in violation of 42 U S C "408(q). She pl eaded

guilty and was placed on three years probation.

4. Petitioner has not practiced lawin the state courts
of Pennsylvani a since her suspension. She was able to continue
practicing in federal court as she received a reprimand and not

reci procal discipline.

5. During her suspension, Petitioner volunteered as a
counselor at [A] Junior-Senior H gh School. She also vol unteered
as a clerk and substitute teacher in a G E. D. program sponsored by

[B] Baptist Church in [].

6. Petitioner began working for the Law Ofice of [(
in Cctober 1996. Petitioner drafted nenoranda, and conducted | egal

research and client interviews in civil and crimnal cases.

7. Petitioner has kept apprised of current |aw by

readi ng | egal publications.



8. Petitioner attended CLE courses as required by the

D sciplinary Rul es.

9. Petitioner presented nunerous character w tnesses
who testified to her reputation in the community as a trustworthy
and ethical individual, as well as an excellent litigator. These
w t nesses included her |egal enployer and her enployers at her
vol unteer positions, former classmates, church nenbers and

att or neys.

10. Petitioner testified that she accepts full responsi -
bility for her actions and has gained new insights as a result of
her suspension. She believes that she has nmuch to offer the | egal

prof ession due to her unique life experiences.

11. O fice of D sciplinary Counsel offered no evidence

at the hearing and does not oppose Petitioner's reinstatenent.



L1l CONCLUSI ONS OF LAW

Petitioner has denonstrated, with clear and convincing
evi dence, that she possesses the noral qualifications, conpetency,

and learning in the | aw necessary to practice in Pennsylvani a.

Petitioner's resunption of the practice of law wi |l not
be detrinmental to the integrity of the bar nor subversive of the

interests of the public.

| V. DI SCUSSI ON

The principal objectives of the disciplinary systemare
to determ ne whether an attorney possesses the requisite fitness to
practice law and to protect the public from unfit attorneys.

Ofice of Disciplinary Counsel v. Keller, 509 Pa. 573, 506 A 2d 872

(1986) . Pursuant to Rule 218(a), Pa.R D.E., an attorney who is
suspended for a period exceeding one year may not resume practice
until petitioning for reinstatenent and being reinstated by O der
of the Suprene Court of Pennsylvania. |In order for Petitioner to
gain reinstatenent to the practice of law in this Comonweal th
after suspension, she has the burden of denonstrating by clear and
convi nci ng evidence that she possesses the noral qualifications,
conpetency and learning in the law required for admssion to

practice law. Part of Petitioner's burden also requires that she



denonstrate that her resunption of the practice of law w |l not be
detrinmental to the integrity and standing of the bar, nor subver-

sive of the public interest. (Rule 218(c)(3)(i), Pa.R D.E.)

In determ ning whether Petitioner clearly denonstrated
her present fitness to practice law, the Board considers the nature
of Petitioner's msconduct, her present conpetence and | egal
abilities, her character, rehabilitation, and the degree of renorse

expressed. Phil adel phia News, Inc. v. Disciplinary Board of the

Suprene Court, 468 Pa. 382, 363 A.2d 779 (1976).

Petitioner was suspended for naking a materially false
statenent on her application for admssion to the Pennsyl vani a Bar.
Petitioner was convicted in 1984 of deceptive use of a false
soci al security nunber for the purpose of obtaining credit cards.
At the tinme of the offense, Petitioner was married to an abusive
drug user who encouraged Petitioner to participate in the schene.
Petitioner received a suspended sentence and three years
pr obati on. Petitioner neglected to disclose this infornmation in
answer to a direct query on the Pennsylvania Bar application.
Petitioner admtted that she furnished a negative response, but
expl ai ned that she believed her record had been expunged under the
Young O fenders Program Because of this belief, Petitioner

erroneously assunmed that she had no record when she applied for



adm ssion to Pennsyl vania as she had conpl eted her probation. This
expl anation was found not credible by the Disciplinary Board, as
Petitioner was over twenty-six years of age at the tinme the offense
occurred. Petitioner was ultimately suspended for two years by the

Suprene Court.

Petitioner expressed sincere renorse for her actions and
provi ded anpl e evidence of her rehabilitative efforts. Petitioner
has been involved in volunteer work wwth a high school and a G E D
program as well as working in a law office providing support
services. Petitioner kept a small practice doing federal work, as
her |icense was not suspended in that jurisdiction. Petitioner is
a single nother of a teenager who is autistic and devotes a | ot of
time to him Petitioner is eager to return to the practice of |aw
in Pennsylvania and has denonstrated that she is conpetent and
|l earned in the law. Petitioner believes that her experience has
taught her to accept responsibility and has strengthened her
integrity, which ultimately will make her a nore val uabl e nenber of
t he profession. Petitioner expressed an interest in practicing

crimnal |aw, as she enjoys the challenge of litigation.

Character witnesses who testified on behalf of Petitioner
described her as a strong, intelligent woman who wor ked her way out

of poverty to build a life for herself and her children. 1In spite



of obstacles in her path, she has persevered and the w tnesses
bel i eved she woul d be a wel cone addition to the legal community in
[]- The attorneys who testified were uniformin their assessnent

of Petitioner as an excellent litigator.

The record denonstrates that Petitioner has net the
requirements for reinstatenment from her suspension. Her m sconduct
was serious and was appropriately addressed by the Suprenme Court
with a two year suspension of her license to practice |aw. She has
fulfilled the term of her suspension wthout any problens or
guestionable activities. She is norally fit, conpetent and | earned
in the law. Her eagerness to practice is sincere. Petitioner's
reinstatenment will benefit the public, as she brings a special
perspective to the profession that will aid in her practice. For

t hese reasons, the Board recommends that the Petition for Rein-

stat enent be granted.

V. RECOMVENDATI ON

The Disciplinary Board of the Suprene Court of Pennsyl -
vani a unani nously recommends that Petitioner, [], be reinstated to

the practice of |aw

The Board further recomends that, pursuant to Rule
218(e), Pa.R D.E., Petitioner be directed to pay the necessary
expenses incurred in the investigation and processing of the

Petition for Reinstatenent.



Respectful ly subm tted,

THE DI SCI PLI NARY BOARD OF THE
SUPREME COURT OF PENNSYLVANI A

By:

Mary Wat son Carson, Menber

Dat e: June 10, 1997

Board Menber Aronchick did not participate in the May 1, 1997
adj udi cati on.
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ORDER

PER CURI AM

AND NOW this 29th day of July, 1997, upon consideration
of the Report and Recommendati ons of the Disciplinary Board of the
Suprene Court of Pennsylvania dated June 10, 1997, the Petition for
Rei nstatenent is granted.

Pursuant to Rule 218(e), Pa.R D E., petitioner is
directed to pay the expenses incurred by the Board in the investi-
gation and processing of the Petition for Reinstatenent.

M, Justice Castille did not participate in this matter.



