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On Report and Recomendati on of the
Board on Professional Responsibility

(Submitted February 25, 1999 Deci ded March 18, 1999)
Bef ore TerrRy, STeapvaN, and ScHveLB, Associ ate Judges.
PeEr Clrrav  The Board on Professional Responsibility has reconmended that
reci procal discipline be inposed agai nst Vester L. Van, Esquire, a nenber of our

Bar, and that Van be disbarred. W adopt the reconmendati on of the Board.

The conduct that led to the inposition of discipline in other jurisdictions
is described in State ex rel. Nebraska State Bar v. Van, 556 N W2d 39, 41-43
(Neb. 1996) (per curiam (Van |I). On Septenber 23, 1994, Van was suspended from
practice for one year by the Suprenme Court of Illinois for multiple acts of
negl ect and dishonesty vis-a-vis several of his clients in that jurisdiction.
On Decenber 5, 1996, following a reciprocal disciplinary proceeding in Nebraska,
Van was disbarred in that jurisdiction on the basis of his msconduct in Illinois
and his failure to cooperate in the Nebraska proceeding. Van |, supra, 556

N. W 2d at 42-44.

After having been suspended from practice in Illinois, Van ignored the
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order of suspension and continued to represent clients in court proceedings in
[11inois. New di sciplinary proceedings were instituted against Van, charging
him inter alia, wth unauthorized practice of |aw and conduct involving
di shonesty, fraud, deceit, or misrepresentation. Van did not contest the
charges, but instead noved to have his nanme stricken fromthe roll of attorneys
inlllinois. H's notion was acconpanied by an affidavit in which he acknow edged
that if the charges pendi ng agai nst himhad proceeded to a hearing, the evidence
woul d clearly and convincingly establish that he had engaged in the m sconduct
with which he was charged. On Decenber 3, 1996, the Supreme Court of Illinois

entered an order striking Van's nane.

Upon consideration of the proceedings in Illinois and Nebraska, the Board
has recommended di sbarnent. Neither Bar Counsel nor Van has filed an exception
to the Board' s recommendation. Qur review of the Board's proposed sanction is
therefore extrenely deferential. See, e.g., In re Coldsborough, 654 A 2d 1285
1288 (D.C. 1995) (articulating standard of review in reciprocal discipline case
where Board's recomendati on i s unopposed). Accordingly, Vester L. Van is hereby

di sbarred, effective March 9, 1998.1

So ordered.

! This is the date on which Van filed an affidavit in
conpliance with DC. Bar R Xl, § 14 (g). Van had been tenporarily suspended
fromthe practice of law in the District by an order of this court issued on
January 21, 1998.








