SUPREME COURT OF DELAWARE

Matter of a Member of the Bar: Poliquin

No. 129, 2016 (Del. Apr. 5, 2016) - No. No. 129, 2016 - Decided April 5, 2016

SUMMARY

The Delaware Supreme Court accepted the Board on Professional Responsibility’s report and
recommendation concerning Ronald G. Poliquin’s second petition for reinstatement. The Court
reinstated Poliquin to the Delaware Bar effective immediately, subject to a two-year probationary
period and specified conditions, including monitoring, continuing recovery requirements, practice

restrictions, and malpractice insurance.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE The Supreme Court of Delaware reviewed the Board on Professional

Responsibility panel's report and recommendation on Ronald G.
Poliquin's second petition for reinstatement after a six-month-and-one-

day suspension from the practice of law.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The Court independently reviewed the Board panel's Report and

Recommendation and determined whether it should be adopted.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Published Delaware Supreme Court order adopting a Board on
Professional Responsibility recommendation in an attorney

reinstatement proceeding.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Poliquin established by clear and convincing evidence that he satisfied the reinstatement

criteria under Delaware Lawyers' Rules of Disciplinary Procedure Rule 22(g).

2. Whether Poliquin should be reinstated to the Delaware Bar subject to a two-year period of probation and

specified conditions.

HOLDINGS

1. Poliquin established by clear and convincing evidence that he met the Rule 22(g) criteria for
reinstatement, including professional rehabilitation, compliance with disciplinary orders, fitness and
competence to practice, absence of other professional misconduct, recognition of the seriousness of his
prior misconduct, honesty and professional integrity, and a resumption of practice that would not be

detrimental to the administration of justice.

2. Poliquin was reinstated immediately as a member of the Delaware Bar subject to a two-year period of

probation and all conditions set forth in the Board panel's report.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The Court has determined that the panel’s Report and Recommendation should be adopted in its entirety.”

“Ronald G. Poliquin shall be reinstated, effective immediately, as a member of the Bar of this Court subject to
a two-year period of probation with all of the conditions set forth in the attached Report.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Poliquin had been suspended for six months and one day based on professional misconduct involving missed
deadlines, incompetent representation, lack of diligence and promptness, and lack of candor to the Supreme
Court. After his first reinstatement petition was denied, he pursued addiction treatment, remained drug-free,
participated in Narcotics Anonymous and the Delaware Lawyers Assistance Program, obtained treatment and
testing addressing attentional and performance issues, and worked as a law clerk. The record included expert,
employer, character-witness, and treatment evidence supporting his rehabilitation, fitness, competence, honesty,

and ability to resume practice.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Poliquin was suspended by the Delaware Supreme Court on August 9, 2012. The Court denied his first petition
for reinstatement on February 21, 2014. After Poliquin filed a second petition on June 8, 2015, the Board's panel
held a hearing, received post-hearing briefing, and issued a report recommending reinstatement subject to two
years of probation and specified conditions. Neither Poliquin nor the Office of Disciplinary Counsel objected,

and the Supreme Court accepted the report in its entirety.
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