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SUMMARY

The District of Columbia Court of Appeals imposed reciprocal disbarment on Fritz H. Schneider
following his consent disbarment in Maryland. The court adopted the Board on Professional
Responsibility's recommendation because no exceptions were filed and the presumption favoring
identical reciprocal discipline was unrebutted.

CASE DETAILS

COURT District of Columbia Court of Appeals

WRITING FOR THE COURT Per curiam; Washington, Chief Judge; Reid, Associate Judge; Fisher,
Associate Judge

JURISDICTION District of Columbia

DECIDED July 3, 2008

DOCKET 07-BG-885

DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Reciprocal attorney-discipline proceeding arising from respondent's
disbarment by consent in Maryland. The Board on Professional
Responsibility recommended identical reciprocal discipline, and no
exceptions were filed.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court applied the rebuttable presumption favoring identical
reciprocal discipline and accorded heightened deference to the Board
on Professional Responsibility's recommendation because no
exceptions were filed.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Published opinion; precedential
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the District of Columbia should impose identical reciprocal discipline after Schneider was
disbarred by consent in Maryland.

2. Whether the court should adopt the Board on Professional Responsibility's recommendation of
disbarment when no exceptions were filed.

HOLDINGS

1. The District of Columbia Court of Appeals imposed identical reciprocal discipline and disbarred
Schneider from the practice of law in the District of Columbia.

2. For purposes of seeking reinstatement, the disbarment runs from the date Schneider files an affidavit
complying with D.C. Bar Rule XI, § 14(g).

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Because of the rebuttable presumption favoring identical reciprocal discipline, see In re Goldsborough, 654
A.2d 1285, 1287 (D.C.1995), and the heightened deference this court gives to the Board's recommendation in
cases such as this where no exceptions have been filed, see In re Delaney, 697 A.2d 1212, 1214 (D.C.1997),
we adopt the Board's recommendation.” (799)

“Accordingly, it is ORDERED that Fritz H. Schneider is hereby disbarred from the practice of law in the
District of Columbia.” (799)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Schneider was disbarred by consent in Maryland after admitting violations involving scope of representation,
diligence, communication, conflicts of interest, termination of representation, criminal conduct, dishonesty, and
conduct prejudicial to the administration of justice. The violations arose from his failure to timely file a client's
complaint and his efforts to conceal the neglect by falsely claiming that the matter had settled and paying the
client from personal funds.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Maryland Court of Appeals disbarred Fritz H. Schneider by consent after he stipulated to multiple
professional-conduct violations. After being notified of the Maryland disbarment, the District of Columbia Court
of Appeals suspended Schneider on an interim basis under D.C. Bar Rule XI, § 11(d). The Board on Professional
Responsibility recommended reciprocal disbarment, Bar Counsel took no exception, and Schneider filed no
exceptions; the court adopted the recommendation.
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