DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COURT OF APPEALS

In re Joseph Lacome

No. 25-BG-0613 (D.C. May 7, 2026) - No. 25-BG-0613 - Decided May 7, 2026

SUMMARY

The District of Columbia Court of Appeals imposed reciprocal discipline on Joseph Lacome after the
Arizona Supreme Court suspended him for six months by consent and required his resignation from
the Arizona State Bar. The court suspended Lacome from practicing law in the District of Columbia
for six months, nunc pro tunc to August 14, 2025, with reinstatement conditioned on a showing of

fitness.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the District of Columbia Court of Appeals should impose functionally equivalent reciprocal

discipline based on the Arizona Supreme Court's consent suspension.

HOLDINGS



1. The court imposed a six-month suspension from the practice of law in the District of Columbia, nunc

pro tunc to August 14, 2025, with reinstatement conditioned on a showing of fitness.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The Arizona Supreme Court suspended Lacome for six months by consent and additionally required him to
resign from the Arizona State Bar. In the District of Columbia proceeding, Lacome did not contest imposition of
a functionally equivalent six-month suspension with a fitness requirement and filed a D.C. Bar Rule XI, § 14(g)

affidavit.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Arizona Supreme Court suspended Joseph Lacome for six months by consent and conditioned the discipline
on his resignation from the Arizona State Bar. The District of Columbia Court of Appeals had previously
suspended him pending resolution of the reciprocal-discipline matter and directed him to show cause why
functionally equivalent discipline should not be imposed. Lacome did not contest the proposed sanction and filed
the required affidavit.
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