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SUMMARY

The Appellate Division, First Department granted the Attorney Grievance Committee's motion for
reciprocal discipline against Barbara Jayne Resnick. Based on her Connecticut public reprimand for
holding herself out as an attorney while administratively suspended, the court publicly censured her in
New York.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Reciprocal attorney-discipline proceeding initiated by the Attorney
Grievance Committee for the First Judicial Department based on a
public reprimand imposed on respondent by Connecticut's Statewide
Grievance Committee.

STANDARD OF REVIEW In reciprocal discipline proceedings, the court determines whether one
of the defenses authorized by 22 NYCRR 1240.13(b) applies and
generally defers to the foreign jurisdiction's sanction absent unusual
circumstances.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether respondent was subject to reciprocal discipline in New York based on Connecticut's public
reprimand.

2. Whether any of the defenses under 22 NYCRR 1240.13(b)—lack of due process, infirmity of proof, or
conduct not constituting misconduct in New York—was available.

3. What sanction should be imposed in New York.

HOLDINGS

1. None of the defenses authorized by 22 NYCRR 1240.13(b) was available because respondent received
notice and an opportunity to be heard, the Connecticut determination was supported by her own
admission, and the misconduct would constitute professional misconduct in New York.

2. Public censure was the appropriate New York sanction because it was commensurate with Connecticut's
public reprimand and consistent with First Department precedent addressing comparable misconduct.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“With respect to the sanction, as a general rule this Court defers to the sanction imposed by the jurisdiction in
which the charges were originally brought because the foreign jurisdiction has the greatest interest in
fashioning sanctions for misconduct” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Respondent was admitted to practice law in New York and Connecticut and remained suspended in New York
for failure to file attorney registration statements and pay biennial registration fees. Connecticut's Statewide
Grievance Committee found that she held herself out as an attorney while administratively suspended for failing
to pay Client Security Fund fees, including while representing the Shelton Police Union before the Connecticut
State Labor Board. On consent, Connecticut publicly reprimanded her and required three continuing legal
education credits in legal ethics.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Connecticut's Statewide Grievance Committee publicly reprimanded respondent, on consent, for holding herself
out as an attorney while administratively suspended in Connecticut. The Attorney Grievance Committee then
moved in the First Department for reciprocal discipline and sought a public censure or other appropriate
sanction. The court granted the motion and publicly censured respondent.
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