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SUMMARY

The District of Columbia Court of Appeals imposed reciprocal disbarment on Bruce D. Blum based on
his disbarment by the Maryland Court of Appeals for misconduct including commingling, dishonesty,
falsification, and failure to respond to disciplinary authorities. The court adopted the Board on
Professional Responsibility's unopposed recommendation and directed attention to affidavit
requirements affecting reinstatement eligibility.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the District of Columbia Court of Appeals should impose identical reciprocal discipline after
respondent was disbarred in Maryland.

2. Whether the record contained anything rebutting the presumption favoring identical reciprocal discipline
or otherwise demonstrating that reciprocal discipline was inappropriate.

HOLDINGS

1. The court adopted the Board's unopposed recommendation and imposed identical reciprocal discipline
by disbarring Blum from practicing law in the District of Columbia.

2. The court stated that either misappropriation or falsification of documents alone would have been
sufficient to warrant disbarment in the District of Columbia.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“[I]n virtually all cases of misappropriation, disbarment will be the only appropriate action[.]” (634)

“Such actions are, as we have said, "unthinkable" for a member of the bar of this court.” (634)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The Maryland Court of Appeals disbarred Blum for, among other misconduct, commingling, dishonesty, false
representations, conduct prejudicial to the administration of justice, and failure to respond to disciplinary
authorities. The underlying misconduct involved failing to timely return approximately $700 to a former client,
falsifying evidence to conceal the failure, and lying to Maryland Bar Counsel and a Maryland circuit judge.
Blum filed no exceptions to the Board's reciprocal-discipline recommendation in the District of Columbia
proceeding.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Maryland Court of Appeals disbarred Bruce D. Blum on March 10, 2003. The District of Columbia Court of
Appeals suspended him pursuant to D.C. Bar Rule XI, § 11(d), referred the matter to the Board on Professional
Responsibility, and received the Board's unopposed recommendation of disbarment as reciprocal discipline. The
court adopted the Board's recommendation and ordered respondent disbarred in the District of Columbia.
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