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SUMMARY

The Appellate Division, Third Department imposed reciprocal discipline on Doreen Marie Zankowski

after Massachusetts suspended her from practicing law for two years for misconduct including

intentionally billing clients for services not rendered. The court granted the Attorney Grievance

Committee’s motion and suspended respondent from practicing law in New York for two years,

effective immediately, rejecting her request for retroactive application.
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The Attorney Grievance Committee moved to impose reciprocal
discipline in New York based on respondent's two-year suspension by
the Massachusetts Supreme Judicial Court. Respondent raised no
substantive defense to reciprocal discipline but requested that any New

York suspension be imposed retroactively.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether reciprocal discipline should be imposed in New York based on respondent's Massachusetts

suspension when respondent raised no substantive defense under 22 NYCRR 1240.13(b).
2. What sanction should be imposed in New York for respondent's misconduct and Massachusetts
discipline.

3. Whether the New York suspension should be imposed retroactively, nunc pro tunc, to coincide with the

expiration of respondent's Massachusetts suspension.

HOLDINGS

1. Reciprocal discipline should be imposed because respondent raised no substantive defense to the
Attorney Grievance Committee's motion under 22 NYCRR 1240.13(b).

2. A two-year suspension from the practice of law in New York, effective immediately and continuing until

further order of the court, is an appropriate sanction.

3. The suspension should not be imposed retroactively; it is effective immediately.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Accordingly, we conclude that a sanction consistent with the two-year suspension from the practice of law

imposed in Massachusetts is appropriate in this state” (at *1)

“Finally, inasmuch as we perceive no basis in the record to grant respondent's request for a retroactive

sanction, said suspension will be effective immediately.” (at *2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Doreen Marie Zankowski was admitted to practice in New York in 2006 and was also admitted in
Massachusetts. In March 2021, a full panel of the Massachusetts Supreme Judicial Court for Suffolk County
suspended her for two years based on findings that she violated three Massachusetts professional-conduct rules,
including intentionally billing multiple clients for services that were not rendered. She failed to notify the New
York court and the Attorney Grievance Committee of the Massachusetts discipline within 30 days and had also

failed to timely register for New York's 2022 biennial attorney-registration period.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Respondent was suspended for two years in Massachusetts after findings that she violated three Massachusetts
Rules of Professional Conduct, including dishonestly billing clients for services not rendered. She failed to
notify the New York court and the Attorney Grievance Committee of the Massachusetts discipline within the
required 30-day period. The Attorney Grievance Committee moved for reciprocal discipline, and the Appellate

Division granted the motion and imposed an immediate two-year suspension.
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