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SUMMARY

The Nebraska Supreme Court disbarred Patrick J. Nelson for neglecting multiple client matters, failing

to communicate with clients and courts, practicing while suspended, and repeatedly failing to respond

to disciplinary inquiries. The court concluded that the cumulative misconduct, prior discipline, and

lack of participation in the disciplinary proceedings warranted immediate disbarment.
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Original attorney disciplinary action in which the Nebraska Supreme
Court previously granted the relator's unopposed motion for judgment
on the pleadings as to the facts and considered the appropriate

sanction.

The court independently determines the appropriate sanction in
attorney disciplinary proceedings, evaluating the particular facts and
circumstances, the nature of the misconduct, aggravating and
mitigating factors, and the attorney's present or future fitness to

practice.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. What discipline should be imposed for Nelson's cumulative violations of his attorney oath and the

Nebraska Rules of Professional Conduct?

2. Whether Nelson's prior discipline, neglect of multiple client matters, failure to communicate, failure to
respond to disciplinary authorities, and lack of participation in the disciplinary proceeding warranted

disbarment rather than indefinite suspension.

HOLDINGS

1. Cumulative acts of attorney misconduct, including repeated disregard of requests for information from
the Counsel for Discipline, ordinarily warrant disbarment; considering Nelson's repeated neglect, prior

discipline, client harm, and failure to participate, disbarment was the appropriate sanction.

2. In determining whether and to what extent to discipline an attorney, the Nebraska Supreme Court
considers the nature of the offense, deterrence, maintenance of the bar's reputation, protection of the

public, the respondent's general attitude, and present or future fitness to practice.

3. An attorney's continuing to practice law contrary to a temporary suspension order is an independent

basis for disbarment.

4. Attorney disciplinary proceedings primarily determine whether it is in the public interest for the attorney
to continue practicing, rather than primarily punishing the attorney.

5. Indefinite suspension ordinarily is not consistent with the court's duty to protect the public.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The purpose of a disciplinary proceeding against an attorney is not so much to punish the attorney as it is to
determine whether it is in the public interest that an attorney be permitted to practice, which question

includes considerations of the protection of the public.” (260)

“Ordinarily, indefinite suspension of an attorney’s license to practice law is not consistent with our duty to
protect the public.” (261)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Nelson was administratively suspended from practicing law in June 2018 for failing to satisfy continuing legal
education reporting requirements and was reinstated in December 2018. During and after the suspension, he
remained counsel of record in several client matters without informing the courts or clients of his suspension,
failed to withdraw, neglected cases, failed to communicate, and caused or contributed to dismissals and penalties
and interest in estate matters. He also failed to respond to repeated disciplinary inquiries, did not answer the

formal charges, and did not participate in briefing on the sanction.



PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Formal charges were filed on June 10, 2021, alleging five counts of attorney misconduct. Nelson did not answer,
participate in the proceedings, or file a brief on discipline. The court granted judgment on the pleadings as to the
facts, found violations of his attorney oath and multiple Nebraska Rules of Professional Conduct, and ordered
briefing on the appropriate discipline. The Counsel for Discipline sought disbarment or indefinite suspension,
and the court ordered disbarment.
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