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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Nevada grants reciprocal discipline against Melissa F. Mack, who had been
disbarred in California for misconduct involving client representation, misrepresentations, and
mishandling client funds. Because no exception to mandatory reciprocal discipline applied, the court
disbarred Mack from practicing law in Nevada.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE The State Bar of Nevada petitioned for reciprocal discipline under
Nevada Supreme Court Rule 114 after California disbarred Mack.
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unless the attorney demonstrates, or the court finds, one of the
specified exceptions.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Nevada should impose reciprocal discipline after California disbarred Mack.

2. Whether any of the exceptions to mandatory identical reciprocal discipline under SCR 114(4) applied.

HOLDINGS

1. Nevada must impose identical reciprocal discipline because Mack was disbarred in California and no
exception under SCR 114(4) applies.

2. The final California adjudication conclusively established Mack's misconduct for purposes of the
Nevada disciplinary proceeding.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“SCR 114(4) mandates the imposition of identical reciprocal discipline unless the attorney demonstrates, or
this court finds, that one of four exceptions applies.” (at 2)

“In all other respects a final adjudication in another jurisdiction that an attorney has engaged in misconduct
conclusively establishes the misconduct for the purpose of a disciplinary proceeding in this state.” (at 2)

“Accordingly, we grant the petition for reciprocal discipline and hereby disbar Melissa F. Mack from the
practice of law in Nevada.” (at 2-3)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

While representing personal-injury clients, Mack failed to file and serve documents, attend conferences and
hearings, negotiate medical liens, and maintain client funds in a trust account. She made false statements to a
judge and court clerk, impersonated another attorney, sent correspondence purportedly signed by another
attorney, and misrepresented the status of cases and medical liens. California disbarred her after she failed to
participate in the disciplinary proceedings, and she did not report that discipline or respond to the Nevada
petition.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

California disciplinary authorities charged Mack with multiple acts of professional misconduct. After Mack
failed to participate in the California proceedings, the factual allegations were deemed admitted and the
California Supreme Court entered an order disbarring her. The State Bar of Nevada then sought reciprocal
discipline, and the Nevada Supreme Court granted the petition and disbarred Mack in Nevada.
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