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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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ORDER

Responden t  3
- - -x

An Order to Show eause dated September 11, 1991. was
served on respondent directing her to show cause why she should not
o:  d iscipl ined by th is court  pursuant to General  Rule c (g) .  The
reason for th is was the fact  that  on June L4, 199L the New york
Appel late Div is ion,  second Department,  suspended the respondent for
an indef in i te per iod based upon her fa i lure to conply wi th the
Appel late Div is ionts order direct ing her to be exarnined in order
to determine whether respondent is incapacitated from continuing
to pract ice Iaw. On Septernber 10, 1991, the New york Court  of
Appeals denied respondentrs mot ion for reave to appear.

The court has received a submission from respondent which
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: irrequests that no action be taken by this court in order to permit,ii,
'  the New York court of Appeals to decide a case which the respondent

a l leges is  factual ly  re la ted to  her  case.  This  request  is  denied.
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ft is hereby directed that the respondent
from the rolls of the members of the bar of this
concurrently with the State suspensj.on

SO ORDERED.

be suspended

Court to run

r
Chairnan,

THOMAS P.
Gr ievance

GRTESA
Conmittee s .  D .  N .  Y .

Dated : New york, New york
February 22,  Lgg2
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