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Executive Office for Immigration Review 
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I 
File: D20064085 Date: 

In re: MARGOT S. JONES, ATTORNEY 
I 

IN PRACTITIbNER DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS 

FINAL ORDER OF DISCIPLINE 
I 

ON BEHALF OF GENERAL COUNSEL: Jennifer J. Barnes, Esq 

ON BEHALF OF DHS: Eileen M. Connolly, Appellate Counsel 

ORDER: 
I 

PER CURIAM. On January 5, 2006, the Supreme Court of 
respondent from the practice of law for 2 years. 

Consequently, on June 7, 2006, the Office of General Counsel 
Immigration Rdview petitioned for the respondent’s immediate suspe 
Board of Immigration Appeals and the Immigration Courts. On JUI 
Homeland Security (the “DHS,” formerly the Immigration and Natu 
the respondend be similarly suspended from practice before tl 
June 27, 2006, !we suspended the respondent from practicing befor 
Courts, and the ‘DHS pending final disposition of this proceeding. 

i 
The respondent was required to file a timely answer to the allegl 

of Intent to Dishpline but has failed to do so. See 8 C.F.R. 5 1003 
failure to file a (esponse within the time period prescribed in the Notic 
the allegations therein, and the respondent is now precluded from requ 
8 C.F.R. 5 100d.l05(d)(l), (2). 

The Notice qecommends that the respondent be suspended from pi 
the Immigration Courts, for a period of 2 years. The DHS asks tha1 
practice before /t as well. Because the respondent has failed to file an 
us to adopt the rkcommendation contained in the Notice, unless there a 
us to digress fiom that recommendation. 8 C.F.R. 5 1003.105(d)(2). 
appropriate in libht of the sanctions imposed in Pennsylvania, we wil 
Accordingly, wf hereby suspend the respondent from practice beforl 
Courts, and the DHS for a period of 2 years. As the respondent is currc 
order of suspension, we will deem the respondent’s suspension to hi 
The respondent i s  instructed to maintain compliance with the directiv 
The respondent i s  also instructed to notify the Board of any hrther di 
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After the suspension period expires, the respondent may petition 
practice before the Board, the Immigration Courts, and the DHS. 2 
order to be reinstated, the respondent must demonstrate that she mee 
or representative, as set forth in 8 C.F.R. 8 l O O l . l ( f )  and (i). Id. T 
show that she bas been reinstated to practice law in Pennsylvania bc 
the Board. Sed 8 C.F.R. 3 lOOl.l(f) (stating that term “attorney” dc 
under order suipending her from the practice of law). 

I 
I 

- 2 -  

is Board for reins1 
? 8 C.F.R.5 1003. 
the definition of i 
:refore, the respor 
)re she may be rei 
s not include any 

ement to 
)7(a). In 
attorney 
ent must 
stated by 
idividual 


