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J -  U.S. Department of Justice Decision o 
Executive Office !for Immigration Review 

Falls Church, Virginia 22041 
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I 
File: D20061095 Date: I 

I 
I 

In re: RICKEY A. WATSON, ATTORNEY 
I 
1 
I 

IN PRACTITIONER DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS 
I 

FINAL O R D E ~  OF DIS~IPLINE 

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

ON BEHALF OF DHS: Eileen M. Connolly, Appellate Counsel 
1 
I 

ORDER: 

PER CURIAM. On February 20,2006, the District Court of Harrii 
District, suspended the respondent from the practice of law for a pi 
May 15,2006. I 

I 

Consequenjly, on June 28, 2006, the Office of General Counsel 
Immigration Rdview petitioned for the respondent’s immediate suspe 
Board of Immigration Appeals and the Immigration Courts. On Jul 
Homeland Secdrity (the “DHS,” formerly the Immigration and Natu 
the respondent (e similarly suspended from practice before that agenc! 
we suspended the respondent from practicing before the Board, the 
DHS pending final disposition of this proceeding. 

The iespondent was required to file a timely answer to the allegs 
of Intent to Diskipline but has failed to do so. See 8 C.F.R. 0 1003 

I failure to file a I;esponse within the time period prescribed in the Notic 
the allegations therein, and the respondent is now precluded from requ 
8 C.F.R. 0 lOOd.lOS(d)(l), (2). 

The Notice recommends that the respondent be suspended from PI 
the Immigratiod Courts, for a period of 12 months. The DHS asks thi 
practice before it as well. Because the respondent has failed to file an 
us to adopt the ricommendation contained in the Notice, unless there a 
us to digress from that recommendation. 8 C.F.R. 0 1003.105(d)(2). 
appropriate in light of the sanctions imposed in Texas, we will 
Accordingly, wk hereby suspend the respondent from practice befor 
Courts, and thd DHS for a period of 12 months. As the respor 
July 12,2006, older of suspension, we will deem the respondent’s su, 
on that date. Thk respondent is instructed to maintain compliance wit1 
prior order. Thk respondent is also instructed to notify the Board of a 
against him. 

the Board of Immigra 

September 12 

ire 

clounty, Texas, 161 
iod of 12 months 

For the Executive 
sion from practice 
5, 2006, the Depi 
dization Service) 
Therefore, on Julj 
migration Court 

ions contained in t 
05(c)( 1). The res 
: constitutes an ad1 
sting a hearing on t 

cticing before the 1 
we extend that dis 
nswer, the regulati 
: considerations th 
ince the recomme 
mor that recomm 
the Board, the Im 
lent is currently 1 

lension to have co: 
he directives set fc 
y further disciplini 

in Appeals 

2006 

Judicial 
:ffective 

ffice for 
:fore the 
:ment of 
ked that 
2,2006, 
and the 

: Notice 
Indent’s ’ 

ssion of 
; matter. 

)ard and 
pline to 
1s direct 
compel 
lation is 
idation. 
igration 
der our 
menced 
h in our 
y action 



r D2006-095 

, 

‘ representative, 

- 2 -  

as set forth in 8 C.F.R. 0 l O O l . l ( f )  and (i). Id. Theref 

lis Board for reins1 
R.0 1003.107(a). 
definition of an i 
*e, the respondent 
reinstated by the I 
any individual u 8 C.F.R. 0 

suspending hi& 

:ment to 
order to 
)mey or 
1st show 
ud. See 
er order l O O l . l ( f )  (stating that term “attorney” does not i n c h  

from the practice of law). . 




