Case: 1:12-mc-00024-EAS Doc #: 9 Filed: 07/26/16 Page: 1 of 2 PAGEID #: 16

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 4/,4[
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO
/] i C‘ﬁ / —72
IN THE MATTER OF: a |
ERIC D. HALL CASE NO: 1:12-MC-024
OHIO ATTY. REG. NO. 0067566  CHIEF JUDGE EDMUND A. SARGUS, JR.
RESPONDENT
ORDE

This matter is before the court for consideration of Respondent’s Motion for
Reinstatement to Practice Law for the Southern District of Ohio, (ECF No. 8). Respondent was
suspended from the practice of law in Ohio for a period of twenty-four months, with six months
stayed, by the Supreme Court of Ohio on March 1, 2012. On March 12, 2012 an order to show
cause why this court should not impose the identical discipline was served upon Respondent by
certified mail, return receipt requested, and posted to this Courts’ official website, (ECF No. 1).
On April 20, 2012, having no response filed with the Clerk of this Court, a reciprocal order was
issued suspending Respondent from the practice of law in this Court, (ECF No. 3). On July 20,

2016 Respondent filed motion for reinstatement.

Respondent avers that on September 24, 2015 the Supreme Court of Ohio reinstated him
to the practice of law. The Supreme Court of Ohio found that Respondent had complied with its

previous orders.
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Therefore, pursuant to Rule VII of the Model Federal Rules of Disciplinary Enforcement.
adopted by this court on February 1, 1979, Respondent’s Petition for Reinstatement (ECF No. 8)
is hereby GRANTED. Respondent is hereby permitted to practice law before this Court upon

payment of a $176.00 reinstatement fee.

IT IS SO ORDERED.
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