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ATTORNEY disciplinary proceeding. Attorney publicly

repri manded.

11 PER CURI AM The Ofice of Lawer Regulation (OLR)
has filed a conplaint and notion pursuant to SCR 22.22
requesting that this court inpose reciprocal discipline against
Attorney Scott E. Selmer identical to the public reprinmand
i nposed by the M nnesota Suprene Court. The COLR s conpl aint

further alleges that Attorney Selner failed to notify the OLR of
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the public reprimand in Mnnesota wthin 20 days of the
effective date of the order, contrary to SCR 22.22(1).1

12 On Novenber 20, 2008, in response to the OLR s noti on,
this court issued an order directing Attorney Selnmer to show
cause in witing by Decenber 10, 2008, why the inposition of the
identical discipline inposed by the Mnnesota Suprene Court
woul d be unwarrant ed. Attorney Selnmer failed to respond to
either the OLR s conplaint or the order to show cause.

13 Attorney Selmer was licensed to practice law in
Wsconsin in 1978 and was admtted to practice law in M nnesota
in 1991. H s nost recent address is Golden Valley, M nnesota.
In 1990 he received a consensual private reprimand for filing
docunents with the Pierce County circuit court and the court of
appeals while under a continuing | egal education (CLE)
suspensi on. In 1995 he was publicly reprimanded for failing to
pronptly provide a client in a personal injury matter with a

full accounting of funds. See In re Disciplinary Proceedi ngs

Agai nst Sel ner, 195 Ws. 2d 687, 538 N.W2d 252 (1995). In 1999

Attorney Selmer's law |icense was reciprocally suspended for a

period of one year for professional msconduct in M nnesota

1 SCR 22.22(1) provides: Reciprocal discipline.

An attorney on whom public discipline for
m sconduct or a license suspension for nedical
i ncapacity has been inposed by another jurisdiction
shall pronptly notify the director of the matter.
Failure to furnish the notice within 20 days of the
effective date of the order or judgnment of the other
jurisdiction constitutes m sconduct.
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consisting of engaging in a pattern of frivolous and harassing
conduct by filing counterclains alleging racial discrimnation

in actions brought against him by his creditors. See In re

Di sciplinary Proceedings Against Selner, 227 Ws. 2d 85, 595

N.W2d 373 (1999). Attorney Selnmer's license to practice law in
Wsconsin is currently suspended for failure to conmply with CLE
requi renents and for failure to pay his state bar dues.

14 On May 22, 2008, the M nnesota Suprenme Court ordered
Attorney Selnmer to be publicly reprimnded and al so ordered one
year of unsupervised probation. The m sconduct wupon which
Attorney Selner's M nnesota discipline was inposed consisted of
failure to conply with the terns of probation; failure to file
tinmely individual income tax returns; and a fifth-degree assault
convi cti on.

15 SCR 22.22(3) provides that this court "shall inpose
t he i denti cal di sci pline or I'icense suspensi on
unless . . . [t]he procedure in the other jurisdiction was so

| acking in notice or opportunity to be heard as to constitute a

deprivation of due process" violation; "there was such an
infirmty of proof establishing the msconduct . . . that [this
court] could not accept as final" the other jurisdiction's

m sconduct finding; or "the msconduct justifies substantially
different discipline"” here. Attorney Selner has not alleged
that any of these three exceptions exist. Accordingly, the
inposition of reciprocal discipline against Attorney Selner is

war r ant ed.
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16 IT IS ORDERED that Scott E.  Selnmer is publicly
reprimanded as reciprocal discipline to that inposed by the

M nnesota Suprene Court.
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