
Rule 19. Effect of Previous Proceedings​

(a) Criminal conviction. A lawyer's criminal conviction in any American jurisdiction, even if​
upon a plea of nolo contendere or subject to appellate review, is, in proceedings under these Rules,​
conclusive evidence that the lawyer committed the conduct for which the lawyer was convicted.​
The same is true of a conviction in a foreign country if the facts and circumstances surrounding the​
conviction indicate that the lawyer was accorded fundamental fairness and due process.​

(b) Disciplinary proceedings.​

(1) Conduct previously considered and investigated where discipline was not warranted.​
Conduct considered in previous lawyer disciplinary proceedings of any jurisdiction, including​
revocation of conditional admission proceedings, is inadmissible if it was determined in the​
proceedings that discipline was not warranted, except to show a pattern of related conduct the​
cumulative effect of which constitutes an ethical violation, except as provided in subsection (b)(2).​

(2) Conduct previously considered where no investigation was taken and discipline was not​
warranted. Conduct in previous lawyer disciplinary proceedings of any jurisdiction, including​
revocation of conditional admission proceedings which was not investigated, is admissible, even​
if it was determined in the proceedings without investigation that discipline was not warranted.​

(3) Previous finding. A finding in previous disciplinary proceedings that a lawyer committed​
conduct warranting discipline or revocation, modification or extension of conditional admission​
is, in proceedings under these Rules, conclusive evidence that the lawyer committed the conduct.​

(4) Previous discipline. The fact that the lawyer received discipline in previous disciplinary​
proceedings, including revocation, modification or extension of conditional admission, is admissible​
to determine the nature of the discipline to be imposed, but is not admissible to prove that a violation​
occurred and is not admissible to prove the character of the lawyer in order to show that the lawyer​
acted in conformity therewith; provided, however, that evidence of such prior discipline may be​
used to prove:​

(i) A pattern of related conduct, the cumulative effect of which constitutes a violation;​

(ii) The current charge (e.g., the lawyer has continued to practice despite suspension);​

(iii) For purposes of impeachment (e.g., the lawyer denies having been disciplined​
before); or​

(iv) Motive, opportunity, intent, preparation, plan, knowledge, identity, or absence of​
mistake or accident.​

(c) Stipulation. Unless the referee or this Court otherwise directs or the stipulation otherwise​
provides, a stipulation before a Panel remains in effect at subsequent proceedings regarding the​
same matter before the referee or this Court.​

(d) Panel proceedings. Subject to the Rules of Civil Procedure for District Courts and the Rules​
of Evidence, evidence obtained through a request for admission, deposition, or hearing under Rule​
9 is admissible in proceedings before the referee or this Court.​

(e) Admission. Subject to the Rules of Evidence, a lawyer's admission of unprofessional conduct​
or of violating a conditional admission agreement is admissible in proceedings under these Rules.​

(Amended January 12, 1981; amended July 22, 1982; amended effective July 1, 1986; amended​
effective July 1, 1987; amended effective January 1, 1989; amended effective August 1, 1999;​
amended effective September 1, 2005.)​

MINNESOTA COURT RULES​
PROFESSIONAL RULES​1​

Published by the Revisor of Statutes under Minnesota Statutes, section 3C.08, subdivision 1.​


