STATE OF MINNESOTA
IN SUPREME COURT

FILE NO, 45628

tn Lhe Matter of the Applicalion
Tor the Discipline of ROBERT E,

ORDER
SNEA, an Attorney at Law of the

Stale of Minnesota.

The above entjitled matter camc on (o he heard
hefore Lhc Court on the éZ?ﬁé_ day of March, 1976, on petition
of R, B, Reavlltl, as Acting Administrative Direclor on Profes-
slonal Conduct, for an Order of the Court disbarring Respond-
ent from Lhe practice of law in Minnesola and strlklng his
name from the roll of attorneys in Minﬁesota.

The record in Lhe above malter on file with the
Clerk of thig Court cstablishes the following facts to Lhe
gatiglacltion ol the Court:

l. That prior Lo January 28, 1975, Lhe Direclor
on Professional Conduct, at the direction of the Stale Board
of Professional Responsibllity, filed a Petition lor Discipli-
nary Action against the above named Respondent, 'That thercafter
and on Januvary 28, 1975, Lhe Sherlff of Ramsey County, Lhat
being the Counly in which Respondent last practiced hls profes-
sion, made his return Lhal Respondent could not be found in the
Stalc of Minnesota, and his place of residence was unknown,
That thereafter, and on March 12, 1975, the above named Courd
made its Order suspending Respondent from the practice of law

in the Stale of Minnesola until furiher Order of this Court,



2. That more than ono yoar had elapsed follow-
Ing Lhoe Sherlilf's roturn of not found, and Respondont has not
petitioned the Court for vacation of the Order of Suspension
and for Jlcave Lo answer iLhe accusatlons made agalnst him,

3., That on February 2, 19706, the Court made ils
order to show cause requiring Respondent .to show cause why
appropriale disciplinary action should not be taken. That
said Order to show cause was servcd on Respondent by publica-

tton of the same in the Saint Paul Legal Ledger, in a rcgular

edition of Lhat newspaper for three successive weeks; that

Saint Paul Legal Ledger is an authorized newspapcr in the State

of Minnesota, and is and for many years last past{ has been pub-
lished in the County of Ramsey, Minnesota, that being the County
in which Nospondont lasl practiced hls profession. That tho
Lime to respond to sald Order to show cause has cexpired, and
ftespondent has made no response thereto.

That Lhe foregoing procedures are in compliance
with Hulc VI of the Rules on Professional Responsibility adoptéd
by this Court.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that Respondent be,
and he hereby is, disbarred from the practice of law in Minnesota,
and that his pame be stricken from the roll of attorneys in

Minnesota.

Dated this Jo  day of March, 1976.

COURT:

. o



