STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA BEFORE THE
J o | GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE
COUNTY OF WAKE OF THE

NORTH CAROLINA STATE BAR
91G0668 (IV)

IN THE MATTER OF

ALAN LEONARD
ATTORNEY AT LAW

REPRIMAND

L

On April 16, 1992, the Grievance Commlttee of the North Carolina
State Bar met and con51dered the grievance filed against you by
Hulon McCraw.

Pursuant to section 13(A) of article IX of the Rules and
Regulatlons of the North Carolina State Bar, the Grievance
Committee conducted a preliminary hearing. After considering the
information available to it, including your response to the
letter of notice, the Grievance Committee found probable cause.
Probable cause is defined in the rules as "reasonable cause to
believe that a member of the North Carolina State Bar is guilty
of misconduct justifying disciplinary action."

The rules prov1de that after a finding of probable cause, the
Grievance Committee may determine that the filing of a complaint
and a hearing before the DlSClpllnary Hearlng Comm1551on are not
requlred and the Grievance Committee may issue various levels of
dlsc1p11ne dependlng upon the misconduct, the actual or potential
1njury caused, and any aggravatlng or mltlgatlng factors. The
Grievance Commlttee may issue an admonition, reprimand, or
censure to the respondent attorney.

reprlmand is a written form of discipline more serious than an
admonition 1ssued in cases in which an attorney has violated one
or more provisions of the Rules of Professional Conduct and has
caused harm or potential harm to a client, the administration of
justice, the profession, or a member of the public, but the
miscondhct does not reguire a censure.

The Grievance Committee was of the opinion that a censure is not
requlred in this case and issues this reprimand to you. As

chairman of the Grievance Committee of the North Carolina State
Bar, it is now my duty to issue this reprlmand and I am certaln

that you will understand fully the spirit in which this duty is
performed.

The Grievance Committee found that you made the following

comments during the gullty plea proceeding of The State of North
Carolina v. Melvin Phillip McCraw on June 10, 1991:
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. and of course I =- I advised her [a v;ctmm), and would
adv1se these other people [other v1ct1ms], that they’ re
golng to have seéveral years to become very proficient °
with firearms. As far as " I’m concerned, if [the
defendant] shows up in this county and looks cross—eyed
at any of these people he’s brought and pald for and :
.can be shot on sight: AaAnd if I‘m still privileged to
be serving as.solicitor in this district at that time
I’1l1 probably write them a letter of congratulatlons.

The Grievance Commlttee determined that condoning criminal -
conduct, regardless of the c1rcumstances, violates Rule 1.2 (D)
which states that "it is professxonal misconduct for a lawyer to

. » . engage in conduct that is prejudicial to the admlnlstratlon
of justice." :

You are hereby reprlmanded by the Norxth Carollna State Bar due to
your profe551onal misconduct. The Grievance Committee trusts
that you will heed this reprlmand, that it will be rémembered by
you, that it will be beneficial to you, and that you will never .
again allow yourself to depart from adherence to the high ethlcal
standards of the legal profession.

"In accordance with the pollcy adopted October 15, . 1981 by the
Council of the North Carolina State Bar regardlng the taxing of
the administrative and 1nvest1gat1ve costs to any attorney issued
a reprimand by the Grievance Committee, the costs of thls actlon,
in thé amount of $50.00 are hereby taxed to youd. .

C% and %red, thlS X 7’éd_ay of May, 1992. -

Fred H. Moody;"Jr.;;C irmpn
-The Grievance Committe !
North Carolina State Bar

4272

- crad . T - i




