
STATE OF NORTH CAROLI BEFORE THE 
.,fNARY HEARING COMMISSION 

~ OF THE 
WAKE COUNTY RTH CAROLINA ST A TE BAR 

THE NORTH CAROLINA STA TE BAR, 
Plaintiff 

v, 

DANIEL C .. FUNT, Attorney, 
Defendant 

19DHC4 

ORDER OF DISCIPLINE 

This n1atter came on for hearing 011 August 3 - 4, 202 l, by a Hearing Pan¢1 of the 
Disciplinary Hearing Commission composed of Stepha11ie N. Davis, Chair, and membets 
Margaret M. Hunt andJane B. Weathers. Plaintiff, the North Carolina State Bar; was represented 
by Savannah B. Peny and Margaret T. Cloutier. Defendant, Daniel C. Flint; appemed prose. 

Based upon the record propel' and the testimony and exhibits admitted at the hearing, and 
upon 1naking creclibilitY dctenninations of the witnesses who testified at the hearing, the Hearing 
Panel finds by clear, cogent, and convincing evidence the following: 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. Plaintiff, the North Carolfoa State Bm {"State Bar"), is a body duly organized 
under the laws of North Carolina m1d is the proper party to bring this proceedi11g under the 
authority granted it in Chapter 84 ofthe Ge1ieral Statutes. of North Carolina, and the Rules an.tl 
Regulations of the. North Carolina State Bar (Chapter 1 of Title 27 of the N01ih Carolina 
Administrative Code). 

2. Defendant, Datiiel C .. Flilit, vvas admitted to the Notth Cal'olina State Bar on 
February 26, 2016, and is, and was at.all times refetred to he1'ein, an attorney at law licensed to 
practice in North Carolina, subject to the laws of the State of North Carolina, the Rules and 
Regulations ofthe North Carolina. State Bar, and the Rules of Professional Conduct. 

3. Dudng all or part of the relevant periods referred to herein, Flint was engaged in 
the practice oflaw in Chat'lotte, Mecklenburg County, North Carolina. 

4. Flint was pl'operly served with process, a heru.'ing in this matter was .set, and the 
matter came before the hearing panel with due notice to all parties. 

5. On July 2(), 2017, Flint arrived at a Transportation Security Adri1i11istration (TSA). 
checkpoint at O'Hare International Airport (O'Hare) carrying a bag. 
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6. F1111t infonned the TSA agents he was a diplomatic c.ouriet fqr .the Interctational 
Human Rights Commission (IHRC) and stated that the bag was a diplomatic pouch carried on 
behalf of the IHRC. 

7. Flint presented toth~ TSA agents purported diptom.atic credentials and requested 
that the bag be exempted from TSA screening. 

8. Flint's purported diplomatic crederttials Jncludcq. a frauditlent diplomatic 
identification card that purported to.have been issued by the IHRC. 

9. The TSA agents informed Flint that a valid diplomatic pa:ssport must be presented 
to allow a diplomatic pouch to bypass security and that Flint1s purported diplo111atic credentials 
did not satisfy that requirement. 

lO. The TSA agents refused lo allow the bag to bypass security and Flint left the 
airport. 

l .l. That same day, Flint arrived at aTSA checkpoint at Chicago Midway 
lntemational Airport (Midway). canying a bag. 

12. Flint informed the TSA agents he was. a diplomatic cottrier for the fflRC and 
stated that the bag was a diplomatic pouch carried on be11alf of the JHRC. 

13.. Flint presented to the TSA agents the same purported diplomatic credentials as 
presented at O'Hare and requested that the bag be exempted from TSA screening, 

14. The TSA agents reviewed Flint's purported diplomatic crede11tials and allowed 
Fli11t lo proceed through the checkpoint without screening the ba:g. 

15. Flintboarded a flightto Mitmeapolis:..st.Paul International Airp01t, with a later 
connecting :flight to Los Angeles International Airport (LAX). 

16. On July 25, 2017, Flint anived at a TSA checkpoint at Midway carrying a bag. 

17. Flint again informed the TSA agents he was a diplomatic courier for the LHRC 
and stated that the bag was a diplomatic pouch carried on behalf of the IHRC. 

L 8. Flh1t pres:el'1ted to the TSA agents the same ptfrported diplomatic credentials as 
presented on July 20, 2017 and requested that the bag be exempted from TSA screening. 

19. The TSA agents reviewed Flint's pml)Otted. diplomatic cte.denti.als and again 
allowed Flint to proceed thrmigh the checkpoint without screening the hag, 

20. Flint boarded a flightto MinneapoHs'"St, Paul International Airport, with a later 
connectit1g flight to LAX. 
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21. While Flint was en route to LAX, The Federal Bu,rea.u ofl1westigation (FBI) was 
notified that Flint was flying into LAX with a bag that had 11ot been screened. · · 

22. Whe1rthe plane atdved at LAX:, federal agents and other law enforcement officers 
approached Flint and interviewed him at the airport 

23. During the interview, Flint continued to maintainthat he was a diplomatic courier 
for the II-IRC. 

24, The IHRC is not and has never been a registt3red international organization with 
the U.S. Departtnent of State Office of Foreign Missfons. 

25. Flint is not and has never been registered as having diplomatic status with the 
U.S. Department of State Office of Foreign Missions. · · 

26. Flint's statements to TSA agents and the FBI that he was a diplomatic courier for 
the IHRC were false. 

27. Flint knew that his statements to TSA agents and the FBI that he was a diplomatic 
courier fot IBRC were false. 

28. Duling the i11terview, Flint told Special Age11t lt Maniotof the FBI that he had 
not been turned away from an airp01t security checkpoint before when presenting his purported 
dip lom~tic credentials; 

29. Flint's statement to Special Agent R. Mardot was false. 

30. Flint knewat the time he made the statement to Special Agent R. Marriot that it 
was false. 

31. Pul'sua11t to 18 U,S.C. § 1001, it js a felony to knowingly and willfolly make a 
materially false statement to the FBI. 

32. Pursuant to 49 U.S.C. ·M 4.6314(a) and (b)(2), it is a folony for anJndividual Lo 
knowingly and willfully enter an airpoli area that serves an air canier inviolation of security 
requirements And tegulatio11s prescribed under sections 44901 l;llld 44903(c) of Title 49 of the 
United States Code and to act with the intent to evade the security regµlation. 

33. Flintwas criminally chatged in the U.S. DistrictCou1i for the Central District of 
California with inJentionally evading 'airport security requirements in violation o.f' 49 U. s. C. § § 
463l4(a).and (h)(2), a felony. 

34. On Octobet 19, 2018, a jury found Flint guilty ofintentionally evad1ng airport 
security requirements in violation of 49 U.S.C. §§ 46J14(a) and (b)(2), a felony.. · 

NC. State Bar v, Demiel C. Flim, I 9DHC4 
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35. Flint was subsequently sentenced.to foLt1tecrt inoiiths incarceration hi the U.S. 
Bureau of Prisons. 

Based upon the foregoing Findi11g;, of Fact, lhe Disc,iplinary Hearing Panel makes the 
following: 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

l . All parties are propetly before the Hearing Panel and the Hea,rlng Panel has 
jurisdictiq11 over Defendant, Daniel C. Flint) and over the subject matter of this ptoceeding. 

2. FlinJ' s condnct, as .set out iil U1e. Findings of Fact above,constitlltes grounds for 
discipline pursuant to N.C. Gen. Stat. § 84~28(b)(2) in that Flint violated the Rules of 
Professio11al Conduct in effect at thethne ofhis conductas fo.llows: 

(a) By knowingly and willfolly misrepresenting himself as a diplomatic 
courier for the IHRC to TSA agents on July 20 and July 25, 2017 with the 
intent to bypass screening of his bag, FHrit conunitted criminal acts that 
reflect adversely on his honesty, trustworthiness or fitness as alav.')'el' in 
violation of Rule 8.4(b) and engaged in conduct hrvolvhig dishone;ty, 
fraud, deceit or misrepresentation in violation of Rule 8,4(c); 

(b) By knowingly and willfully presenting a fraudulent diplomatic 
identiJkation card to TSA agents on July 20 aild July 25, 2017 ,vith the 
intent to bypass screening or his bag, Flint committed crin1inaf acts that 
reflect adversely on his honestyi tt'l1$twotthiness qditness as a lawyer in 
violation of Rule 8.4(b) and engaged in conduct involving dishonesty, 
fhi1,1d, deceit or n1isrepresentation in violation of Ruie 8A(c); 

( c) By knowingly making fa.lse statemen~ to the FBI that he was a diplomatic 
courier, Flint conm1itted criminal acts that reflect adver$ely onhis 
honesty, tn;istworthiness ot fitness as a la,,,yer in vfolation of Rule 8.4(b) 
and engaged in conduct involying dishonesty, ftai1d, deceit or 
misrepresentation h1 violation of Rule8A(c); and 

( d) By knowingly making a false statement to the FBI that he had not 
previously been turned away from an airpoti security checkpoint when 
presenting his purpmied diplo111atic.credential$}F1int ¢0111111itted ctiminal 
acts that reflect adversely on his honesty, trustvv·o1ihiness or fitness as a 
lawyer in violation of Rule 8.4(b) and (mgaged in conduct involving 
dishonesty, fraud, deceit or mistepresentation in violation of Rule8A(c). 

J. Plines conduct also constitutes grounds for disciplirie putsumitto N;C. Gen. Stat. 
§ 84-28(b)(l )in that Flint was convicted of a felony showing ptofessional tinfitness. 
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Based upon the foregoing Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, and the 
testimony ancl exhibits presented by the parties a,t the hearing, the Hearfo.g Panel finds by 
clear; cogent~ and convincing evidence the following: 

FINDINGS OF FACTREGARDING DISCIP'LINE 

1. The· findings of fiict in parag1'a.phs 1 through 3 5 above ate incorporated as. i rs.et 
f 01th herein. 

2. Flint was licensed to practice law in Michigan arotu1d 20l O a.11.d irt North Cai'olin.a 
in 2016. Thus, at the time his miscondnct occurred, Flint had experience in the pi'actice of law. 

3. Flint admitted that he had previously presei1ted himself as a di1:>lon1a.tic cmirier 
arid presented purpo1tcd diplomatic credenfolls to TSA age11ts numerous tiimts before. This 
shows a pattern of engaging in the same misconduct involving deception and misrepresentations 
totheTSA. 

4. Flint did not acknowledge the wrongfulness of his coi1duct, 1iordid he show any 
remorse fol' his actions. 

5. Flint's assertions that he believed in good faith he was a diplomatic collder for an 
alleged international org,anjzation notrecognized by the U.S. Department ofSfote Office.of 
Foreign Missions were .not. credible and were not co11siste:nt with th~ evidence received· at the 
hearing in this mattet. 

6. Flint knew at the time he presented his purpol'ted diplomatic credeiitials to tb~ 
TSA that they were fraudulent The 1'identification card" Flint carried and presented to TSA ~md 
the FBI had no security features and had obvious gral'nmatica.l er1'0rs. Flint lan1ii1atedthe card 
himself. His ''dit1lon1~tfo courier dire¢tioh ktter/' which herelied 1Jpo11 in hisi11te1·a.ctio11s with 
the TSA, the FBI, and othetfecteral agencies, were sent to him in a Word template. The 
credentials Flint possessed and used had errors and contradi<;:tions that would have ale1ied any 
reasonable person that they were fraudulent. 

7. Flint's commission offelonimis criminal acts reflecting adversely on his honesty, 
trustwo1ihli1ess oi' fitness as a lawyet caused significant.harm to the legal professiont in that 
criminal conduct by attor11eys tends to bring the legal profession in:todisrepute. 

8. Flirtfs dishonestcortdt1ct towards the TSA at1d the FBI catised sig11ificant harm to 
the public and the profession, in that h showed himself to be untrnstwo1thy as a lawyer. Courts, 
other lawyers, a11d clients must.be able to rely upo11 thetrustwotthiness of lawyers. Flint's 
actions deprive any ability ofthe.courts; other :lawyers, and potential clients to rely on his 
representations and advice. 

9. Flint's dishonest conduct, his misrepresentations to TSA and the FBI, and his 
attempts to evade security resulted in sibrnit1ca11t harm to the public ~nd to the TSA; the F.$I;_and 
other r.esponding agericies in that his. misconduct required those agencies to divert time and 
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resources toward inveStigatirtg Flint over other potential threats to the safety ofthe traveling 
public. 

10. Flint's miscm1duct resulted in other sat1ctions, in that a jury from the tJ .8, District 
Court for the Central District of California fourid Flint guilty of intentionally evading airport 
security requirements in violation of 49 U .S.C. §§ 463 l 4(a) and (b)(2), for which Flint was 
subsequently sentenced to fourteenmonths in<;arcel'ation in the U.S. Bureau of'Prisons; 

11. The Hearing Panel finds by clear, cogent, and canvind11g evidenqe the facts 
contained in the conclusions it makes., set out below, of the applicable factors 1·egarding 
discipline from those listed in 27 N.C. Admin. Code 1B.O1 l6(f). 

CONCUJSIONS REGARDING DISCIPLINE 

1. The Hearing Panel considered all of the factors enumerated in 27 N;C,A,C, lB ,§ 
.01 16(t)(l) of the Rules and Regulatio11s of the No1th Carolina State Bat and concludes thatthe 
following factors are applicable in thjs matter: 

(a) IhtentofFlint to commit actswhei-e the ham1 .ol' poter1tial.harn1 is forescef!ble; and 

(b) Acts of dishonesty, misrepresentation, deceit, or fabricatioi1. 

2. The m:adng Panel co11sidered. all of the factors enumernted in 27 N.C.AC. 113 § 
.0116(£)(2) of the Rules and Regulations of the North Catoliha State Bai· and concludes that the 
following factors are applicable in this matter: 

(a) Acts of dishonesty, misrepresentation, deceit, ot fabrication; and 

(b) Commission of a felony. 

3. The Hearing Panel considered all of the factors em.uneratedin27 N.C.A.C. 1 B § 
.0 l 16(f)(3) of the Rules and Rebiulations of the North Caro.lii1a $tate Bat and concludes that the 
fo1low111g factors are applicable in this matter: 

(a) Disho1u::st or selfish.motive; 

(b) Refusal to· acknowledge wrongful nature of cond~1ct; 

(c) Degree of experience in the practice of law; and 

( d) Imposition of other pe11alties 01· sanctions. 

4. The Hearing pa,nel carefully co1:1Sidered all of the different forms of discipline 
ltvailable to it. 

5. Flint has refused to acknowledge the wrongfulness of his conduct, a11d 'there is no 
evidence suggestipg that he intend$ to do so in the futµre 01· othetwise modify his behavi01'. 
Accordingly, if Flint were permitted to continue practicing law, he would pose a significant and 
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unacceptable risk of harm to the clients, th(;: profession, the public, and the adri1it11stratlon of 
justice. 

6. Disbam1enHs the only sanction that can adequately protect the pub lie, for the 
following reasons: 

(a) An orcltw of disc:ipHne less than disbarment would fail to acknowledge the 
seriousness of the offenses that Flint committed and would sei1d the.wrong 
message to attomeys and. the public regai-diJ1g the conduct expected of members 
of tlie Bar in North Carolina. 

(b) The ptotection ofthe public requires that Flint not b~ pern:utted t◊ i:esurne the 
practice of law unless and until he demonstrates that he has reformed, that he 
understands his obligations to his clients, thepublfo, the cl1Hrts., and the legaJ 
profession, and that reinstatement wou1d not inji1re the standing of the legal 
profession. Disbarred attorneys must show reformation,among otherthh1gs, 
before they rnay res1Jme the practice of law; whereas no such showing of 
reformation isreqilired of attorneys whose licenses are suspended. 

Based upon the foregoing Findings of Fact, ConclusionsofLaw, a:ndtheadditiom1l 
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Regarding Discipline, the· Hearing Pand hereby enters 
the followlng: 

ORDER OF DI$CIPL1N.E 

1, Daniel C. Flint is hereby DISBAR.RED from the,practjce .of law. 

2. Flint shall summder his law lkense and tnembership catd to the Secretary of the 
State Bar no latel' than 30 days from service of this orderuponhim. 

3. Flint shall pay the administratiw fees and costs of this proceeding as assessed by 
the Secretary ofthe North Ca1'0Jina State Bar no latel' than. 90 days from service of this order 
upon Flint. 

4. Flint shall comply with all prnvisions of27 N:C. Ad111in. Code 1B.d128 of the 
North Carolina State Bar Discipline & DisabHity Rules. 

5. Within 15 days of the effective date of this otder, Flint shall provide the Stale Bar 
with an address and telephone number at which clients seeking· information (:ir rettirn of files cai1 
comtnunicate with Flil1t and obtain such files, ai1d FUnt shaHprompOy teti.rrn all files to his 
olie11ts i1pon request. 

6. Flint shall promptly return client files in his possession, custody 1 or contrnl to 
clients upon request; within 5 days of receipt of such request. Flint will be dee.med to have 
received any such request 3 days after the date such request is se11t to Fliutjf tl1e teqµest ls sent 
to the address Flint provided the State Bar pursuant to the preceding paragraph. · 
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Signed by the Chair with the conseht ofthe other Hearing Pand n:1embets, this the 7/tf­
day of September 2021. 

NC. Stllte Bdrv. DanielC. F/inli 19DHC4 
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J{y~AJ,~5 
Stephanie N. Davis, ~hair 
Disciplinary Hearin[:?; P'1nel 
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