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May 30, 2018
VIRGINIA STATE BAR
CLERK'S OFFICE

VIRGINIA:

BEFORE THE FIFTH DISTRICT SECTION I SUBCOMMITTEE
OF THE VIRGINIA STATE BAR

IN THE MATIER OF
Thomas Brian Haddock

VSB Docket No. 17-051-108077

SUBCOMMITTEE DETERMINATION
(PUBLIC REPRIMAND WITH TERMS)
On April 16, 2018, a meeting was held in this matter before a duly convened Fifth
District, Section I Subcommittee consisting of Kathleen E. Harold, Lay Member, Cary S.
Greenberg, Esquire, and Colleen M. Haddow, Esquire, presiding. During the meeting, the
Subcommittee voted to approve an agreed disposition for a Public Reprimand with Terms
pursuant to Part 6, §IV, ~13-15.B.4 of the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia. The agreed
disposition was entered into by the Virginia State Bar, by Kathleen Maureen Uston, Assistant
Bar Counsel, and Thomas Brian Haddock, Respondent, and Alberto Rodriguez Salvado, Esquire,
counsel for Respondent.
WHEREFORE, the Fifth District, Section I Subcommittee of the Virginia State Bar
hereby serves upon Respondent the following Public Reprimand with Terms:
I.
1.

FINDINGS OF FACT

On or around January 27, 2016, Sonia J assor (hereinafter "Complainant"), who at this
time was living in California, contacted Respondent to assist her with a child support
modification petition filed against her by her ex-husband. Respondent agreed to
represent Complainant, and she therefore arranged for her cousin to deliver to
Respondent the $1,000.00 fee which he requested. Respondent deposited those

funds, given to him in cash by Complainant's cousin, into his operating account on
January 27, 2016, before performing any legal services for Complainant.
2.

In June 2015, prior to Respondent's involvement in the case, Complainant's exhusband had filed a motion seeking to modify his child support obligation based upon
what he alleged was a significant reduction in his income following his return from
Afghanistan where he was working as an interpreter. At the same time,
Complainant's ex-husband propounded upon her Interrogatories and Requests for
Production of Documents. Because Complainant had moved in July 2015, from
Washington to California, she did not receive any of these pleadings and therefore did
not respond to same. As a result, on August 14, 2015, Complainant's ex-husband
filed a Motion to Compel, which was granted on October 16, 2015.

3.

On or around January 16, 2016, Complainant's ex-husband's attorney, Fernando
Villarroell, Esquire, wrote to Complainant at her new address and sent her an email
notifying her of the above. Mr. Villarroel advised Complainant that if she did not
respond to his discovery on or before January 22, 2016, he would move forward on
his motion for sanctions which Mr. Villarroel represented had been placed on the
court's docket for January 29, 2016.

4.

After having agreed on January 27, 2016, to appear at the hearing on January 29,
2016, his first involvement in the case, Respondent went to the courthouse to review
the file and determined that Complainant's case was not on the court's docket for
January 29, 2016. Respondent stated that he advised Complainant of this fact, and
she instructed him not to enter his appearance at that time. Complainant disputes that
she instructed Respondent not to enter his appearance and that he advised her of what

Page 2 of9

transpired that day. However, cellular telephone records provided by Complainant
show an incoming call to her cell phone at 10:18 a.m. on January 29, 2016, from
Respondent's office telephone number that lasted seven (7) minutes. 1
5.

Subsequently, on April 9, 2016, Complainant again contacted Respondent by email
forwarding a notice from the court advising that her case had been set for a
scheduling conference on April 13, 2016. In her email, Complainant requested that
Respondent appear at this hearing on her behalf. Complainant also informed
Respondent that she would be in Virginia later in the month and asked if they could
meet in person on April 25, 2016. Respondent responded by email dated April 12,
2016, agreeing to appear on Complainant's behalf the following day and also
agreeing to meet with her on April 25, 2016.

6.

Respondent appeared at the scheduling conference on April 13, 2016, formally
entering his appearance as counsel for Complainant at that time, and the case was
continued for a three (3) hour hearing on Complainant's ex-husband's Motion to
Modify Child Support. At this time, Respondent also signed a Consent Order
reducing the amount of child support being paid to Complainant from $1,877.90 to
$1,100.00. Respondent did not obtain Complainant's authorization to agree to this
reduction in child support, nor did he advise her of the entry of this Order.

7.

Thereafter, Respondent executed another Consent Order as counsel for Complainant,
entered on June 23, 2016, which further reduced the amount of child support being
paid to Complainant to $500.00, retroactive to June of 2015. The Consent Order
signed by Respondent, without Complainant's knowledge or authority, found that

1

As noted, Complainant was living in California at this time so the time of this calI was likely 1: 18 p.m.
EST.
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Complainant's ex-husband had overpaid child support in the amount of $1,300.00
from June 2015, through April 16, 2016, and overpaid in the amount of $600.00 from
May 2016, through June 2016, for a total of $14,200.00 in overpayments.
Complainant was ordered to return this amount to her ex-husband with monthly
payments of $169. 00 per month resulting in a net child support payment to
Complainant of $331.00 per month.
8.

This Consent Order also ordered Complainant to pay her ex-husband $2,000.00 in
attorney's fees within sixty (60) days of the Order. The handwritten Order set the
matter for entry of the Final Order containing necessary statutory notices on July 1,
2016, and was continued again to July 15, 2016, when neither party appeared.
Thereafter, on September 16, 2016, the Final Order was entered by the court.
Counsel for Complainant's ex-husband appeared at this time, but Respondent failed
to appear despite having received notice of the proceedings.

9.

Respondent executed the June 23, 2016 Consent Order without Complainant's prior
knowledge or authorization. Further, Respondent failed to advise Complainant that
he had done so and did not provide her with a copy of the Final Order.

10.

From April 2016, through September 2016, Complainant contacted Respondent's
office by telephone, text message, and email multiple times to inquire about the status
of her case. Respondent failed to respond to her, failed to advise her of what was
transpiring in the case, failed to keep her informed of pertinent facts and
communications from opposing counsel, and failed to either advise her that he had
executed either of the Consent Orders or obtain her authority prior to doing so.
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11.

Complainant did not learn that the Consent Orders had been entered until September
30, 2016, when she contacted the Division of Child Support Enforcement.

12.

During this time period, Respondent was suffering from depression and anxiety
which prevented him from responding to his clients or attending to their matters.
I.

NATURE OF MISCONDUCT

Such conduct by Respondent constitutes misconduct in violation of the following
provisions of the Rules of Professional Conduct:

RULE 1.1

Competence

A lawyer shall provide competent representation to a client. Competent representation
requires the legal knowledge, skill, thoroughness and preparation reasonably necessary for the
representation.

RULE 1.2

Scope of Representation

(a) A lawyer shall abide by a client's decisions concerning the objectives of
representation, subject to paragraphs (b), (c), and (d), and shall consult with the client as to the
means by which they are to be pursued. A lawyer shall abide by a client's decision, after
consultation with the lawyer, whether to accept an offer of settlement of a matter . .. *

RULE 1.3

Diligence

(a) A lawyer shall act with reasonable diligence and promptness in representing a client.

RULE 1.4

Communication

(a) A lawyer shall keep a client reasonably informed about the status of a matter and
promptly comply with reasonable requests for information.
(b) A lawyer shall explain a matter to the extent reasonably necessary to permit the client
to make informed decisions regarding the representation.
(c) A lawyer shall inform the client of facts pertinent to the matter and of
communications from another party that may significantly affect settlement or resolution of the
matter.
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RULE 1.15

Safekeeping Property

(a) Depositing Funds.
(1)

All funds received or held by a lawyer or law firm on behalf of a client
or a third party, or held by a lawyer as a fiduciary, other than
reimbursement of advances for costs and expenses shall be deposited
in one or more identifiable trust accounts; all other property held on
behalf of a client should be placed in a safe deposit box or other place
of safekeeping as soon as practicable.

(b) Specific Duties. A lawyer shall:
(1) promptly notify a client of the receipt of the client's funds, securities, or other
properties;

(3) maintain complete records of all funds, securities, and other properties of a
client coming into the possession of the lawyer and render appropriate accountings to the
client regarding them[.]
(c) Record-Keeping Requirements. A lawyer shall, at a minimum, maintain the
following books and records demonstrating compliance with this Rule:
(1) Cash receipts and disbursements journals for each trust account, including
entries for receipts, disbursements, and transfers, and also including, at a minimum: an
identification of the client matter; the date of the transaction; the name of the payor or
payee; and the manner in which trust funds were received, disbursed, or transferred from
an account.

(2) A subsidiary ledger containing a separate entry for each client, other person,
or entity from whom money has been received in trust.
The ledger should clearly identify:
(i) the client or matter, including the date of the transaction and the payor
or payee and the means or methods by which trust funds were received, disbursed
or transferred; and
(ii) any unexpended balance.
(d) Required Trust Accounting Procedures. In addition to the requirements set forth in
Rule 1.15 (a) through (c), the following minimum trust accounting procedures are applicable to
all trust accounts.
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(2) Deposits. All trust funds received shall be deposited intact. Mixed trust and
non-trust funds shall be deposited intact into the trust fund and the non-trust portion shall
be withdrawn upon the clearing of the mixed fund deposit instrument. All such deposits
should include a detailed deposit slip or record that sufficiently identifies each item.
(3) Reconciliations.
(i) At least quarterly a reconciliation shall be made that reflects the trust
account balance for each client, person-or other entity.
(ii) A monthly reconciliation shall be made of the cash balance that is
derived from the cash receipts journal, cash disbursements journal, the trust
account checkbook balance and the trust account bank statement balance.
(iii) At least quarterly, a reconciliation shall be made that reconciles the
cash balance from (d)(3)(ii) above and the subsidiary ledger balance from
(d)(3)(i).
(iv) Reconciliations must be approved by a lawyer in the law firm.
(4) The purpose of all receipts and disbursements of trust funds reported in the
trust journals and ledgers shall be fully explained and supported by adequate records.

RULE 1.16

Declining Or Terminating Representation

(a) Except as stated in paragraph (c), a lawyer shall not represent a client or, where
representation has commenced, shall withdraw from the representation of a client if:
(2) the lawyer's physical or mental condition materially impairs the lawyer's
ability to represent the client[.]
II.

PUBLICREPRIMAND WITH TERMS

Accordingly, having approved the agreed disposition, it is the decision of the
Subcommittee to impose a Public Reprimand with Terms. The terms are:
1.

Within thirty (30) days of the date of entry of a Determination in this case,
Respondent shall enter into a contract with Lawyers Helping Lawyers ("LHL") and
successfully complete said contract, following all treatment and other
recommendations made by LHL and any other provider to which Respondent is
referred.
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2.

Respondent shall execute a release authorizing LHL to provide the Virginia State Bar
information concerning his contract with LHL and authorizing LHL to provide
reports to the Virginia State Bar regarding Respondent's compliance with LHL' s
contract and treatment and/or other requirements.

3.

Within thirty (30) days of the date of entry of a Determination in this case,
Respondent shall remit the sum of$3,000.00 to Complainant.
If any of the terms are not met by twelve (12) months from the date of entry the

Determination in this case, Respondent agrees that the District Committee shall impose a
pursuant to Part 6, §IV, ifl3-15.F of the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia. Any
proceeding initiated due to failure to comply with terms will be considered a new matter, and an
administrative fee and costs will be assessed pursuant to ,r13-9 .E of the Rules of the Supreme
Court of Virginia.
If any of the terms are not met by the time specified, pursuant to Part 6, §IV, ,r13-15.F of

the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia, the District Committee shall hold a-hearing and
Respondent shall be required to show cause why a twelve (12) months suspension of his license
to practice law should not be imposed. Any proceeding initiated due to failure to comply with
terms will be considered a new matter, and an administrative fee and costs will be assessed.
Pursuant to Part 6, §IV, ,I13-9.E. of the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia, the Clerk
of the Disciplinary System shall assess costs.
FIFTH DISTRICT SECTION I SUBCOMMITTEE
OF THE VIRGINIA STATE BAR

Colleen M. Haddow
Subcommittee Chair
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that on the 301h day of May, 2018, true and complete copy of the Subcommittee
Determination (Public Reprimand With Terms) was sent by certified mail to Thomas Brian
Haddock, Respondent, at Suite 104, 3905 Railroad Avenue, Fairfax, VA 22030-3933,
Respondent's last address of record with the Virginia State Bar, and by first class mail, postage
prepaid to Alberto Rodriguez Salvado, counsel for Respondent, at Salvado, Salvado and Salvado,
P.C., Suite 302, 5985 Columbia Pike, Falls Church, VA 22041.

/7

Kathleen Maureen Uston
Assistant Bar Counsel
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