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SUBCO1\1MIITEE DETERMINATION 
(PUBLIC REPRIMAND WITHOUT TERMS) 

On August 12, 2020, a meeting was held in this matter before a duly convened Second 

District, Section II Subcommittee consisting ofCorrynn J. Peters, Esq., chair; Gerald L. Harris, 

Esq.; and John L. Hodges, lay member. During the meeting, the Subcommittee voted to approve 

an agreed disposition for a Public Reprimand without Terms pursuant to Part 6, § IV, 113-

15.B.4. of the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia. The agreed disposition was entered into 

by the Virginia State Bar, by M. Brent Saunders, Senior Assistant Bar Counsel, and John Dillard 

Hooker, Jr., Esq., Respondent.prose. 

WHEREFORE, the Second District, Section II Subcommittee of the Virginia State Bar 

hereby serves upon Respondent the following Public Reprimand without Terms: 

I. FINDINGS OF FACT 

I. At all times relevant hereto, Respondent was an attorney licensed to practice law in the 
Commonwealth of Virginia. 

2. In February 2017, Kathleen M. Conlon ("Ms. Conlon"), filed a lawsuit in the Virginia 
Beach Circuit Court against Custom Structures Building, Inc., and certain affiliated individuals 
(Case No. CL17-733), seeking $754,000.00 in damages on claims of fraud, breach of contract 
and violations of the Virginia Consumer Protection Act, arising from allegedly defective repairs 
and improvements to her residence (''Lawsuit"). Ms. Conlon was represented by attorney 
Samuel R. Brown ("Mr. Brown"), and the defendants were initially represented by Respondent. 

3. Ms. Conlon had filed a claim with her home owner's insurance carrier, Virginia Fann 
Bureau Fire & Casualty Insurance Co. ("Virginia Fann Bureau"), for certain damages to her 



residence allegedly caused by the negligent provision of roof repairs by Custom Structures 
Building, Inc. 1 

4. Virginia Farm Bureau issued payment to Ms. Conlon on her claim in the amount of 
approximately $2,000. 

5. In October 2017, Virginia Fann Bureau filed a subrogation action against Custom 
Structures Building, Inc., in the Virginia Beach General District Court (GVI 7035463), seeking 
to obtain reimbursement of the approximately $2,000 it had paid to Ms. Conlon on her claim. 
The Warrant In Debt listed the plaintiff as "Kathleeq M. Conlon by Virginia Farm Bureau Fire & 
Casualty Insurance Co., subrogee". 

6. Virginia Farm Bureau was represented by Samantha B. Cohn ("Ms. Cohn"), an attorney 
with the law firm of Chaplin & Gonet. 

7. Respondent initially represented Custom Structures Building, Inc. in the subrogation 
case, and in that capacity, engaged in settlement discussions with Ms. Cohn. In late November 
2017, while the Lawsuit remained pending, 2 Respondent, on behalf of Custom Structures 
Building, Inc., offered to pay Virginia Fann Bureau $1,961.65 to resolve its subrogation claim, 
which Ms. Cohn accepted on behalf of Virginia Farm Bureau. 

8. In conjunction with the settlement of the subrogation claim, Respondent prepared and 
sent to Ms. Cohn a "Settlement and Release" document providing for both Virginia Farm Bureau 
and Ms. Conlon to release Custom Structures Building, Inc. and "any·and all of its officers, 
directors, agents, and employees from any and all liability and claims, wherever pending or may 
be pending, of any nature whatsoever and however described or defined as relates to any 
construction work, remodeling, renovation, repair; or any other such work ... " at Ms. Conlon's 
residence ("Release"). 

9. After receiving the Release, Ms. Cohn called Respondent and inquired why Ms. Conlon 
was listed on the Release given that she was not a party to the subrogation case or claim. Ms. 
Cohn also made clear to Respondent that Ms. Conlon was not her client and asked ifhe would 
accept a release signed only on behalf of Virginia Farm Bureau, her client and the actual party to 
the case. According to Ms. Cohn, Respondent was "adamant" that Ms. Conlon sign the Release. 
Based on that insistence, and unaware of the existence of the Lawsuit or Mr. Brown's 
representation of Ms. Conlon, Ms. Cohn sent the Release to Ms. Conlon for her to sign3• Ms. 
Conlon informed Ms. Cohn of the existence of the Lawsuit and sought the advice of Mr. Brown, 
who told her not to sign- it as it would bar her from pursuing her claims in the Lawsuit. She 
followed that advice and refused to sign it. 

1 Those same damages were included among the claims Ms. Conlon had asserted in the Lawsuit. 
2 The Lawsuit remained active until it was settled in the summer of 2019. 
3 Ms. Cohn says she sent the Release to Ms. Conlon only because Mr. Hooker was so adamant that she do so, and 
would have refused had she been aware of the existence of the Lawsuit. 
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I 0. At no time during the course of the events described in paragraphs 7-9 above did 
Respondent provide the Release to Mr. Brown or otherwise notify him of his efforts to have Ms. 
Conlon execute the Release. 

11. Respondent has repeatedly asserted his belief that Ms. Conlon was the plaintiff in the 
subrogation case and represented by Ms. Cohn, but has also acknowledged that his failure to 
understand the nature of the subrogation case and Ms. Conlon's status as an unrepresented non­
party in that proc·eeding could be the result of his lack of experiertce handling civil matters, as his 
practice is predominantly in the area of criminal defense. 

II. 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 4.2 Communication With Persons Represented By Counsel 

In representing a client, a lawyer shall not communicate about the subject of the 
representation with a person the lawyer knows to be represented by another lawyer in 
the matter, unless the lawyer has the consent of the other lawyer or is authorized by 
law to do so. 

RULE 8.4 Misconduct 

It is professional misconduct for a lawyer to: 

(a) violate or attempt to violate the Rules of Professional Conduct, knowingly assist or 
induce another to do so, or do so through the acts of another; 

ill. PUBLIC REPRIMAND WITHOUT TERMS 

Accordingly, having approved the agreed disposition, it is the decision of the 

Subcommittee to impose a Public Reprimand without Terms ·and John Dillard Hooker, Jr., Esq. 
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is hereby so reprimanded. Pursuant to Part 6, § IV, ,r I 3-9.E of the Rules of the Supreme Court 

of Virginia, the Clerk of the Disciplinary System shall assess costs. 

SECOND DISTRICT, SECTION II 
SUBCOMMITTEE 
OF THE VIRGINIA STATE BAR 

By:49'~ 
Corrynn J. Peters, Esq. 
Chair 

CERTIFICAIB OF MAILING 

I certify that on 'f /MQ- " , a true and complete copy of the Subcommittee 
Determination (Public Reprimand without Terms) was sent by certified mail to John Dillard 
Hooker, Jr., Esq., Respondent, at John D. Hooker, Jr. & Associates, P.C., P.O. Box 968, Virginia 
Beach, VA 23451-0968, Respondent's last address of record with the Virginia State Bar, and by 
e-mail to john@johnhookerattomey.com. . / ~ 

WA-~ 
M. Brent Saun ers 
Senior Assistant Bar Counsel 

4 



VIRGINIA: 

BEFORE :tHE.-:SEcON;D I)J&TruCt,_ se:cn.o~ ll-·StmCO~ 
OF. t'H6: V!R-OlNIA Sti:\tE BAR 

IN THElMITER OF 
JOf!NOlLLARO ijOOJ(ER, JR. 

AGREED DJSJ>O.SITION 
PUBLiC 'REi>RThiAND WlfflOU-TTERMS 

fll{$ua,nt to ti\~ Ru~s Qf th~ 8.qpremf: CQurl of Vj,:-gi;ni11,-Part·6~ ~-lV, 1' 13-l $J3:A~: the 

V-rr~ini~ Stat¢ Bat,.-~y M .. Bi:ent·$aunders~ Senior Ass~t Bar Co~l~ and-John Oili.ard 

H9olc~r1 Jr.,•Respo_11~ent,pro se.,.her~by·ent~ m~p the.f~llowing a~~d dts.Pt,?SiUo~ adsing-oµtQf 

.the refer.enced _matter~ 

l~ _:STIPULATIONS 'OF FACT .. 

r. Ahli-times relev.ant ·herefo, Respondent was ah-attomey licensed to praetfoe !aw in the 
Commonwealth .of Virginia · 

i , Jn Fe}?roazy ~Ql7~ l{~thleen,M •. Gonlon-(~'Ms. 'Q.Qal9n''),: ~l~d·a la~:uit-1:Il the Vir.giJ:lia 
BeaoliCitcd ·c.euit agaibst Custom Struc.t:utes Btiilding, fuC;:~ ,and .certain affili~ted indiviauais 
(Ca$e:'No. -ct l 7-1.JSt seeking $754.,:().f)Q.O.O ln damage_s. on .ciaims of.fraud, -breach-of contract 
and violation&. of the Vhginia Con,suiner· Prot~on .A~t; arising from allegeqly -d~fective r~pairs 
~<i improv~men1$ t~ h~i: resioenc~'.C~'Lawsuit"), ~. Cotjl'Qn ~ represented by attorney -
~amuel R Brown C1M':r. Brown~'}, and the defendants were initially-represented, by Responden~, 

3. M~. Qoplon ha4J1k:4 a ~.mm with h~r b~.me Pwn~r' sJns~~ car#er; V'~ni~ rann 
B\1r-ea\l i;'fre· & Casµ~ ln,stIIan~ C9, c•VjrgWa Fann J;l'u~~'1'9,;_ for ce_rtaiQ. ~ag~s t9·lier 
r.e:sidence .all~gediy caused by the negligent provision . .-of roof-repairs by"Clistom Strti.cttires 
Btrlkii:bJ~. Itic:1 

4. Y4gmiaFarni. Ilur~u is~ed. p~yme:nt to Ms. CQnlon.otr be.i,: c1aim iQ. file amoum -of 
~pproximately _$21'9()0. 

_S. .ln b,cto{ier·20:f1, V~rg_ini~ Fann B~·fi).et{a.$11J)rogatj.on a~tiQJl ~$st .. Custon).. 
Sttq~t\;fres a.mlp.n;ig, -uic., ll:l the Virginia B~a.ch Qe~.e~_pisµiQt pourt (C1'i)J0~S4~~):~.s~king · 
to-obtain reimbursement of the approximately $2~_000 it had paid to Ms. Conlon on her:claim.-

1 Thos~;s~e-dal}lag~ Wete mcl:u.9¢d among~~ claim~ Ms: Cor1lon h.ad i!$.sei1.e<Un ihe-Law~}:t, 
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The Wattant In Debt li~d the plaip.tiff as "l{atbJeen !v{; Conlon t;y•Virgiiiia fimn B-~eaµ Fire & 
Casualty J_nsµrap.ce Cct, mli>tog~'\ - - -

6. . Virg~:F-arri! &reaii was. tepreserit~ by Samantha B .. Cohn ('iMs • .C.obn"), an· attorn~y 
with the. la:w:firm of Chaplin & Gonet. _ 

7~ 1~.e-~p0n<J-e.qt iµi~yreprese,µted Cust9_µ1c6~8Widittg-; In9, __ in the ~µl>rogation· 
Q~e; an~ hi-th~t capacity; engaged in.settlement discussions with Ms. Cohn. hi 1-ate Nove.inbet 
i017:; wlnle the La-..vsuit remained pending,4 Respondent, ·-on behalf-of Custom Structures 
Building, me., offered to p~y V1rghuaFrum S.urea,u:S.1,96l:65 to:re.s0.lve'its $'t;Jbrogati-On-.claitn, 
wbich Ms. Cohn_ ~~ted ¢n behalf of Virginia FaunJlute$~ · · 

'8.. In cQ'p.Juncµoitwith,the -~ettl~IP.~t~(#I~-~~~rQgation claiQ\ R,e~po~d~.pt prep~g 11.I_ld 
sent ~o Ms; Cohn a "Settlement-and-Releas:e1' -doeument_providirig for both Virginia Fatri:i Bureau 
and Ms. Cotilon to release Custom Structures Bliilding, Inc. and "any ~d all of its officers, 
d,fte"_etqrs_. {lg'e_n.f$. and -employ~ ft'9tn any ana EiU li_a:l:,Hity lW.d cl-aims, :Wherever pending or tt\a:r 
be pendi-n_g, ·of any nature-whatsoever and ·however described or· defined as relates to any 
construction work, reinodellliS> renovation, reparr,, or any other such work~",.: at Ms .. Conlo.ti's 
residence {"Rel~''). · · · 

?,. AA.er i:ewivil'rg ~~ J9l~et M:~- C~hn called· Respondent and ili:quir.e.d why'Ms,. Conlon 
~J~teg-o:n :the Release given that she was' n~fa paey to the subrogatfon case or claim. Ms. 
Cohn:also made ciear1o1tespondentthat MS. Conlon -was nof-her .. cfient and askecf ifhe would: 
-accept a.release ·sfgrtea t;nly on be.balf ofVirgfu.ia Fatrn Birr~au, her client and the ~ctualpart~rto: 
the case_.. ·A.:cco~itig tp-Ms~ CQ~; R~_onqept w~s. "adamant'' that Ms. Conlon sign t4e Release; 
B.ased. on that insistence, and -µnawareofthe.exis.tence ofthe Laws'\lit Qi .Mi •. Brown"s­
i:-epres,entation of M~. Conl-01¼ Ms. :¢ohn sent t!J.~.1¼-el~s<: to M$, -CQrifp_:n foifn;er tQ sign~. Ms. 
Conlon url:Otme.d Ms; :Colutpf th~ ~xi.st~~ -or $.e LllWStri~ ~d sou,g~t the .~4-vj~ q_f MrJJro~ 
who told her n9t,-tp ~jgnjt a$ _it would'. baf lier from-pµrsuing h~r .claims in, the L~wsujt. · She 
fgHQw.ed tl,la:t adv:kre amirefused to $ign 'it-

10. At no ,:tilneduring·theoolll$e orthe·ev:~nts desorlbed inpanigraphs'7-9 ~boye .did 
~ondent ptbvicfo the· Release to Mr. 'BFOWll or-~th~rwi~e notify: 4im of his efforts tQ ~v~_.?vts. 
C<;m1on exe~µte.'tg:ef Rel~~-; 

11. Re!:!p·(;i_ndeµt.~ r~pe;tted,ty -~s~rted hi$ oelj~.f that M~. <';onlo-nw.as llie:plaj;n,tiff.il:i the 
,sµl)r~g~9ri,. ~e and repres~ted by 'Ms. C,p-4D-,. qut has also a~knowledgetl. that his fai1:ure1G. 
-ooders~d the-~wre.qf ihe subro~tion clls~ ~d Ms, donloii's status as ~ urirtj?reS'.ehted non­
patty m that proceeding .oould,:be the result ~fhis· lack of experience handling civil matte~. as his 
:practice is predommantly-in th~ ~ .,of ciimin~·defense. .. 

-2•.rfreLawsuit,remained a'Ctive until ft was .settled in the S1HDme.i ofZ019. 
3• Ms. C6hn. say.s she sent· tbe-Re1east to, Ms; /Conlon o_niy 1:>e'~.l!S~ Mr.. Hb¢ker·w.as ~P .a4am~t that'sll.e <IQ S9r•&M 
would have refused. had she be.en awar-e of:the t:,$ist~nce· of-tl)e L,awsuit 



II. NATUR:EOFMiSCONDUCT 

Such CGnqUct' "by R~o.11dent cq-9~ti'tu1e.$ wscondtlct ·in viplation of't}l~ followir,J.g_ 

pJ'9\'isf9ns ~ftbe Rules .. of Professioruil C'Onduct: 

Rule l. 1 Cortipetenee_ 

A I1:1;wy~rthaII:pr<>.vi~e COlilpetent representati.Qn.to a client Competeiitrepresentalion requires 
the l~gal.~owleqge, $:kill, lhor6Ughness: and·preparatron reasonabty necessary, for the 
~pr~.entati:on. 

RULEA.2. ·¢0f!im(lnlcatl~n:Wi'tll' f-ets<>.:ns ll~pte~ented :a,y :C9.~el 

fn rep.rysenting a client, a lawyer-shall not communicate about the stibject--ofthe­
tej:>reserttatiob. With a person the:tawytr kn:o~ fQ b~repr~sented \;y another lawyei:·in 
the matt~F. iml~· the iawyer·has. t.h~ consenfof th~ other lawy-ed,r is-authorized.by 
l~w tQ 4o ~.q. 

(a) viofate or attempt to violate th~ R.we.s of Pl'Qfessional Conduct, knowmgly· assist pr 
induce anbtlier to do so. or do· so tbfoug}): the ~ts pfanot4er; · · 

III. PROPOSED DISPOSITlQN 
. . • .¢ 

Accotdfugl:y,_ SenforAssistant B:ar 0Qu.n:sel,an4 lt~spond.ent t~4er w ~ :s.ubcq~ttee 9( 

tilt Seeon.d District Coµnnittee, SecQ:,on II.for its approv.a.Lthe agreed disposition of a Pubitc 

R~primand without Temis. 

Jtthe·llgr~ecl 4i,sposition is approvedr_the Clerk of ilie Discipfultu-y Syste.m shall as.~~~s 

costs •. 

_'tf.IE VlRQlN.IA S'rA TE BAR 
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