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SUBCOMMITTEE DETERMINATION
(PUBLIC REPRIMAND WITHOUT TERMS)
On April 12, 2018, a meeting was held in this matter before a duly convened First District
Subcommittee consisting of Nicole A. Belote, Esq., chair, Brian D. Lytle, Esq., and Walter P.
Nullet, lay member. During the meeting, the Subcommittee voted to approve an agreed
disposition for a PUBLIC Reprimand without Terms pursuant to Part 6, § IV, ,r 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 Christine Corey, Assistant Bar Counsel, and Christopher Paul Reagan, Respondent,
prose.
WHEREFORE, the First District Subcommittee of the Virginia State Bar hereby serves
upon Respondent the following PUBLIC Reprimand without Terms:

L. FINDINGS OF FACT
1. At all relevant times, Respondent was licensed to practice law in the Commonwealth of
Virginia.
2. Respondent was appointed to represent Antoine M. Branch (Complainant) in April 2016
regarding a charge of violating probation.
3. Complainant was convicted of the charge and sentenced on September 9, 2016.
Complainant asked Respondent to file an appeal right after the sentencing.
Respondent did not speak with Complainant after his sentencing.
4. Later in September 2016, Complainant wrote to Respondent and asked him to file a
motion for reconsideration. Complainant told the Virginia State Bar (VSB)
investigator that he had taken part in several programs that he wanted brought to the
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court's attention. Complainant's wife also called Respondent's office to tell
Respondent that Complainant wanted him to file a motion for reconsideration.
5. Complainant told the VSB investigator that he never heard from Respondent regarding
his request for reconsideration. On September 23, 2016, Complainant wrote to the
Newport News Circuit Court and advised that he wanted the court to reconsider his
sentence and that he had also written his attorney asking him to file a motion for
reconsideration. The Newport News Circuit Court sent a copy of the letter to
Respondent on September 29, 2016.
6. Respondent filed an appeal with the Court of Appeals dated September 30, 2016. The
record of proceedings was received by the Court of Appeals on November 14, 2016.
7. Complainant wrote to the Newport News Circuit Court on November 26, 2016, and
advised Judge Sugg that he had consistently written Respondent letters to "express
how I would like to proceed after sentencing" and that he requested Respondent to
file a motion for reconsideration. Complainant stated in the letter that Respondent did
not file the motion, nor did he respond to any of the letters. Complainant asked that a
new attorney to be appointed.
8. Judge Sugg wrote back to Complainant in a letter dated December 2, 2016, and let him
know that he could not consider the motion for reconsideration because he did not
have jurisdiction because the case was on appeal. Complainant's letter to the court
and Judge Sugg's response were copied to Respondent.
9. On December 7, 2016, Judge Sugg's assistant wrote to Respondent and advised him that
on December 5, 2016, Complainant filed a Motion to Reopen/Motion to
Rehear/Motion for New Trial and she provided copies to Respondent.
10. Complainant wrote to the Court of Appeals on December 30, 2016, and asked for a new
attorney because Respondent would not respond to him.
11. The Court of Appeals denied his request in an opinion dated January 6, 2017.
12. Complainant again wrote a letter to the Court of Appeals in January 2017, which was
received by the Court on January 30, 2017. In his letter, Complainant asked that his
appeal be dismissed because the Court of Appeals would not replace Respondent and
Respondent never filed a brief. Complainant stated in his letter that he had "no option
that I am aware of to get any relief or relief of counsel."
13. On February 6, 2017, the Court of Appeals entered an order dismissing the appeal
because no petition for appeal was filed by Respondent.
14. Respondent acknowledged to the VSB investigator that he knew that Complainant
wanted him to file a motion for reconsideration. Respondent said he told
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Complainant that he could not file a motion for reconsideration while the case was on
appeal.
15. Complainant told the VSB investigator that Respondent never told him that he could not
file a motion for reconsideration. Complainant advised that Respondent visited him
in the Newport News jail in February 2017, and Respondent told Complainant that he
would pursue the motion for reconsideration and would "make it right."
16. Respondent told the VSB investigator that his goal in a motion for reconsideration would
have been to bring to the attention of the judge the fact that Complainant took various
courses in jail and possibly the judge might allow him to finish his time on weekends.
However, Respondent told the investigator that he took no action on Complainant's
request to file a motion for reconsideration.
17. The VSB investigator asked Respondent if he considered withdrawing the appeal and
filing the motion for reconsideration as requested by Complainant. Respondent told
the investigator that he did consider it, but he did not do so because he saw that
Complainant had filed a motion for reconsideration.
18. When the VSB investigator asked the Respondent why he did not file the petition for
appeal, Respondent told the investigator that Complainant would have been released
from custody before the petition was acted on by the Court of Appeals.
19. When the VSB Intake department sent correspondence to Respondent on January 24,
2017, asking him to communicate with Complainant, answer his questions, and
provide a copy of the communications to the VSB, Respondent did not respond.
20. When the VSB Intake department sent correspondence to Respondent on February 6,
2017, asking Respondent to notify the VSB what action he took regarding the January
24, 2017 letter, Respondent replied with an email stating that he would send a
response to Complainant regarding his concerns, but he did not provide any
documentation that any response was sent to Complainant.
21. When a formal case was opened and Respondent received the complaint from the
undersigned Assistant Bar Counsel requesting that he respond to the complaint,
Respondent failed to respond.

II. NATURE OF MISCONDUCT
Such conduct by Respondent constitutes misconduct in violation of the following provisions
of the Rules of Professional Conduct:
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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 1.3

Diligence

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

RULEl.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.

III. 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 Christopher Paul Reagan is
hereby so reprimanded. Pursuant to Part 6, § IV, ,r 13-9.E of the Rules of the Supreme Court of
Virginia, the Clerk of the Disciplinary System shall assess costs.

FIRST DISTRICT SUBCOMMITTEE
OF THE VIRGINIA STATE BAR

Subcommittee Chair
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

ao

9,

I certify that on
O
a true and complete copy of the Subcommittee
Determination (PUBLIC Re .1mand without Terms) was sent by certified mail to Christopher
Paul Reagan, Respondent, at Christopher P. Reagan, P.C., 741 J. Clyde Morris Blvd., Newport
News, VA 23601, Respondent's last address of record with the Virginia State Bar.

~ J U C1ov_,1t
Christine CoreY
Assistant Bar Counsel
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