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SUBCOMMITTEE DETERMINATION
PUBLIC REPRIMAND WITHOUT TERMS

On 7 May, 2019 a meeting was held in this matter before a duly convened Sixth District
Subcommittee consisting of Edward Lacey Chamber, Jr., Chair, James Hula Hudson, III,
Member, and Teresa Bowen McNally, Chair. During the meeting, the Subcommittee voted to
approve an agreed disposition for a Public Reprimand without Terms pursuant to Part 6, § IV, 1
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 Prescott L. Prince, Assistant Bar Counsel, and Christopher
Matthew Reyes, Respondent, pro se.
WHEREFORE, the Sixth District Subcommittee of the Virginia State Bar hereby serves
upon Respondent the following Public Reprimand without Terms:
FINDINGS OF FACT

1.
At all times relevant hereto, Christopher Matthew Reyes ("Respondent"), has
been an attorney licensed to practice law in the Commonwealth of Virginia.
2.
Respondent was appointed to pursue the appeal of Robert Oatis after the initial
attorney (T**** C****) initially missed a deadline. T**** C**** petitioned the Court of
Appeals for permission to file a late appeal and further petitioned the Court of Appeals for
permission to withdraw as counsel.
3.
On 8 June 2018, the Court of Appeals entered an Order granting permission to file
a late appeal, granted T**** C**** permission to withdraw as counsel, and directed the trial
court to appoint substitute counsel. The Order also provided that a replacement Notice of
Appeal needed to be filed within 30 days after the entry of that Order.

4.
On 15 June 2018, the trial court appointed Respondent as substitute appellate
counsel for Mr. Oatis.
5.
Respondent accepted the appointment as substitute counsel, but he failed to take
proper action to determine the steps that he needed to take to maintain the appeal. He did not
immediately request the file from T* *** C* *** or the trial court, and he did not review the 8
June 2018 Order that granted permission to file a late appeal and directed that a replacement
Notice Appeal be filed within 30 days of the entry of the Order. Respondent failed to file a
new Notice of Appeal, as specified by the Court of Appeals Order.
6.
Respondent requested a copy of the file from the trial court in July 2018. When
he received and reviewed the file, which included the 8 June 2018 Order from the Court of
Appeals, he realized that the time period for the filing of the Petition of Appeal had already
expired.
7.
After discovering that he missed the filing deadline, Respondent took no action to
attempt to reinstate the appeal. He did not notify Mr. Oatis as to the status of the case and he
made no other attempt to communicate with his client regarding the case.
8.
Thereafter, Mr. Oatis filed a bar complaint and the Virginia State Bar (VSB)
investigated the matter. In furtherance of the investigation, Respondent was informed that,
pursuant to Virginia Rule of Professional Conduct 8 .1 (c), he had a duty to comply with the
bar's lawful demands for information. Notwithstanding such notice, Respondent failed to
respond to three separate requests for information.
9.
On 28 December 2018, a VSB Investigator interviewed Respondent. Respondent
acknowledged that he had failed to respond to the letter requests for information and he
further acknowledged that he had not taken any action on the appeal. He stated, however,
that, over the following weekend, he would prepare a request to the Court of Appeals asking
that it grant another delayed appeal as the result of his failing to file a replacement Notice of
Appeal.
10.
As a follow-up to the 28 December 2018 meeting, the VSB Investigator sent
Respondent an email on 2 January 2019 and again on 8 January 2019 requesting that that he
provide the VSB with a copy of the action taken to try reinstate the matter.
11.
Respondent did not provide the requested documents to the Virginia State Bar,
but the Virginia Court of Appeals Case Management system showed that on 17 January
2019, Respondent had taken action to pursue a late appeal for his client.

II.

NATURE OF MISCONDUCT

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

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. In a
criminal case, the lawyer shall abide by the client's decision, after consultation with the
lawyer, as to a plea to be entered, whether to waive jury trial and whether the client will
testify.

Rule 1.3

Diligence

(a) A lawyer shall act with reasonable diligence and promptness in representing a client.
(b) A lawyer shall not intentionally fail to carry out a contract of employment entered into
with a client for professional services, but may withdraw as permitted under Rule 1.16.

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.

Rule 8.1

Bar Admission And Disciplinary Matters

An applicant for admission to the bar, or a lawyer already admitted to the bar, in connection with
a bar admission application, any certification required to be filed as a condition of maintaining or
renewing a license to practice law, or in connection with a disciplinary matter, shall not:
(c) fail to respond to a lawful demand for information from an admissions or disciplinary
authority, except that this Rule does not require disclosure of information otherwise
protected by Rule 1.6[.]
(d) obstruct a lawful investigation by an admissions or disciplinary authority.

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 Matthew Reyes 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.
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Bar.

Prescott L. Prince
Assistant Bar Counsel

