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BEFORE THE THIRD DISTRICT, SECTION II SUBCOMMITTEE
OF THE VIRGINIA STATE BAR

IN THE MATTER OF
Melvin Lorenzo Todd, Jr.

VSB Docket No. 17-032-107501

SUBCOMMITTEE DETERMINATION
PUBLIC REPRIMAND WITHOUT TERMS
On May 16, 2018, a meeting was held in this matter before a duly convened Third
District, Section II Subcommittee consisting of Rowland Braxton Hill, IV, John Nicoll, and
Alexander Nathan Simon. 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 Laura Ann Boo berg, Assistant Bar Counsel, and Melvin Lorenzo Todd, Jr.,
Respondent, and Elliott Purcell Park, Esquire, counsel for Respondent.
WHEREFORE, the Third District, Section II Subcommittee of the Virginia State Bar
hereby serves upon Respondent the following Public Reprimand without Terms:
FINDINGS OFFACT

1.

At all times relevant hereto, Respondent has been a member in good standing of the
Virginia State Bar, ("VSB").

2.

In November 2013, Respondent was court appointed to represent Complainant at a

criminal sentencing hearing.
3.

On January 21, 2016, Complainant contacted the VSB complaining that he requested
his file from Respondent and did not receive an answer.

4.

In response, on February 25, 2016, Respondent wrote to Complainant, enclosing a

copy of his file, and stated:

As you should know, the City of Richmond Circuit Court granted
the Writ of Habeas Corpus. The court awarded you the ability to
take a delayed appeal on this matter and the court should have
appointed an attorney to represent you during that process. As of
now I do not have any transcripts. If the court has not yet
appointed an attorney, I would be happy to file a delayed appeal on
your behalf, but I would need your written authorization as soon as
possible.
5.

That same day, Respondent responded to VSB Intake Counsel, informing him that he
had contacted Complainant and offered to file his delayed appeal.

6.

By letter dated March 3, 2016, Complainant replied, "In response to your letter dated
February 25, 2016 in which you stated that you would be happy to prosecute a
delayed appeal on my behalf, I am requesting that you prosecute said appeal. .. "

7.

On March 17, 2016, Todd sent a letter to the VSB stating, "As I stated to Mr. Young
in my February 25, 2016 letter, that I would pursue a delayed appeal on his behalf, if
he would like me to do so. I received a letter from Mr. Young [Complainant] on
March 10 requesting that I pursue a delayed appeal, which I intend to do."

8.

Respondent told neither the VSB nor Complainant that he did not intend to act on the
appeal unless he was appointed as counsel by the court.

9.

On October 17, 2016, Complainant filed this complaint alleging that Respondent
failed to file a delayed appeal and would not respond to his letters.

10.

On November 9, 2016, prior to filing his response, Respondent contacted the court
and was appointed to represent Complainant in the delayed appeal. Respondent
pursued the appeal in a timely manner and continued to represent Complainant.

11.

In his December 5, 2016 response to the bar complaint, Respondent, by counsel,
denied that he agreed to pursue a delayed appeal for Complainant.

12.

Respondent admitted that he did not contact Complainant between March 10, 2016,
when he received the letter in which Complainant accepted his offer to pursue the
delayed appeal, and November 9 2016. Respondent contended that he had no
obligation to respond to Complainant until he was counsel ofrecord.
I.

NATURE OF MISCONDUCT

Such conduct by Respondent constitutes misconduct in violation of the following
provisions of the Rules of Professional Conduct:
RULE 1.3

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

RULE 1.4

(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.
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.

I.

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 Melvin Lorenzo Todd, Jr. 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.

THIRD DISTRICT, SECTION II SUBCOMMITTEE
OF THE VIRGINIA STATE BAR

By: _
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~_
- /_:Rowland Braxton Hill, IV
Subcommittee Chair

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING
I certify that on M~ ~ I l 2o l '8 , a true and complete copy of the Subcommittee
Determination (Public Reprimand without Terms) was sent by certified mail to Melvin Lorenzo
Todd, Jr., Respondent, at 2020 A E Franklin Street, Richmond VA 23223, Respondent's last
address of record with the Virginia State Bar, and by first class mail, postage prepaid to Elliott
Purcell Park, counsel for Respondent, at Park Haley LLP, 1011 E Main St, Ste 300, Richmond,
VA23219-3537 .

Laura Ann Boo berg
Assistant Bar Counsel
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VIRGINIA:
BEFORE THE THIRD DISTRICT, SECTION II SUBCOMMITTEE
OF THE VIRGINIA STATE BAR
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VSB Docket No. 17-032-107501

AGREED DISPOSITION
PUBLIC REPRIMAND WITHOUT TERMS
Pursuant to the Rules ofthe Supreme Court ofVirginia, Part 6, § IV, 113-15.B.4, the
Virginia State Bar, by Laura Ann Booberg, Assistant Bar Counsel, and Melvin Lorenzo Todd,
Jr., Respondent, and Elliott Purcell Park, Esquire, counsel for Respondent, hereby enter into the
following agreed disposition arising out of the referenced matter.
I.

STIPULATIONS OF FACT

1.

At all times relevant hereto, Respondent has been a member in good standing of the
Virginia State Bar, ("VSB").

2.

In November 2013, Respondent was court appointed to represent Complainant at a
criminal sentencing hearing.

3.

On January 21, 2016, Complainant contacted the VSB complaining that he requested
his file from Respondent and did not receive an answer.

4.

In response, on February 25, 2016, Respondent wrote to Complainant, enclosing a
copy of his file, and stated:
As you should know, the City of Richmond Circuit Court granted
the Writ of Habeas Corpus. The court awarded you the ability to
take a delayed appeal on this matter and the court should have
appointed an attorney to represent you during that process. As of
now I do not have any transcripts. If the court has not yet
appointed an attorney, I would be happy to file a delayed appeal on
your behalf, but I would need your written authorization as soon as
possible.

5.

That same day, Respondent responded to VSB Intake Counsel, informing him that he
had contacted Complainant and offered to file his delayed appeal.

6.

By letter dated March 3, 2016, Complainant replied, "In response to your letter dated
February 25, 2016 in which you stated that you would be happy to prosecute a
delayed appeal on my behalf, I am requesting that you prosecute said appeal ... "

7.

On March 17, 2016, Todd sent a letter to the VSB stating, "As I stated to Mr. Young
in my February 25, 2016 letter, that I would pursue a delayed appeal on his behalf, if
he would like me to do so. I received a letter :from Mr. Young [Complainant] on
March 10 requesting that I pursue a delayed appeal, which I intend to do."

8.

Respondent told neither the VSB nor Complainant that he did not intend to act on the
appeal unless he was appointed as counsel by the court.

9.

On October 17, 2016, Complainant filed this complaint alleging that Respondent
failed to file a delayed appeal and would not respond to his letters.

10.

On November 9, 2016, prior to filing his response, Respondent contacted the court
and was appointed to represent Complainant in the delayed appeal. Respondent
pursued the appeal in a timely manner and continued to represent Complainant.

11.

In his December 5, 2016 response to the bar complaint, Respondent, by counsel,
denied that he agreed to pursue a delayed appeal for Complainant.

12.

Respondent admitted that he did not contact Complainant between March 10, 2016,
when he received the letter in which Complainant accepted his offer to pursue the
delayed appeal, and November 9 2016. Respondent contended that he had no
obligation to respond to Complainant until he was counsel of record.
II.

NATURE OF MISCONDUCT

Such conduct by Respondent constitutes misconduct in violation of the following
provisions of the Rules of Professional Conduct:
RULE 1.3

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

RULE 1.4

(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.
Communication
(a) A lawyer shall keep a client reasonably informed about the status of a
matter and promptly comply with reasonable requests for information.
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(b) A lawyer shall explain a matter to the extent reasonably necessary to
permit the client to make informed decisions regarding the representation.
III.

PROPOSED DISPOSITION

Accordingly, Assistant Bar Counsel and Respondent tender to a subcommittee of the
Third District, Section II Committee for its approval the agreed disposition of a Public
Reprimand without Terms as representing an appropriate sanction if this matter were to be heard
through an evidentiary hearing by the Third District, Section II Committee.

If the agreed disposition is approved, the Clerk of the Disciplinary System shall assess an
administrative fee.
Pursuant to Part 6, § IV,

,r 13-30.B of the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia,

Respondent's prior disciplinary record shall be furnished to the subcommittee considering this
agreed disposition.

THE VIRGINIA STATE BAR

~ oo€go<l-7
Assistant Bar Counsel

urcell Park
nsel for Respondent
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