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STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA
At a Regular Term of the Supreme Court of Appeals continued. and held at
Charleston, Kanawha County, on the 9 of March, 2005, the following order was made |
and entered: _
Lawyer Disciplinary Board, Complainant
vs.) No. 31799
Reggie R. Bailey, a member of The West
Virginia State Bar, Respondent
On a former day, to-wit, J‘anuary' 11, 2065, came the Hearing Panel Sublcommi'tt'eé |
of the Lawyer Disciplinary Board, by John W. Bennett, its chairperson, pursuant to Rule
3.10 of the Rules of Lawyer Disciplinary Procedure, and presented to the Court its written
recommended disposition in this matter, stipulated and agreed to by the parties,
recommending that: (1) the respondent be reprimanded; (2) the respondent be ordered to
undergo one year of supervised practice. The Supervisor would be nominated by
respondent and approved by the Office of Disciplinary Counsel with a written agreement
between the supervisor, respondent and the Office of Disciplinary Counsel; | (3) the
respondent meet with Mr. Stout by nd later than November 23, 2004 to dete_rminé whether
the attorney-client relationship will continue; (4) the respondent properly withdraw from
Mr. Stout’s post-cbnviction proceedings or perfect the filing of the amended writ of habeas
c01;pus on his behalf no later than January 18, 2005; (5) the respondent maintain legal
malpractice insurance or provide written notice of good cause to the Office of Disciplinary

Counsel if this cannot be complied with; (6) the respondent properly file a written verified

response to the outstanding' ethics complaint in Nutter v. Bailey (ID No. 04-03-262); (7)
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the respondent be ordered to complete an additional ten hours of continuing lega} educatién
iﬁ the area of legal ethics and office management, beyond respondent’s current
requirements, or, in the alternative, that he take and successfully complete such other |
business and/or office management class as approved by the Office of Disciplinary -
Counsel; (8) the respondent agree that willfull failure rto fully and timely respondent to
ethics compléints during his one yéar of supervised pr&c,tice will result in a motion seeking
respondent’s immediate ninety day suspension from the practice of law by the Office of
Disciplinary Counsel to the West Virginia Supreme Court -of Appeals; and (9) the
respondent be ordered to reimburse the Lawyer Discipllinary Board the costs of these
proceedings in the amount of $713.35 within one year of receipt of this order.

Upon consideration whereof, the Court is of opinion to and doth hereby adopt the
stipulated written recommended disposition of the Hearing Pahel Subconunittee of the
Lawyer Disciplinary Board with the exception that recommendations No. 3 and 4 are moot
in light of circuif court’s February 24, 2005 order. It is therefore ordered that: (1) the
respondent be, and he hereby is, reprimanded; (2) the respondent shall undergo one year -
of supervised practice. The Supervisor to be nominated by respondent and approved by
the Office of Disciplinary Counsel with a written agreement between the supervisor,
respondent and the Office of Disciplinary Counsel; (3) the respondent shall maintain legal
malpractice insurance or provide written notice of good cause to the Office of Disqiplﬁary
Counsel if this cannot be complied with; (4) the respondent shall properly file a written
veriﬁed response to the outstanding ethics complaint in Nutter v. Bailey (ID No. 04-03-

262); (S) the respondent shall complete an additional ten hours of continuing legal




education in the area of legal ethics and office management, beyond respondent’s cﬁlrf.ent.- |
requirements, or, in the alternative, take and successfully complete such other busmess
and/or office management class as approved by the Office of D1301p11nary Counsel (6) the
respondent agrees that willful fallure to fully and timely respondent to ethics Complamts g
during his one year of supervised practice will result in a motion seeking respondent’s
immediate ninety day suspension. from the practice of law by the Office of Discipli'nary
Counsel to the West Virginia Supreme Court of Apﬁeals; and (7) the réspondent is ordered
to reimbﬁrée the Lawyer Disciplinary Board the ébsts of .these procéeding_s in the amount

of $713.35 within one yearr of receipt of thi-s order..

Service of an attested copy of this order shall constitute sufficient notice of its
contents.
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