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TULLA‘HOMA LAWYER CENSURED

On April 28, 2011, Robert Thomas Carter, an attorney licensed to practice law in Tennessee, received a

Public Censure from the Board of Professional Responsibility of the Tennessee Supreme Court.

Mr. Carter appealed a client’s sentence in a criminal case. The Court of Criminal Appeals affirmed the

client’s sentence based upon Mr. Carter’s failure to include the sentencing hearing transcript. Mr. Carter failed

to advise his client of the necessity of having a court reporter present for the sentencing hearing. Mr. Carter’s

actions violated Rules of Professional Conduct 1.1 (competence), 1.3 (diligence), 1.4 (communication and 8.4

(misconduct).
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BPR #013185, Respondent

A11 Attorney Lic'ensed and

Admitted to the Practice of .

Law in Tennessee

(Coffee County)_

PUBLIC CENSURE

 

The above oompiaintwas filed against Robeit Thomas (loner, an attorney licensedto pfiaciice

law in Tennessee, alleging certain acts ofmisconduct. liursuantto Supreme Court Rule 9, theihatd

of Professional Responsibility consideied'fliese matters at its meeting on March 11, 2011.

The Respondent represented the Complainant in State v. Watson. The Complainant was

sentenced and The Respondentappealed the Complainant’s sentence ofconcurrent sentences ofeiglit

(3) years, with One Hundred Twenty (120) days in confinement and the remainder scored on

community correotions By Order filed 11115113 2010 the Court of Criminal Appeals nffitmed the

Complainant’s sentence based upon-ills Itssmnclent’ s failure to include the sentenenig healing

transcript causing the Court of Ciiminai Appeals to be unable to determine whether the trial court

, considered the moccasin-5.; sentencing principles. The Resp(indent failed to advise the Complainant of

the necessity ofhaving EL bourt Reportet present for the Complainant’s sentencing hearing.I

Bythe above acts, 111113: Respondent violated Rules ofProfessional Conduct 1.1(oompetence),



1.3 (dfligcncc), 1.4 (communication) and 8.4(a) (misconduct).
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