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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of New Hampshire disbarred Craig N. Salomon after finding clear and convincing
evidence that he violated multiple Rules of Professional Conduct in two unrelated matters. The
misconduct involved conflicts of interest, unsupported foreclosure proceedings, false statements,
assisting a violation of a federal injunction, mishandling escrowed funds, and related dishonesty. The

opinion addresses the rule violations and the appropriate disciplinary sanction.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1.

2.

3.

Whether clear and convincing evidence supported the Professional Conduct Committee’s findings that

Salomon violated Rules 1.7, 3.1, 4.1, and 8.4 in the Haase matter.

Whether clear and convincing evidence supported the findings that Salomon violated Rules 1.2, 1.4,
1.15, 3.4, and 8.4 in the Florida matter.

What sanction was appropriate given the respondent’s duties, mental state, actual or potential injury, and

aggravating and mitigating circumstances.

HOLDINGS

1.

L0.

Salomon violated Rule 1.7 by representing Fogg, who sought to maximize the sale price of the property,
while representing Pan American Fund, which had an interest in acquiring the property at the lowest

possible price, and by allowing his personal interest in obtaining fees to limit his representation.

. Salomon violated Rule 3.1 by initiating foreclosure proceedings against Mr. Fogg and demanding an

excessive payoff without a legal or factual basis.

. Salomon violated Rule 4.1 by knowingly making materially false representations concerning the

existence and enforceability of a $22,350 mortgage and by issuing a foreclosure demand for $47,891.13

without legal or factual support.

. Because the evidence established violations of multiple professional-conduct rules, including Rule 4.1,

Salomon also violated Rule 8.4(a) and (c).

. Salomon violated Rule 1.2(d) by knowingly assisting Wood in conduct that violated the federal court’s

preliminary injunction.

. Salomon violated Rule 1.4(a)(5) by failing to consult with Blackport or its representatives about the

injunction’s limitations on his conduct.

. Salomon violated Rule 1.15 by failing to notify HPC of its interest in the sale proceeds and by

disbursing disputed funds rather than keeping them separate until the competing claims were resolved.

. Salomon violated Rule 3.4(c) by knowingly disobeying the federal court’s preliminary injunction and

assisting Wood to violate it.

. Salomon violated Rule 8.4(a) and (c) by violating the Rules of Professional Conduct and engaging in

dishonest, fraudulent, deceitful, or misrepresentative conduct.

Disbarment was the appropriate sanction because Salomon knowingly committed multiple serious
violations involving conflicts, dishonesty, disregard of a court order, and injury to clients, third parties,

the legal system, and the profession, and the aggravating factors substantially outweighed mitigation.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The privilege of practicing law does not come without the concomitant responsibility of truth, candor and

honesty. Because no single transgression reflects more negatively on the legal profession than a lie, attorney



misconduct involving dishonesty justifies disbarment.” (12)

“Disbarment is necessary to protect the public and preserve the integrity of the legal profession when, as in
this case, an attorney allows his personal interests to take precedence over his duty of loyalty to his clients.”
(13)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

In the Haase matter, Salomon represented Deborah Fogg in connection with marital-property and mortgage
issues while also pursuing financial interests involving Pan American Fund, a prospective purchaser or mortgage
holder. He asserted an unsupported $22,350 mortgage interest, initiated foreclosure proceedings demanding
$47,891.13, and made related representations despite lacking a legal or factual basis for the demand. In the
Florida matter, Salomon knowingly assisted in the sale of Idaho property despite a federal injunction restricting
Wood’s actions concerning the property, failed to notify the property owner, and disbursed sale proceeds—
including attorney’s fees—at Wood’s direction. The conduct caused injury to clients, third parties, the legal
system, and the legal profession.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Attorney Discipline Office investigated two complaints concerning Craig N. Salomon. After a hearing, a
panel found numerous violations of the New Hampshire Rules of Professional Conduct, and the Professional
Conduct Committee agreed and recommended disbarment. The Supreme Court reviewed the sufficiency of the
evidence and the sanction, deferred to supported factual findings, independently determined whether violations
occurred, and ordered disbarment.
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