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SUMMARY

The Iowa Supreme Court held that Alan L. Bernard violated Iowa's professional responsibility rules
through methamphetamine-related criminal conduct, neglect of client matters, and a false statement to
the disciplinary board. The court suspended his law license indefinitely, with no possibility of
reinstatement for one year, and taxed the costs to him.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Bernard violated the Iowa Code of Professional Responsibility by possessing
methamphetamine, neglecting client matters, and making a false statement to the Board.

2. Whether Bernard's drug and alcohol addiction or state of denial excused his false statement and other
professional misconduct.

3. What discipline was appropriate in light of the nature of the violations and the aggravating and
mitigating circumstances.

HOLDINGS

1. Bernard violated the Code of Professional Responsibility by committing criminal acts involving
methamphetamine, neglecting client matters through late and missed court appearances, and making a
false statement to the Board.

2. Bernard's drug and alcohol addiction and his claimed state of denial did not excuse his false statement to
the Board.

3. An indefinite suspension of Bernard's license to practice law, with no possibility of reinstatement for one
year, was appropriate.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We review attorney disciplinary proceedings de novo.” (at 375)

“Notwithstanding, "there is no standard discipline for a particular type of attorney misconduct."” (at 376)

“We suspend Bernard's license to practice law indefinitely with no possibility of reinstatement for one year.”
(at 376)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Bernard, an Iowa lawyer primarily practicing criminal defense, developed addictions to alcohol and
methamphetamine and became tardy for or failed to appear at court proceedings. After the Board notified him of
a neglect complaint, he falsely denied having a current or past methamphetamine-abuse problem; he later
pleaded guilty to two counts of possession of methamphetamine. Bernard admitted the misconduct, completed
drug and alcohol treatment, attended Alcoholics Anonymous, and maintained sobriety.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Grievance Commission found that Bernard violated the Iowa Code of Professional Responsibility by
committing a criminal act involving methamphetamine, making a false statement to the Board, and neglecting
client matters. The Commission recommended a one-year suspension. The Supreme Court of Iowa reviewed the
proceeding de novo, agreed that the violations occurred, and imposed an indefinite suspension with no
possibility of reinstatement for one year.
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