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SUMMARY

The Iowa Supreme Court reviewed disciplinary charges against attorney Tarek A. Khowassah arising
from public intoxication and operating while intoxicated convictions. The court found that the conduct
violated Iowa Rule of Professional Conduct 32:8.4(b), considering it part of a pattern of alcohol-
related criminal conduct that adversely reflected on his fitness to practice law. The court indefinitely
suspended Khowassah’s license, barring reinstatement for six months and requiring medical
documentation of sobriety and fitness to practice.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Khowassah's public intoxication and OWI, second offense, constituted a violation of Iowa Rule
of Professional Conduct 32:8.4(b).

2. Whether the appropriate sanction was a one-year suspension, a thirty-day suspension, or an indefinite
suspension with conditions for reinstatement.

HOLDINGS

1. Khowassah's public intoxication and OWI, second offense, were part of a pattern of criminal conduct
related to alcohol abuse and reflected adversely on his fitness to practice law, violating Iowa Rule of
Professional Conduct 32:8.4(b).

2. The appropriate sanction was an indefinite suspension from the practice of law, with no possibility of
reinstatement for six months, subject to proof of compliance with suspension requirements and medical
documentation of sobriety and fitness to practice.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“There must be some rational connection other than the criminality of the act between the conduct and the
actor’s fitness to practice law.” (at 4)

“The stipulated facts and record establish a pattern of criminal conduct that reflects adversely on
Khowassah’s fitness to practice law.” (at 5)

“Considering all relevant factors, we conclude Khowassah’s conduct in this matter warrants an indefinite
suspension from the practice of law with no possibility of reinstatement for a period of six months.” (at 8)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Khowassah, an Iowa attorney, was involved in two alcohol-related incidents in June 2014. He pleaded guilty to
public intoxication after intervening in a police encounter and later pleaded guilty to OWI, second offense, after
police found him intoxicated and sleeping in the driver's seat of a running vehicle. He had previously received
discipline related to OWI conduct, including a three-month suspension, and committed the new offenses less
than four months after reinstatement.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Iowa Supreme Court Attorney Disciplinary Board charged Khowassah with violating Iowa Rule of
Professional Conduct 32:8.4(b) based on public intoxication and OWI-related criminal conduct. Khowassah
stipulated to the violation, and the Grievance Commission found a violation and recommended a one-year
suspension, along with medical documentation requirements for reinstatement. On de novo review, the Iowa



Supreme Court found a violation and imposed an indefinite suspension with no possibility of reinstatement for
six months.
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