
 

 

 

 

IN RE:  PETER D. PREVETT 

NO. BD-2015-011 

S.J.C. Judgment of Resignation as A Disciplinary Sanction entered by Justice Hines on 
November 18, 2015.1 

 
SUMMARY2 

 

 The respondent, Peter Prevett, is an attorney duly admitted to the bar of the 
Commonwealth on June 20, 1991.  He has been on retired status in Massachusetts since 
2014.    
 
 The respondent was also admitted to practice in the State of New Hampshire.  On 
December 9, 2014, the New Hampshire Supreme Court accepted the respondent’s 
resignation from the bar in accordance with a recommendation from the New Hampshire 
Professional Conduct Committee.  The Committee had recommended acceptance of the 
respondent’s resignation on the basis of an affidavit submitted by the respondent on October 
13, 2014.  In that affidavit, the respondent acknowledged that there was clear and convincing 
evidence that he had violated New Hampshire Rule of Professional Conduct, 1.1(b)(4)-(b)(5) 
and (c)(2)-(4); 1.4(a)(2) and (b); 3.1; and 8.4(a) in connection with his representation of a 
client.   
 
 On March 3, 2015, bar counsel filed a petition for reciprocal discipline, pursuant to 
S.J.C. Rule 4:01, § 16, and the order of the New Hampshire Supreme Court.  On April 28, 
2015, an order of notice issued and was served on the respondent directing him to inform the 
Court within thirty days why the imposition of the identical discipline would not be 
warranted in Massachusetts.  The respondent received the notice and indicated that he would 
not appear at a hearing.  He did not file any response with the Court or appear at a hearing 
before the Court on November 18, 2015, about which he was duly notified.   
 
 On November 18, 2015, the Court (Hines, J.) entered a Judgment of Resignation as a 
Disciplinary Sanction.  
 

                                                 
1 The complete Order of the Court is available by contacting the Clerk of the Supreme Judicial Court for Suffolk 
County. 
 
2 Compiled by the Board of Bar Overseers based on the record filed with the Supreme Judicial Court.  


