
District of Columbia Court of Appeals 

Board of Professional Responsibility 

In the Matter of  Disciplinary Docket # 2023-D055 

Kevin J. McCants, Esquire 

I deny any misconduct or making any false statements to the US District 

Court of Maryland.  It is my position that the charges are brought by ADC Traci 

Tait to harass me and to attempt to “publicly reprimand” me likely because I 

partially exposed her decade long mistreatment of me in the specification of 

charges which were dismissed by the Board and Ad Hoc Committee earlier this 

year.  Here within, I will detail other instances in which ADC Tait attempted to 

unfairly bring discipline charges against me. 

In the instant charges, ADC Tait was “in the loop” throughout the entire 

application reaction process starting in March, 2023 and she did not bring the 

charges until after the US District Court in Maryland committee considered the 

context, history of communications between me and the admissions and discipline 

committee and the federal court of Maryland exonerating me for making the “exact 

same statement” that ADC Tait initiated charges for after the US district court in 

Maryland found NO wrongdoing on my part.  What Ms. Tait did was ignore the 
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investigation by the federal court committee on admissions and discipline, and 

brought the charges at issue.   

I formally deny any violations of Maryland Rules of Professional Conduct 

just like the federal court in Maryland found.  In addition, I will expose herein 

other times when ADC Tait made false and misleading statements in an attempt to 

cause me to be disciplined by this Court. 

First, on March 20, 2023, (Exhibit 1) is a letter from the federal court in 

Maryland indicating concern that I wrote in the  application for reaction that I 

wrote I had no prior discipline.   

Second, o April 5, 2023 (Exhibit 2) I emailed the US federal court in 

Maryland explaining why I wrote I had not been disciplined.  In short, I was 

addressing the fact that no prior discipline which I had already discussed with the 

Maryland federal committee had ever cause a lapse in me being able to practice 

law and that the chairperson of the same committee for that court was Judge Paula 

Xinis who had written me about the 2 disciplines and the Court’s concern about it, 

Third, on July 11,  2023 (Exhibit 3), the committee on admissions and 

discipline CHAIRED BY US FEDERAL JUDGE PAULA XINIS, wrote me back 

saying the committee approved my application and were reacting my membership 

to that Court. 



 Fourth, I called ADC Tait and told her the MD court had dropped the 

charges, and she ignored their entire investigation and brought these charges. 

 Fifth, ADC Tait tried to get a client Jerimah Bryant to continue a 

complaint that he explained clearly to her was a “misunderstanding” and he wanted 

dropped.  She then wrote him and asked him to please “don’t throw away” her 

letter and that they could publicly discipline me.  He was so upset he wanted to 

speak to her boss.  In another situation, when I had a disagreement with a lawyer 

name Greg Copeland who had pro hac into a DC case and I told him as a pro hac 

he needs to get a “substitute” local counsel and I couldn’t just “withdraw” from the 

federal case he wrote a complaint.  I wrote ADC Tait saying that Copeland has no 

character and I have an audiotape of him asking me to lie to a federal judge in DC 

that I didn’t have a “stand-in” for a status hearing which wasn’t true, ADC Tait said 

she didn’t care about any audio tape because she has “jurisdiction over me.”   

All of the forgiven statements are made under the penalty of perjury. 

       Respectfully, 

       /s/Kevin J. McCants 

  












