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NORl'H CAROLINA 
". '" 

WAKE COUNTY 

. : ~ . 
• _ • • • J , __ • • 

,. ,:....---.. ' - .- --- - ---

337LJ 

BEFORE THE 
DISCIPLINARY HEARING COMMISSION 

OF THE 
NORm CAROLINA STATE BAR 

79 DHC 18 

------------------~-~~~~-~-~~~---~~--------------------------------------

THE NORl'H CAroLINA iSTATE BAR, 
, Plaintiff, 

-vs-

JEROME PAUL, Attorriey, 
Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

ORDER OF 
INVOLl.i'NTARY DISMISSAL 

(First Claim for Relief) 

------~----------------------------------------------------------

THIS CAusE corning on to be heard and being heard before the undersigned 

Hearing Committee qn Defendant's motion to dismiss the First Claim for Relief 

at the close of a11 the evidence, and it appearing to the undersigned that 

the evidence taken ~n the light most favorable to the P1aintif~ fails to 

state a claim upon ?,hich relief could be granted and therefore ,Defendqut ' s 

motion to dismiss Plaintiff's First Claim fOr Relief is hereby granted. 
! " 

This the 29th day of April, 19GO. 

I 

w~&kl 
.. ,.Hilli.am·Owe~ Cook~;~_Ch~irman 

Disciplinary "HearinS Committee 

vlarren Stack" ." 
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THE NORI'H CAROLINA STATE BAR, 
Plaintiff, 

-vs-

. JEROHE PAUL, Attorney, 
Defendant. 

- ... \ -.. 
-. r " ~ •... 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

FINDINGS Olf FACl' 
AND' 

CONq,US~S OF !AW 
(Second C:taiitt 'f6j:Relief) 

--------~---------~------~--------~---~----------~~----~~-~~---~-------~-

THIS CAtJSE carning on to ~ heard and Pein<;J heard before th,el,l!ld$:'E):j;%ed 

Hearing Committee of the Disciplinary Hearing Cammission of Th~' North 

Carolina State Bar ata regularly sohedtlled heaJ7ing h$;J..d ¢n ApJril.29, .1~80, 

in the office of The North Carolina State Bar, 208- Fayetteville $trE?~'j: 

Hall Raleigh, North Carolina, and said Hearin<;J' Cammittee bavinghearg 

the evidence and arguments and 'Contentions ,of cou,nse.l,,- make the following 

findings of fact as relate to Plaintiff's Second clciirn for Relief'; 

1. That the Plaintiff., The North Carolina State BaJ::'., . is a bQdy 

duly organized under the laws of North Carolina ahd is the pr6Per pa:tt.y 
-. -

to bring this proceemng under the .authOrity granted it in Chapt~ 84 of 

the General Statutes of North Carolina, and the Rllles and Regulations of 

The North Carolina State Bar promulgated thereunder. 

2. 'J'he Defendant, .Jerane Paul, was admitted to the' Nort:r4 CCjIolina 

State Bar in Septern}:;)er, 1968, and is and was at all ~s. referred. to 

herein, an Attorney at JAw, licensed to practice J,.aw in th~ state: of 

North Carolina, subject to the Rules, Regulations, Canons, of Ethics ·and 

Code of Professional Responsibility of The North Carolina State Bar ana 

of the laws of th~ State of Nort:;l Carol_in~~ 

3. At and duril!.g all of the t.in)es hereinafter referred:, to., the 

Defendant was actively engaged in the practice of law in theStat~ .qf 

North Carolina and m.a:4ltained a law office in the City 0;1; DurhSJU,: Pt:Jr.,h<?Jn. 

County, North Carolina-. SubsequE;:nt to the time he:i::einaft~r ref~red to, 

Defendant noved his residence to the State of ~ew York an(;l. resid~$ at 

120 H~ven Avenue, Apartment 54, New York City, New York. 

4. On or about December 1.5, 1:977, a grievance was filed against the 

Defendant with The North Carolina State Bar by the FIohorable Herbert Smail, 

Judge of the Superior Cour:t. 
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5. On or about August 1, 1979, a Letter of Notice was issued by the 

Chainnan of the GrievaTlce Conmi. ttee of The North Carolina State Bar pursuant 

to Rule 12(2) of the Discipline and Disbarment Rules of The North Carolina 

State Bar· and mail$d by registered mail, return receipt requested as reqUired 

by Rule 12 (3) of the Discipline ahd DisbaJ:ment Rules. 
I 

6. On or a1:::ol.1t Au~t 9, 1979, the Defendant received b""le Letter of 

Notice. 

7 . The Defendant has failed to respond as required by Rule 12 (3) of 
I 

the Discipline and. Di$batment Rules of The North carolina State Bar. 
\ 

8. The Defendant I s actions as set forth above constitute a violation 

of North Carolina General Statute 84-28 (a) and Cb) (3) in that the Def!:mdant 

has failed to answ~ a fonnal inquiry issued by The North Carolina State Bar 

when the Defendant: failed to answer the Letter Of Notice issued by the 

Chainnan of the Grievance Committee of The North Carolina State Bar. 
, 

Based upon the foregoing findings of fqct, the Hearing Committee makes 

the following conclusions of law; 

1. .The Defendant, a duly licensed atterney in the State of North 

Carolina, subject fu the Ccxle of P:)::'ofessional Responsibility and of the laws 
I 

of the State of North Carolina, failed to answer a fonnal inquiry issued by 

The North Carolina IState Bar when he failed to answer fue Letter of Notice 
, 
I 

issued by the Chainnan of thE? Grievance Committee of The North Carolina 

State Bar in violation of G.S. 84-28 (a) and (b) (3). 
I 

This the'~ day of Mc?y, 1980~ 
. , 

Jlil:L:L.am .Owen; Cooke;: ··Chairman 
Disciplinary. Hearing COIt\ll'Ii ttee 

·Wi3.Y-r:en $1:ack -"" .. ) 
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NORm CAROLINA ,--. '" BEFORE TEE ' 
~ -. \, ) "DISCIl?LINARY HEARIl'tG ,to~SSION 

~ COUNTY ,/(L'0 JU~\1 _ '~I ' '" _'" ',' ,OF TE$. : 
'v,:;u '1~·.J :NORI'H:,~INA STATE BAR 

, -- , 79 DfIe 18 

------________ ~----~-------_---3'·:jt~~~::.~~ii~~,~~=~~~ _________ .. ----.. ~_-------
THE NORI'H CAROLINA STATE BAR, 

P1Qintiff, 

-vs-

JEEG1E, PAUL, Atto:p1ey, 
De;eendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

ORDER 

-----------------~-----------------~-~-~------~------~~~----~~--~------~--~~~--

The Hearing Conuni ttee having found the faGts and made c6Pclu~;j"on~, of law 
, ' , 

in the above-entitled action, it is now, therefore, ORDERED:. 

1. That the Defendant, Jerane Paul, be disciplined tinder the I?rovisiops 

of North Carolina General Statutes 84-28 (c) (4), Private l;«:pr~r and that 

a letter of reprimand be prepared by the Chairinan of the. Disciplinary Hearing 

Cornrri:i..ssion and delivered to the Defendant by the Secreta.ry of~. North, , 

Car,olma Stai;e Bar, a copy of said Reprimand to be fi1~q -r,vith the Seq:)::'et~ 

of The North. Carolina State Bar. 

2. That the costs of this disej;p1inary action be paio by the Defendant, 

.. Jerome Paul. 

TIllS the' 2:1 day' of May, 1980. 

William OWen Cooke, Chaitmail· 
Discip1ina;t:y H~:i.ngCOIt1l'!\ittee 

t .. ,. 
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