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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA 

COUNTY OF WAKE 

IN THE MATT~R OF THE PET,ITION 
FOR REINSTATEMENT OF 

JEROME PAUL, Petitioner 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

BEFORE 'THECbUNC:r:L . 
OF THE! 

NORTH CAROLINA. STATE BAR ' 
83 BGR 7 

THIS CAUSE, coming on to be heard and bein~ heard on April p, 1984, 

hefore the Council of The North Carol:i.n,Cl State Bar, putsua,nt to Articie ,IX, 
.. , 1 " 1_ -

Section 25(A)(4) of the Ru:Le~ of Disc:f.pline a,nd Disbarlllen,t of Tlle North 

Caro:J.ina State Bar, upon the Petit;i.on For R.einstatement to fr~ctice +;<;lwf;Lled 

by Jerome Paul, with the peti~ibner appearing, in .person with his ,c9',uns~l, 

Wayne Eads, and The North Carolina State Ba,r appearing thrQugq' it$ Co~p.~~l'~ 

A. Root Edmonson: 

AND BASED UPON the report and recommendations of ,the Di~cipiLi.naty Hea~irlli, 

Commission dated February n, 1984, the' Council ,makes the fol:low:b;ig: .. ' 

FINDINGS OF F·ACT· 

. 1. Petitioner Jerome Paul was duly licensed ·topractice law in the 

Courts of The State of North Carolina in September, 196'8~ and was atC3.11, ti1ti~s I prior to his suspension in these cases duly licensed to practi¢e and engaged 
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I 
in the active practice of law in the State of North Carolina since his 

admission to practice. 

2. The matters leading to The North Carolina State Bar's Order of 

January 28, 1980 'in case number 79-DHC-13 are as stated in the Findings of 

Fact and Conclusions of Law:filed on the same date. 

3. The matters leading to The North Carolina 'State B'ar's Order of June 
i 

3, 1980 in case number 79-DHC--20 as are stated in the Findings of Fact and 

Conclusions of Law filed on the same date. 

4. Petitioner filed notice of appeal of the orders dated January 28, 
I 

1980 and June 3, 1980, such notice of appeal being filed in apt time with the 

North Carolina Court of Appeals. 

5. Petitioner later ab~ndoned his appeal of stich matters, and gave 

notice of dismissal, whereafter his appeals of such matters were duly 

dismissed by Order da~ed Mar~h 19, 1981. 

6. Purs~ant to Rule 24(3) of Article IX of the Rules and Regulations of 

The North Carolina State Bar;relatin,g to Discipline ,and Disbarment matters, 

the orders of suspension, haying been duly served upon petitioner and his 

counsel, bec~me effective on or about April 2, 1981. 

7. The period of susp'ension in case number 79-DHC-13 became effective on 

or about April 2, 1981, andtemained effective,for two (2) years following 

that date, las,ting until on or about April 2, 1983. 

8. The period of suspension of case number 79-DHC-20 became effective on 

I or about April 2, 1981, and rremained effective for one (1) year following that' 

date, lasting until on or abqut April 2, 1982. 
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9. The periods of suspension in both cases have'tb,erefore eXl'ireq by 

their, own terms. 

10. In ca$e number 79-DHC-13, the petitioner was t;axe4 byTqe North 

,. 
CaroJ,.ina State Bar with costs of $566.17, which, costs 'w~re paid byt;h~ 

petitioner on or .about October lO, 1983. 

11. In case number 79-DllC-20, the petitioner was taxed by' Th~ Nort.h . 
! " , '. , " 

Carolina State Bar with costs of $1,.375.83., which costs wer·e pa:i:~ by the 

petitioner on or about October 10,1983. 

12. At the time that the petitioner's .suspensions herein.1;Iecame 

effectiv~, the petitioner cauSed to be filed an affidav:l,t., 'dated, Aprll' 7; 

1981, in compiiance with Article tx, Sect:ioq 24, concern'ing notide of 

suspension to clients and attc;>rneys for adverse parties, inte:r:p.l1a. 

. 13. Since the effective dates of his suspensions, the petitiQner hal? not 

been accused, arrested, or convicted of any criminal offense under the· Laws Qf 

any state or the United States Government. 

13. Since the effe~tive dates of h;is sl,1spens.:f.ons, the petiti6'Q.er has 

engaged in the teac,hing of law at City C,!llege of New Y?rk and .s,t New College 

of California School of Law, such schools b~ing located. ;in New 10t;k City Cl;nd 

San Francisco, respectively. Furtherl)lor~, the pe,tit.foner has, since ,the 

.effective dates of his suspension, engaged ,ip. reseatch,and.consul.ting:wo,rl.t' fb~ 

other licensed attorneys and organizations, but has in :no respe~t·· ep,gaged .ip. .' 

any' activities which would or could argu'ably constitut:e:.the up.J,.icet}:$edi· . 

practice of law or which woul4 or could arguably be con~adered a viol~tio!lo:£ 

the Orders of The North Carolina State Bar entered here.in. 

:, '~.-" " - . 

I 
~ -! 
, i 
, I 

I 
1 

: 
1 .1 

• I 

, .. 

, 
I 

i 
) ': 

i 



$

14. Since the effective dates of his suspensions, and prior to that

time ,  the petitioner has sought treatment for medical problems of which he

suffered at the time of the ;occurence of the events which led to his

suspensions herein, and has fully and faithfully complied with the prescribed

course-of treatment advised ,by his physicians. Such medical problems have

been brought under control to the point that they will no longer intervene or

interfere with Petitioner ' s ability to practice law.

15. The Petitioner has presented to this Hearing Committee without

refutation by The North Carolina State Bar clear and convincing evidence that

he has the moral qualifications ,  competency ,  and learning in the law required

for admission to practice in the State of North Carolina and that the

resumption of the practice of law within this State by the Petitioner will be

neither detrimental to the integrity and standing of The North Carolina State

Bar, nor will it be detrimental to the administration of justice or subversive

of the public interest.

16. Petitioner has faithfully and fully complied with all requirements

of the Rules and Regulations ;  of The North Carolina State Bar ,  and with the

terms and conditions of his suspensions since the effective dates of those

suspensions ,  and is entitled :  to be reinstated effective immediately.

WHEREFORE,  based on the foregoing Findings of Fact, the Council makes the

following:
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CONCLUSIONS O~ LAW 

1. The Petitioner has' demons tra·ted by clear and convincingevid~nce_that 

he has the moral qualifications, compet~+tcy ,and learning :i,n the law, req'uired . 

for admission "to practice:. law in the State at -North Carol:f.na. ' 

2.' The Petitioner has demonstrated by clea:r ana conv:l:ncin~evidet1ce' th~.t 

h~s reinstat~ent to practice law in the State of North. Catolina·w:{.llne'i\:her, 

be detrimental to the integrity of The North Carolina State Bar,'n()r ;0 the 

administration of justice, nor subversive of the ,public intere~;t. 

3. The Peti·tioner has complied with all terms and conditions of his 

"1'" ~uspensions, the effective dates of wh.ich were 'to expire on or about April. 2, 

.~ 1983, or some ten mOI1:ths prior to the date of the Disciplinary Heal;'ing 
, ,,' ~ , 

Commission's hearing·, and has co'ntinued to cr:;nnply wi th such tems and 
-, 1-" ',.' 

conditions to date. 

4. The Petitioner is enti-tled as a matter -of .. law to be rtU.ns,ta·ted to the., 

. 
practice of law in the State of. North Carolina, and to tihe' reins~atemen.t of '.' 

his lice!.ise to engage in such practice, effective immediately. 

NOW' THERE'FORE., upon motion duly made andsecollded" it is 'hereJ;;y C)lmERED'~ 

t. That· Jerome Paul be reaqmitted to the practice of law in tile -:St~te of' 

North Carolina. . 

2. That Jerome Paul be taxed. with the costs of this proceed~ng. 

This the 13th day of April, 1984. 

<. • 
. ... 

Clifton w ~ Everett ,St" ~-:, pr.esi4ent;· 
TlJe Nortl1 Carol,ina ~tat;e' ;Bar 
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