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EVERITTE BARBEE
CLERK Of SUPERIOR COURT .

IN THE ‘GENERAL “COURT OF JUSTICE -
DISTRICT COURT DIVISION '

NORTH CAROLINA"

ONSLOW COUNTY FILE NO.: 85-CvD-1874
CAROLYN WEBB,
Plaintiff,
VS. ORDER
QUINTON WEBB, .
: , Defendant.

IN THE MATTER OF A SHOW CAUSE
ORDER ISSUED AGAINST ATTORNEY
JILL R. HOWARD AND PLAINTIFF,
CAROLYN WEBB. -

THIS CAUSE, coming on to be heard and belng heard befome_.

the undersigned, WILLIAM M. CAMERON, JR., Dlstrlct Court Judge

-

> | ‘
presiding over thelé;ZZgg ,é@ r 1986rses519n of Onslow D;Strlct‘ ‘

Court, upon a Show Cause Order issuedrby the‘saidﬁundéféiqned Do

District Court Judge on November 6, 1985 agalnst CAROLYN WEBB,

R
-k

a/k/a CAROLYN MARTIN, a/k/a CAROLYN LEVY, Plalntlff, in the 7
above-entitled action, and her attorney, Ms. JILL. R. HOWARD, to
appear before this Court and show cause why they should not be
held in contempt of Court and to show cause why the‘Judgment
entered on this cause on October 25, 1985 should not‘begset aéide]
pursuant to 1A-1 Rule 60(3)(6) of the Rules‘Of-Civil Precedure.

By and with the consent of both partles and thelr attorneys, CARLA

S. MILSTED and JOHN T. CARTER, JR.,

Court Judge conducted a hearing 1nto thlS matte thaL
| PO

the under31gned Dlstrlct

said Show Cause Order of. November 6, 1985. CLERK OF SUPERIOR DOURT
ONSLOW' COUNTY
I BY..A3
T o : Asatstrmt, De;.uty((yk Supenor Lourt
- B S S ISSRESS e
B




240914

Bla) ey rr e e e s e == e g Ly e S e e L e s o en e e T T e S TR RN T S e e S Ty S et e R L AL

: uncontested divorces in Onslow Civil District Court.

|. Court and Plaintiff was represented by Attorney JILL'R. HOWARD.

‘ @
 attorney, JILL R. HOWARD, stated to the Court that she had at-

- ‘5*4"3‘5. .

i
The Courtimakes the following findings of fact,
conclusions of law and enters the following Order:

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. That on the morning of October 25, 1985, the under-

signed District Court Judge was conducting a session of Court for

2. That ﬁhe captioned case was brought before this Judge

in that said Octdber 25, 1985 sessioh of uncontested divorce

3. That Plaintiff in this captioned case sought an an-

nulment from Defendant based upon the fact that she had previous-

ly been married to KEITH MARTIN and thought Mr. MARTIN had '

obtained a divorce from her before she married Defendant, QUILNTIi
WEBB, but upon investigation, had found out that, in fact, KEITH
MARTIN had not obtained an absolute divorce from this Plaintiff,

CAROLYN WEBB.

+

4. That qpan questioning by the undersigned, Plaintiff's

tempted to see iﬁ Plaintiff was, in fact, granted an absolute *
divorce from‘KEIfﬁ MARTIN and had contacted KEITH MARTIN on two

(2) occasions by telephone and during the second telephone :
conversation, Mr. MARTIN admitted to Ms. HOWARD that ‘he had, in

fact, not obtained an absolute divorc¢e from Ms., WEBB and Ms. f

HOWARD then advised the Court that she thought her client was l

R
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still, at the time of her marriage .to QUINTON WEBB,
married to KEITH MARTIN and was therefo:e,'seeking this'
annulment.

5, That the undersigned Dlstrlct Court Judge dld,

-Afact, sign a Judgment dated October 25, 1985, grantlng to

vln R

- Plaintiff an annulment of her marrlage to Defendant, QUINTON

|| wEBB. y / S S

'

6. That during this same session of Court and on this ¢

same date of October 25, 1985, ‘the undersigned,pistriCt'Court,

Judge was presented with an>Onslow Connty'District Céurt case

. file 85-CvD-1113, captioned CAROLYN MARTIN vS. KEITH MARTIN, in

which said case flle, Attorney JILL R. HOWARD had represented

CAROLYN MARTIN 1n an annulment proceedlng before the Honorable‘

JAMES N, MARTIN on July 23, 1985 and had obtarned‘for the

CAROLYN MARTIN an annulment from KEITH MARTIN on the grounds that |

sald

|| CAROLYN MARTIN had thought that shé was still married to DANNY

GRIFFIN at the time the purported marriage to KEITH MARTIN, and

‘xPlaintiff; CAROLYN MARTIN, in that case, waa"allcwed to resume

her maiden name of CAROLYNTLEVY.

7. That the under51gned Dlstrlct Court Judge learned

i

H

OL’

|| after reviewing that file that the sald CAROLYN LEVY, a/k/a f; j :

- CAROLYN MARTIN, a/k/a CAROLYN WEBB had been marrled n1ne (9)

| times and had failed to obtain- dlvorces or annulments from aL

| least the last four (4) husbands untll Attorney‘JILL‘R.‘HOWARU

started representing her.
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8. That CAROLYN LEVY's last four (4) husbands in

| numeriqal order weFe DANNY GRiFFIN, KEITH MARTIN, QUINTON WEBB
;and SHAWN FRECHETTE;

9. That tﬂe pleadings filed by Ms. HOWARD in the above-
c;ptioned case, as well as in the 85-CvD-1113 case of MARTIN vs.
1 MARTIN, indicate Ehat Attorney JILL R. HOWARD was aware of the
last four (4) husbands at the time she was in Court on October
"25, 1985, |

10. That bigamous marriages are void ab initio and that it
was not necessary‘for Attorney JILL R. HOWARD to seek an

annulment for her client.

11, That Attorney JILL R. HOWARD‘ misrepresented to the ' l
undersigned District Court Judge,the following facts:

(a) Thét‘the said CAROLYN WEBB was still married to
KEITH MARTIN, when in fact, Ms. HOWARD had obtained an
annulment from KEITH MARTIN for CAROLYN MARTIN a/k/a
CAROLYN WEBB a/k/a CAROLYN LEVY on July 23, 1985 in Onslow
CounteriVQl Districi Court;

(b) Téat Attorney JILL R. HOWARD failed to bring the
action in Ehe correct name of her client, knowing that
the Order Qf July 23, 1985 in 85-CvD=1113, Onslow Civil

District Court provided for Plaintiff, CAROLYN MARTIN, to

|
resume her maiden name of LEVY;




(c) That Attorney JILL R. HOWARD falled to. adv1ee
‘the Court that her cllent was also marrled to DANNY ‘
GRIFFIN and SHAWN FRECHETTE at the tlme she wasg . seeklng
an annulment from QUINTON WEBB on October 25, 1985.

12. That the Court flnds as- a fact that CAROLYN LEVY a/h/d ! ?

TCAROLYN GRIFFIN a/k/a CAROLYN MARTIN a/k/a CAROLYN WEBB a/k/a
'CAROLYN FRECHETTE d1d not deliberately, w1llfully or 1ntentlonal~
|1y misled the Court in seeklng this annulment of October 25, lQBb

f.in thdt she was acting pursuant to legal adv1ce glven to her by

Attorney JILL R. HOWARD as to the need for an annulment.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1. That this Court has jurisdiction over thé subject

|matter and the parties.

2. That the said CAROLYN LEVY a/k/a CAROLYN GRIFFIN a/k/anlf,

';CAROLYN MARTIN a/k/a CAROLYN WEBB a/k/a CAROLYN FRECHETTE lS not
lin’ w1llful contempt of this Court and the Order of Dctober 25

111985 granting to her an annulment should not be seL a31de.

3. That Attorney JILL R. HOWARD is in w1llfu1 contempt

‘this said District Court.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED as
follows:
1. That the Show Cause Order issued against CAROLYN WEBS

dated November 6, 1985 is hereby dismissed.

2. That the said Attorney JILL R.‘HOWARDWislfouninnf‘




contempt of this said District Court but may purge herself of
this contempt by immediately paying into the hands of the Clerk
of Superior Court‘ef Onslow County, North Carolina the sum of
Five Hundred and No/100 ($500.00) Dollars. |

3. That Aktorney JILL R. HOWARD is hereby cited to appear

. beforé the Honorable HENRY L. STEVENS, III, Senior Resident

Superior Court Judge of the Fourth Judicial District, who shall

-rule, pursuant to the powers of the Superior Court, as to the

|- said ’attorney, JLLL R. HOWARD's, right to practice law and any

discipline that she should receive because of this finding of

contempt of Court in lieu of citing the said attorney to the

North Carolina State Bar for any type discipline. '

This the 6( ~“day of <:ZZ@¢¢/7 , , 1986.

WILLIAM M. CAMERON, JR. % °
District Court Judge Presiding




