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NoRm CAAOLINA 

WAKE c:x:)QN;['Y 

THE, NORIH CAROLmA STATE BAR, 
Plaintiff 

v. 

JOHN B. HATFIEID, JR. 
Defendant 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
), 

B.EFORE '!!BE 
orsCIPtlNARYHE:ARl:NG cn.MrSSION " . OF'lHE' ... 

NORm CAROLDlA STATE BAR 
88:mC I8 .. 

. ~NSENT ORDEQ. OF OISQ.IPLINE; 

. This Ina~ Q?Une' on l:lefore the hearing commi~ c;>f thE! OifWipl~ , 
Hea,rmg Commissaon composed of G. Warq. Hendon, Chal.rl11a1l,.r~ E. Fe:t:gU,SQn, 
II, and R. PoWell Majoj;:s pw:suant to Section 14(8) of A:tt:i.cle :pedf the Rules 
arid RE;gulations of the North carolina state Bar. It appears ~t l:;lotq~:i.~ 
have agreed to waiv~ a fonnal hearing in this n~:tter and it ~a~ 
that both parties stipulate and agree to the follCW'~ r.tnain9s of FaCt ~.ncl 
Conclusions of I,aw recite<;! in this Consent order of Ol.$Cip+~ ,and to t.:.\le 
disc:i,.pline iIrg;>6sed. '!he hearing conunittee therefQre enters the~Qllowing: 

FINDmGS OF FAC! 
-~-

1. 'rne Plaintiff, the Nop:h carolina state Bar, is a body ,duly organized 
under the la~ of North carolina and is the p;roper party tc;> l::>r~ this . 
proceeding under the authority granted it in Olapter 84' of the c;;en~ 
statutes of North carolina, and the RIil.es and Regula1;ions' of ~ N6r:tl1 

. carolina state Bar promulgated thereUl'1der. 

2. '!he Defendant, john B. Hatfi~d, was (iqmitted, to the North. carolipa 
state Bar on September. 27, 1973 and is, anq was at all t~ ;refer.rec;l to . 
hel:'ein, an AttQme:y at Ii;lw licensed to practice in Nort:Q caroljIJa, suPj~ect:to 
the J::i,lles t reguJ.at~ons, the Code of PrQfessional ResPonSibility and, t.l.1e.~c:;$ 
of. Pl;'OfessionalConduct of the NQrth ~lina sta~ Bar, cmd the laws of the 
state of North C,arolina. . 

3. D.lripg q:ll of tbe perioQs referred to herein, t;be D$fendant ~ 
actively engaged in the practice of law in the state of No+tJ;l carolina and 
maip1;:iiined a law ·office in the City of Greensboro, Guilfo~ ~ty,Nol;7tih 
~lina. . . . . 

4.. '!he. Def~t rep~ted Cl:yde Eugen~ Woods i;nsey:~ coupts . ,of 
possess~on Wl:th J.lltent to sell or del~ver cocallle on Sept:;embe:r 12 cl.l1q1 17 Of 
1984. Woods was also represented by RobEgt S. cahOQn of tone G\.U.lfol:Q county 
Bar. . 

5. on May' 8, 1986, Woods was convicted of a n~' of felony 'drug 
offenses and he was sentenqed to 40 years ip prison. . . " 

6. '!he Defendant had represented William PeQplesop an assault with a . 
deadly weapon charge and sev~ other cQarges approximately two .V?~ before 
the Qefendant represented Woods on his drug charges in Mayo! 1986, 
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7.. At $OIlle t:iltle before' 'or ,during Woods's trial, Peoples told the 
Defendant that Woods had not sold or delivered cOcaine to Frederick BaSs on 
September 12, 1984 ,as' Wi;lS alleged in the indictment. Peoples told the 
Defendant that he (Peq>les) sold cocaine to BaSs on september 12, 1984. 

, '1 ," 

8. In, a letter dated March 30, 1988, the ~ferPant responded to the 
letter of Notice issued by the North Carolina state Bar Grievance COmmittee 
relative to the grievant:e filed by Woods. In his response, the Defendant 
stated that "at no tiJne, did Mr. Peoples tell me that he SOld cocaine to Mr. 
Bass on September 12; 1984." ' 

9. In Sworn testiItlOny at a hearing on a ~ion for appropriate relief 
for 'Woods on July 23, 1986, the Defe.n:iant testified as follCMS: 

Q. And, what, if anything, else did Mr. Peopl.~ say as to 
why he knew ,that? 

A. I.' asked Y.I.i:' • Peoples if he had delivered the C6cairie to 
Freddie Bass. 

Q. And, what did Mr. Peoples say? 

A. He said different things at diften;mt times when I asked' 
that. 

Q. Did he ever say that he did, in fact, sell cocaine to 
Mr. Bass on September 12, 1984? . 

A. He did say that he had done that, yes. 

10. rue to the Def~t.' s conflict.in:J sta:t;,ements made to ~ 
GrieVance Cqrrnnittee arx;1 at the appropriate relief hearing, the Plaintiff 
alleged in its second c;I.aim for relief of its cOmplaint that the aCCUSed 
had misrepresented the facts or circumstances sUrrounding, an allegation or 
charge of. misconduct in,violation of Rule 1.2(C) and (D) or in the 
alternative, the pefendant COmmitted perjury during the h~ing on a motion 
for appropriate relief, in vi~lation of Rule 1.2 (B), (C), and (D). 

11. In' his answer. to the Plaintiff's C01tplaint, the Defendant 
answerEld that he responQ~' to tP.e qri~ COmmittee' s ~~ of Notice 
withoUt th\? benefit of the tran_ipt f!'$l the hearing on· the motion for 
appropriate relief. ~~ Def~t contended that he was writing aboUt his 
dopvetsatiOlJ.' with Peoples :ft't:ml his, memory and without any notes.Detendant 
illS;> alleged that he had seen Peoples 'on a nuIpber of occasions since 
WOOdS's trial ended cmd'llls memOry of ~ent conversations with Peoples 
may have blended with his memory of $OllIe of the conversations which took 
plaCe during the trial. 

12. '!he Defendant alleges that he had no intention of misleading the 
Grievance COmmittee. The Plaintiff believes the Defendant's contention to 
be reasonable. and dl:'edible. . 
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13. The Plaintiff voluntarily dismisseS all clahns contained in the 
first claim for relief of its C01tplaint and the claiins contained in 
paragraphs 14 and 15 of .th~ ~nd. claim for relief.. . ' I' _ 
. Based upon the fOrE;1gomg Fihdings of Fact, the hearmg conmu.ttee makes 
the follcMin;p.. . . __ -----_ ~-
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cDNCI.USION Q!: rAW 

FJ:he Defendant's corrluct as set foith above, constituteS grotli'Xis for 
discipline pursucmt to N.C. Gen. stat. section 84-28 (b) (2) in· that ~ .. 
Defendant violated the Rules o;f Professional ,COnduct a$ foll;CME;: 

. ' ,"',: .... ;: 

14. By responding to the North carolina state Bar' $ c;;ri~ . 
Canmd~ ielative to a grievance f;iJ.edby Woods in a way which failed to 
give a full CU'ld fair discloSure ~ the c~ ~ the 
grievance, the Defendant's ~essness III ~ to ~ Grieva,nce . . 
Canmdttee was prejudicial to. the acJm:i.niStration of justice in. violation of 
Rule 1. 2 (D) • 

~ upon the foregoing Findings of Fact arv:l conclusion of~W, tne 
hearing committee, wi~ the consent qf the parties, en~ ~ follc;;MiJ:lg;. 

ORDER OF DISCIPLINE .... - . 

1. '!h~ appropri~:t:e discipline to· be lltposed ;for the c:;:on:iuct of the. 
Defendc;mt contained -ill this COnsent order of Discipline ~ a. l?ri~~ " 
Reprimand. '!he Private Reprimand wUl be consistEmtwit:h the ,Find.ings of 
Fact ancl. conclusion of law entered in this COnsent Order of Discipline. .' 

2. '!he chainllan of the nearing cdmmittee shall sign the 'Private 
Reprimand' and fUe it with the S~tary of the North ca,;toJ;.j.na $~~ aa:r 
CU'ld:;it shall be considered confidential :t;mrsPant to Section 23 (A) (1) of 
.Article IX of the Rules and Regulations of the North carolina :state' Ba1i.' 

3. '!he Defendant is taxed with the cost of this action as ~by 
the Secretary' of the North carolina state Bar • . 

CQnsented to by the parties and signE:!d by the c:hai:J;li1aI1 of ~ hearing 
committee on behalf of the hearing committee with the ~kI.lowledge andcppsant 
of all ~ of t.h~earing commi~.- . 

Th;is the' ·3.:-: day-of',' ~'~~~~!::d2~e:~ ....... 

d~ . . , 

Alonz : COlemafi 
Atto:mey for Defe.tXlaht 
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