
STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA 

WAKE COUNTY 

BEFORE THE 
DISCIPLINARY HEARING COMMISSION 

OF THE 
NORTH CAROLINA STATE BAR 

89 DHC 12 

THE NORTH CAROLINA STATE BAR, ) 
) 

Plaintiff, ) 
) ORDER 

v. ) 
) 

DONALD SOLOMON, ATTORNEY, ) 
) 

Defendant .. ) 

This cause was heard by a Hearing Committee of the 
Disciplinary Hearing Commission consisting of James Ferguson, 
Chairman, Robert Bryan and Richard Futrell on Friday, October 
20, 1989. . 

Based upon the Findings 
Committee hereby orders that 
be and hereby is DISMISSED. 
against the N.C. State Bar. 

This the il:t. 

of Fact and Conclusions of Law, the 
the'Complaint filed in this action' 
The costs of this action are taxed 

day of :>1~ , 1989. 

Q/~ 
es Ferguson, a~rman 
the Committee 

I 

I 

I 
.---



. ' 

I 

I 

STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA 

WAKE COUNTY 

THE NORTH CAROLINA STATE BAR, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

DONALD SOLOMON, ATTORNEY, 

" . 

BEFORE THE 
DISCIPLINARY H~ARING COMMISSION 

'OF THE 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

NORTH CAROLINA STA~~ aAR 
89 DHC 12 

FINDINGS OF FACT 
AND 

CONCLUSIONS OF' LAW 

____ ~D~e~f~e~n~d~a~'n~t~. ________________ ~--) 

This cause was heard by a Hearing Committee6f the 
Disciplinary Hearing commiss.ion consisting of Jal'\l~s .F~rguf?C)n:l' 
Chairman, Robert Bryan and Richard Futrell on Friday" october 
20, 1989. The Plaintiff was represented by Carolin D.Bakewell 
and tl1.e Defendant was represented by Laoy .Presnell. Based upon 
the evidence, the prehear;ing stipulations and the pleadings, the 
Committee makes the following FINDINGS OF FACT: . . 

1. The Plaintiff, the North Carolina st'ate Bar, is a body 
duly organized under the laws of' North Carolina and is\the 
proper party to bring this proceeding, under the auth,ority 
granted it in Chapter 84 of the General statutes of North 
carolina, and the Rules and Regulations of the Nortp. Cal:'olipa 
state Bar promulgated thereunder. 

2. The Defendant, Donald Solomon (hereafter So~omon)" was 
admitted to the North Carolina State Bar in 197~, ,ang is, an¢l 
was Cl-t all times referred to herein, an Attorney at Law licens.ed 
to practice in North Carolina, sqbject to the J:'Ules, , . 
regulations, Rules of Professional Conduct of the North Cal:'plina 
state Bar and the laws of the State of North.Carolina. 

3. During all of the periods refer:red to hereip,Solc):mon 
was actively engaged in the practice of law in the Stat:e of 
North Carolina and maintained a law office in the City of 
Raleigh, Wake county, North Carolina. 

4. The Plaintiff, North Carolina state Bar, has failed t9 
prove the .allegations in its Complaint by clear, cogent and 
convincing evidenqe • 

. Based upon the foregoing Findings of Faot, the Hearing. 
Committee makes the following Conclusions of Law: . 

1. 'The Defendant has not violated any provisions of.t.1;le 
Code of Professional Responsibility or Rules of Professional 
Conduct respecting Cynthia Pittman West; 
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2. The complaint in this matter should be dismissed 
the costs taxed against the Plaintiff, the North Carolina 
Bar. 

This the Itt day of ~ 

es Ferguson, 
the Committee 

1989. 

-,~ -
a~rman 

and 
state I 
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