~ % STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA - )LO,bq i . BEFORE THE
A 4 fee—es T |GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE
COUNTY OF WAKE | o OF THE
_ : NORTH CAROLINA STATE BAR
91G0803 (IV)

'IN THE MATTER OF |
ARTHUR REDDEN, CENSURE
 ATTORNEY AT LAW.
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" On Jamuary 16, 1992, the Grievancé Committéee of the North Carolina State -

Bar met and considered the grievance filed against you by Violet B’rovm '
PUI'SUCITt to sectlon 13(a) of article IX of the Rules and Regulatlons of

the North Carclina’State Bar, the Grievance Cammilcee conducted a prelmlna:cy
hearing. After considering the information available to'it, including your
response to the letter of notlce, the Grievance Committee found probable .
cause. Probable cause is defined in the rule§ as "reasonable cause to believe
that a member of the North Carolina State Bar is guilty of misconduct
justifying disciplinary action."

The rules provide that after a finding of probable cause, the Grievance
Comuittee may determine that the filing of a camplaint and a hearing before
the Dlsc1plmary Hearmg Commiission are not reguired and the Grievance
Committéee may issue various levels of dlSClle.ne depending upon the
misconduct, the actual or potential injury caused, and any aggravating or
mltlgatlng factors. The Grievance Coamittee may issue an admonition,
reprimand, or a censure.

A censure 1s a wrltten form of discipline more seriocus than a reprimand,
issued in cases in which an attorney has violated one or more provisions of
the Rules of Professional Conduct and has caused significant harm or potential
51gn1flcant harm to a client, the administration of ]ustlce, the professmn or .
a mamber of the publlc, ut ’che misconduct does not require suspension of the
attorney’s license. . ,

The Grievance cgmrnltt:ee belleves that a hearing before the Disciplinary
~ Hearing Commission is not requlred in this case arnd issues this censure to
you. 2s chairman of the Grievance Committee of the North Carolina State Bar,
it is now my duty to issue this censure. I amcer\:amthatyouwn.ll
urnderstand fully the spirit in which this duty is performed.

On or about March 11, 1991 you filed a complaint on behalf of ‘your
clients, Roger Allen Br:ovm and w1fe Cathy Tally Brown, seeking custody of
Roger Brwn's step~mother’s two minor children. At your clients’ request, .you
also prepared an answer and a consent judgment for the step-mother, Violet ‘
Brown. Violet Brown was brought to your office to sign the papers you had
prepared. You were not present when Violet Brown appeared in your office and
signed the answer and consent judgment. However, your having had the
documents prepared for her facilitated her singing the papers without the
"benefit of J.rxiependent counsel. She subsequently had to engage other counsel
to seek to have’ the. consent judgxrent set aside. -
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C‘PR' s 121 and 125 and RPC 296 specifically prohibit the preparation of an
: ' answer or a consent judgment for ah opposing party in situations similar to
i » the Browns. Your preparatlon of the .documents for Vicolet Brown to sign
violated the advise glven in the ethics opinions and her signing them in your
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~ <. Soffice vmlated rule 7.4(B) of the Rules of Professmnal Conduct aven though
they were 51gned in your absence. Your preparation of legal documents for
partles in the matter violated rules 5.1(A) and (B) of the Rules ef :
Prof%sn.onal Corduct. B

4 Youareherebycensuredby‘dleNorthCarolmaStateBar foryour i
violatioh of the Rules of Professional Conduct: The Grievance Committee -
trusts that you will ponder this. ; censure, recognize the error that you have . :
made, and that you will never again allow yourself to depart from adherence to-
_the high ethical standards of the legal profession. This censure should serve

~as a strong reminder and inducement for you to welgh carefully in the future

. your responsibility to the public, your clients, your fellow attorneys and the
courts, totheendthatycudeneanyourselfasarespectedmemberofmelegal
professmn whose conduct may be relied upon without question. _ ,

'In accordance with the policy adopted October 15, 1981 by the Counc.ul oﬁ

the North Carolina State Bar regarding the taxing of the administrative and
mvestlgatlve costs to any attormey issued a censure by the Grievance
Cammittee, the costs of thlS actlon in the amount of $50 00 are hereby taxed
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, Done ard ordered, this 1—)—day of .} ) .-:_,ugf,.\;'\_/ ’ ‘199-2.
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, Fred H. Moody, Jr., Gh an.,

The Grievance Camm:.ttee R ¥
North Carolma State Bar i
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