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STA~E OF' NO~TH CAROLINA 

'COUNTY OF WAKE 

BEFORE THE 
GRIEYANCE COMMITTEE 

OF THE 
NORTH CAROLINA STATE BAR 

92GQ185(III)R 

IN THE MAT'rER OF 

"EUNICE JONES- OBENG , ' 
,ATTORNEY AT LAW 

, REPRIMAND 

On Oc,t;.ober 27,' 19,93', the Grievance Committee of the North 
Carolina Stra~e Bar met and considered the grievance filed against 
yoU by Bobmy G. Tru~tt. 

" 

PU:LSuapt to section 13 tA) o'f art,icle IX of the Rules and 
,Regulations of the North Carolina State Bar, the G:ti,evance 

Commi ttee q:ond1J.cted a p.re1.itni~ary hearing. Aft~r' Gons'idering the 
information available to itj 'including your 'response to the 
,letter of :q.oti~e, the Grievance Committee found probable cauSe. 
Probable c9-use is defined in the rules as IIreasonable ~ause to 
believe that a member of the North Carolina State Bar'is guilty 
ot misconchict justifying dh;ciplinary act,ion. II 

The rtiles provide that after a,finding of probable cause, 
the Grievance Committee may determine that the filing of a 

,complaint and a hearing before the Disciplinary Hearing 
Commission are not required and the Gr~evance Committee may issue 
~arious leVels of discipline depending upon the mis~onduct, the 
'actual or potential injury caused, and any aggravating or 
mitigating :factol;"s. The Grievance Committee, may ,isl:;me an 1 
a¢monition, reprimand, or'censure to the respon~ent a~torney. 

A reprimand 1.S a w,ritt~n form of discipline more serious 
than an ad~ortition issued in cas~sin which an attorney has, 
violated one or more p'rovisions of the Rules of Professj,onal 
Conduct and has caused harm or potential harm to a,client, the 
administrat:ionof justice j the profession, or a 'member of the 
p~blic, but, the mi.sconduct does not J;:"equire a censure. 

The Grievance Corttmitt;ee was of the opinion that a censure is 
not required in this case and iss1J,es this repri~and to you. As 
chairman of the Grievance Committee of the North Carolina State 
'Bar, it is now my d1,lty to 'issue this reprimand and I am certain 
that, you wiill unders,tand £\,llly the spirit in which thi-s duty is 
performed.' , 

Bobby G. Truitt and his wife hired you to handle the sale of 
some real estate for them in .;January 1991. The'purchaser 
defaulted, i~ mid-1991 and you undertook to represent the Truitts 
in the ensu;ing foreclosure proceeding against' the purchaser., 
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. . The ;foreclosure sale was initially scheduied for Octbb'er 
.1991.,but had to be rescheduled as the notiq~ which you prepared 
was defectJve. In.November, when· the sale was rescheduled, you 
faile¢i . to appear . You aJ..so failed to appear at a' second . 
':rescheduled sale on Dec .' 12, 1991 ami c;t a .third rescheduled sale 
on Jan. 31, 1992. You did not tell your clients that i;uwouia 
not be appea:):"ing on, these occasions and they experienc;::ed 
considerable inconvenience when they>appea,rediI:k,90urt anq you 
did not. F'inally, you prepared another notice of"sale setting, 

.. the f9r~closure sale for Feb. 28, 19.92. 'Prior to ,the sale " ' 
however, the'purchasers filed ,a bankruptcy p:r:ode~ding. . , ' . 

. Rule' 6 (B) (3) of the Rules of .Professional "Conduct requires 
attorneys to handle legal matters in a reasonably d~ligent , 
fashion. Rule 6 (B) (;1,) of the Rules of Prof.essional Conduct 
requires attorneys to keep their clients reasonably ;Lnformed 
about the statusbf a matter. You violated both of these rules 
by fc;il;tng to appear at the three' foreclosure '/?ales and 'by'- " 
failing :to tell you:!; clients that' you would not 'be appearing'. ' 
Moreover, 'it appear.s that you had not handJ,ed a .for·eclosure, 
matter 'prior to undert'aking to, represent tne Tl;"uitts and that you 
failed to adequately prepare, yourself by reading the appllc~bl,e,., 
statutes and caselaw on the subject, or alternatively, . 
associating. cOtl\petent counsel, in violation of Rule 6' (A)' (2) , o:t 

. the Rules of Profel;3sional Conduct. 

You are hereby reprimanded by the North Carolina State Bar 
due to your professional misconduct. The Grievance Commit,tee' 

. trusts that you will heed this reprimand, that ,it' will pe . 
remembered by you" that it will be beneficial to you, and tJlatl~ 
you will neve:):" again' allow yourself to depa:r:t from adh¢,:i::'ence' to'. 
the high'ethicalstandards of the legal profession. 

. , , 

In ~ccordance with thepolic~ adopted October'~5,' 198~ b~· 
the Counc;::il o·f the North Carolina' State Bar regarding the t.ax:;Lng 
of the administrative and investigative costs to any attorney' 
issued a reprimand by the Grievance Committee, the costs o,lithis 
action in the amount' of $50,,00 a+"e hereby taxed, to you, 

Done arid ordered, . this l..2.:!i,da~ of ;1/ tf.tl.(jwit.tf 19~3 . " 
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W'. Erw~n Spa~n our ,lla~rman 
The Grievance Committe'e 
North Carolina.State Bar 
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