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On January 16, 1992, the Grievance etmnittee of the North carolina state 
Bar met am considered the grievance filed against you byI>Night D. Jernigan. 

Pursuant to section 13 (~) of article IX of ~ Rules ,am Regulations of 
the North carolina state Bar, the Grievance Cominittee con:iucted a pre1:iJninary 
hearing. A:.ftei' considering the Wonnation available to it, including your 
response to" the letter of notice, the Grievance Ccmnittee fourrl probable 
cause. Probable cause is defined in the rules as "reasonable cause to believe 
that a ~ of ~e North carolina state Bar is guilty of misconduct 
justifying disci:l;>linary action." 

'!be rules provide that after a finting of probable cause, the Grievance 
COnunittee nay detennine t:hat"the "filing of a canplaint am a hearing before 
the Disciplinary Hearir:g Coramission are not required am the Grievance 
Conimittee may issue various levels of disCipline depen:ling UpOn the 
misconduct, the actual or potential injm:y caused, am any aggravatir:g o+, 
mitigatir:g factors. '!be Grievance Committee may issue an adIronition; 
repr.iman:i, or censure to the resporxient attorney. 

A reprirnarrl is a written fom of discipline nore serious than an 
adm::mi.tion issued in baSes in whiCh. an attori1ey has violated one or nore 
provisions of the Rules of Professional Corrluct am has caused ha:nn or 
potential ha:nn to a client, the adrainistrati<;>n of justice, the pro~ession, or 
a ~ of the" public, but the miscorrluct does not require a censure. 

1he "Gri~vance ,Conunittee was of the opinion that a censure is not required 
in this case am issues this reprimaril to you. As chainnan of the Grievance 
Conunittee of the North On:'Qlina State Bar, it ~ now nw duty to issue this 
repr:imarrl am I am certain "that you will umEm;tar:d fully the spirit in which 
this duty is; ,perfOl:lneq.. 

You undertook to represent Shirley Jernigan respectir:g a qamestic matter. 
YOU were aware that Ms • JenP.gan' S fonner husband,· n,light Jernigan, was -
represented by John -Hooten prior to Aug. 12, 1991. On that date, Shirley 
Jernigan, I:avid Brock, DNight Jernicjan am Jernigan's present wife, Gail, 
appeared iii yOtlr office. Brock is Shirley Jernigan's boyfriend. Shirley 
Jernigan remained in your waiting room, while Brock, DNight Jeprlgan am Gail 
Jernigan met, with you in your office. 

A discuSsion then occurred regarding . possible settlement of the domestic 
matter am other issues. You did not notify Mr. Hooten that hiS client was in 
your office prior to or durir:g this ~ting nor did you obtain his consent to 
contact his 6lient either directly or indirectly. 

Rule 7.4 of the Rules of Professional Col"ldqct fomids attorneys to 
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contact parties represented by counsel Without the prior pe:nnission. of the 
party's attorney. . You violCited this rule by participqtin;J in the Aug. 12 
:meeting at your office without first obtaining JOhn lIootEm's pennission to ., 
contact his client, IMight LJernigan. You also Violated the Rule by. 
facilitatin;J contact between Jernigan an::i Brock arxi Shirley Jernigan, since an 
attorney ~y not do intirec;Xly tlu:ough another what he may not do ~y. 

. '!he Cominitt:e¢ took into account the fact that it appears that you w~ 
abs¢nt for pOrtions of the d;i.scussion, made relatively fS/l comments, an::i tPat 
no apparent prejudice resulted. . 

You are hereby reprinlanded by the North carolina state Bar :dUe to your' 
professional Ini.scohCluqt. '!he Gri~ Ccmm:Lttee trusts that you will hee4 
this reprilnarrl, that "it wilibe remembered by YQU,that it will be ~ficicl1' 
to you, and thai;: you will never. Cigain allotoi yourself to ~ from adherence 
to the high ethiciU. stamards of the legal profession. 

In accordance with the policy Cldqrt:ed Oct:c;lber 15, 1~81 by the Co1Ji)cil ot 
the North carolina state Bar regcu:ding the taxing of the administrative an::i 
investigative costs to any attorney is$ued a teprilnar4 by the Grievance 
Camltitt;:ee, the costs of this action in the annmt of $50.00 are hereby taxed . 
to you. 

~ am otderOO, this ~ dayo£ ~, 1992. 
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