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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA ‘ BEFORE THE ,
i DISCIPLINARY HEARING C@MMISSI@N
WAKE COUNTY

‘THE NORTH CAROLINA STATE BAR,
Plaintiff

VSs.

THOMAS C. CREASY, JR., Attorney,
Defendant

The cause was heard before the uhderéignedgﬂééﬁiné

Committee of the Disciplinary Hearing CommiseiOnsQf>IhegNégth

Carolina State Bar on December 16, 1977, in the office df”The"

North Carolina State Bar, 107 Fayettevrlle Street Ralelgh North

Carolina. The North Carolina State Bar was represented by , ‘§x

Ayt 1

Harold D. Coley, Jr., Counsel and the Defendant was.represented
by R. €. Carmichael, Jr. The Hearing Commltteew efter
consrderlng the facts as stlpulated by Counsel prlor to thlS
hearing and hearing argument as appears of record mekes the
following Findings of Fact: o

1. The North Carolina State Bar is e‘hody duly
prganired under the laws of North’Caroline,‘and is the proper
party to bring this proceeding under the authority granted in -

Chapter 84 of the General Statutes of North Carolina.

2. The Defendant, Thomas C. Creasy, Jr., was a citizen |

'and resident 0f Mecklenburg County, NerchCarolina,vend‘res"
admitted to The North Carolina State Bar in 1958, and is; and
was at all times relevant‘to‘this proceeding, an attorheihet law
licensed to practice in the State of North Carollna and is

subject to the Rules, Regulations, Canons of Ethlcs and Code of

' Professional Responsibility of The Worth Carolina State‘Bar‘and o

the laws of the State of North Carolina.




- time and place for the hearing.

3. A duly verified Complaint, setting forth the
charges against the Defendant, was filed in fhe office of The
North Carolina State Bar on March 30, 1977. Notice thereof was
given to the Deféndant, together with notice that this matter

will be heard by a Hearing Committee of the Disciplinary Hearing

Commission of The North Carolina State Bar, at a time and place l

to be de;ermined?by the Chairman of said Commission, by personal
service upoﬁvthe Defendant of a copy of the Complaint, Summons
and Notice on May 5, 1977.

4. On;May 20, 1977, the Chairman of the Disciplinary
Hearing Commission notified Counsel for The State Bar and De-

fendant of the composition of the Hearing Committee and of the

5. An Answer to the Complaint was filed in the office
of The North Carolina State Bar on July 18, 1977.
6. "On December 21, 1976, the Defendant entered a plea

of nolo contendere to seven (7) counts of furnishing false

statements or reports, to wit: financial ‘Statemen‘f:s to banks '
in order to influence them to grént him loans in violation of |
Title 18 USC, Sec. 1014 in the United States District Court for
the Western District of North Carolina, Charlotte Division.

7. Tﬁe‘Cour; consented to and accepted such plea
finding a facﬁualfbasis for said plea, the indictment having
charged that false financial statements were furnished by the
Defendant to the:following banking institutions in Charlotte,
North Carolina: %o First Union National Bank on or about
December 19, 1974; to First CitizZens Bank and Trust on or about
December 19, 1§74; to American Bank and Trust on or about

March 15, 1976; t@ Wachovia Bank and Trust on or about

January 31, 1975; to North Carolina National Bank on or about i
September 15, 1975; to Northwestérn Bank on or about I
September 15, 1975; and to Republic Bank and Trust on or about

December 10, 1975.




8. TFor purposes of this pfoceeding Onlf,‘if Was7f“

stipulated that the circumstances under which the Defendant

furnished said information to one or more of the aforementioned

banks constituted a misrepresentation of'the financial status

" of the Defendant in violation of G. S. 84-28- .the Rules, .

Regulations and Code of Professional Respons1b111ty of The
North Carolina State Bar, to wit DR 1~ 102(A)(4) .

9. It was further stipulated that the continuances
granted on the motions of the Defendant pending the deci31on
of the North Carolina Supreme Court- in the case of The North

Carolina State Bar vs. Wade Hall, which.involvedua,legal

question of importance to this proceeding, were with the consent
of The North Carolina State Bar and that ali oarties;nhaving‘
been given proper notice_of the time and‘plaCerof‘thiszhearing,
were in agreement that this proceeding was properly convened for
the hearing of this matter. | o
10. The conduct of the Defendant Was not a breach
of any fiduciary duty owed a cllent in an attorney-cllent n
relationship, and the conduct of the Defendant was not
detrimental to the public in general but was conduct involving
the Defendant's personal financial affairs. | | ‘
11. While the Hearing Committee cannot condone the
conduct of the Defendant, his conduct in this matter does not

permanently reflect on his fltness to practice 1aw 1n the State

of North Carolina.

UPON THE FOREGOING FINDINGS OF FACT, THE HEARING
COMMITTEE MAKES THE FOLLOWING CONCLUSIONS QOF LAW

1. The circumstances under which the Defendant

furnished financial information to one or more banks constltuted

A

a misrepresentation of his f1nanc1al status and is conduct

involving dishonesty, fraud,'deceit‘Or‘misrepreSentationﬂln




oy,

violation of DR 1-102(A)(4) of the Code of Professional

Respons’ibility_of The North Carolina State Bar.

This the f é ;/-7/\/ day of /{/(:;{_/{/L’ﬂ-—r’\/é‘&zi-«.//J 1977.
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THE NORTH CAROLINA STATE BAR,
Plaintiff

vs. ORDER

THOMAS C. CREASY, JR.,

Attorney, ‘
Defendant

Based upon the foregoing findinés of,fact:énd
conclusions of law and pursuant to Section 9 of Artiéle IX,
Disciplinary aﬁd Disbarment of Attorneys,‘the uﬁdersigned‘
Hearing Committee of the Disciplinary Hearing Commission hereby
issues the following ORDER. | ‘

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Defendsnt, Thomas C.
Creasy, Jr., be ‘suspended from the practice:of‘ﬁaw iﬁ-thevState‘
of North Carolina for a period of two years. ,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Defendant Thomas C.
Creasy, Jr., may apply for relnstatement one year from'the date

that his license is suspended hereUnder,‘if’he‘haé met ‘the

following conditions:

1. That he has the moral qualifications, competency
and learning in law required for admission ﬁo pyéétiée léw in
this State and that the resumption of the practice of‘law‘ﬁithin 4
this State by the defendant will berneitheé.deprimeﬁtal to the
integrity and standing of the Bar or the administratioﬁ‘éf
justice nor subversive of the public interesf. | o :

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Thomas C. Creasy, Jr. be
taxed with the costs of this hearing. | | " N

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Chairman of the

Hearing Commission is authorized and directed to enter am

e e e me s e e e et e e e e e ez sk d ep s ges




[ A
Y.

s
W

1

appropriate order of suspension to be filed with the Secretary

of The North Carolina State Bar.

This the l6th day of December, 1977.

Zﬁ;&¢4s/%44d /. /lb/@g (Cgi{ax44~~w_lll

Winifred T. Wells, Chairman
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